INDIAN JOURNAL OF
LEGAL REVIEW

VOLUME 6 AND ISSUE T OF 2026

INSTITUTE OF LEGAL EDUCATION




INDIAN JOURNAL OF LEGAL REVIEW

APIS - 3920 - 0001 ISSN - 2583-2344

(Open Access Journal)

Journal's Home Page - https://ijir.iledu.in/

Journal’s Editorial Page - https://ijlr.iledu.in/editorial-board/

Volume 6 and Issue 1 of 2026 (Access Full Issue on - https://ijir.iledu.in/volume-6-
and-issue-1-of-2026/)

Publisher

Prasanna S,

Chairman of Institute of Legal Education
No. 08, Arul Nagar, Seera Thoppu,
Maudhanda Kurichi, Srirangam,
Tiruchirappalli — 620102

Phone : +91 73059 14348 - info@iledu.in / Chairman@iledu.in

ILE Publication House is the

India’s Largest

Scholarly Publisher

© Institute of Legal Education

Copyright Disclaimer: All rights are reserve with Institute of Legal Education. No part of the
material published on this website (Articles or Research Papers including those published
in this journal) may be reproduced, distributed, or transmitted in any form or by any
means, including photocopying, recording, or other electronic or mechanical methods,
without the prior written permission of the publisher. For more details refer

https://ijlr.iledu.in/terms-and-condition/



https://ijlr.iledu.in/
https://ijlr.iledu.in/editorial-board/
https://ijlr.iledu.in/volume-6-and-issue-1-of-2026/
https://ijlr.iledu.in/volume-6-and-issue-1-of-2026/
mailto:info@iledu.in
mailto:Chairman@iledu.in
https://ijlr.iledu.in/terms-and-condition/

VOLUME 6 AND ISSUE 1 OF 2026

INDIAN JOURNAL OF LEGAL REVIEW [IJLR - IF SCORE - 7.58]

APIS — 3920 - 0001 (and) ISSN - 2583-2344

Published by

https://iledu.in

Institute of Legal Education

CASE LAW ANALYSIS - CHURCH OF GOD (FULL GOSPEL) IN INDIA V. K.K.R.
MAJESTIC COLONY WELFARE ASSOCIATION (2000)- NOISE POLLUTION CASE
(AIR 2000 SC 2773)

AUTHOR - HEMALATHA S, LLB STUDENT AT GOVERNMENT LAW COLLEGE TIRUCHIRAPPALLI

BEST CITATION - HEMALATHA S, CASE LAW ANALYSIS - CHURCH OF GOD (FULL GOSPEL) IN INDIA V. K.K.R.
MAJESTIC COLONY WELFARE ASSOCIATION (2000)- NOISE POLLUTION CASE (AIR 2000 SC 2773), INDIAN
JOURNAL OF LEGAL REVIEW (IJLR), 6 (1) OF 2026, PG. 62-64, APIS — 3920 — 0001 & ISSN - 2583-2344. DOI -
https://doi.org/10.65393/IVEC6352

Introduction

This is the Landmark judgement delivered by the Supreme Court of India, addressing the issue of

noise pollution caused by religious institutions.

This case analysis will delve into the fact, issues, and the court’s decision, highlighting its significance
and impact on the environment and religious freedom.

Court: Supreme Court of India

Citation: (2000) 7 SCC 282

Bench: Justice M.B. Shah and Justice S.N. Phukan
Fact of the Casee

The appellant, Church of God (Full Gospel) in
India, had established a church in the KKR.
Majestic: Colony in Madras (now Chennai). The
Church used loudspeakers and public address
system for prayer meetings, worship services,
and other religious activities. The respondents,
KK.R. Majestic: Colony Welfare Association,
represented the residents of the colony, who
complained about the excessive noise pollution
caused by the church’s activities.

The residents alleged thar the noise level
exceeds the prescribed limits, causing
disturbance to their peace and silence. They
approached the Madras High Court, seeking an
injunction to restrain the church from using
loudspeakers and public address systems.

Issues

The primary issue before the Supreme Court
was whether the church’'s use of loudspeaker,
and public address systems constituted a
nuisance, causing noise pollution that infringed
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upon the resident’s Right to a Peaceful
Environment.

Secondary issues included

1. Whether the Church’s activities were
protected under Article 25 of the Indian
Constitution, which guarantees freedom
of conscience and free profession,
practice, and propagation of religion.

2. Whether the Noise Pollution (Regulation
and Control) Rules, 2000, were
applicable to the Church’s activities.

3. Whether the Church had taken sufficient
measures to minimize the noise
pollution.

Judgement

The Supreme Court, in a unanimous decision,
held that the Church’s use of loudspeakers and
public address systems did indeed constitute a
nuisance, causing noise pollution that infringed
upon the resident’s Right to a Peaceful
Environment.

The Court observed that while the Church’s
activities were protected under Article 25, this
freedom was not absolute and was subject to
reasonable restrictions. The Court held that the
Noise Pollution (Regulation and Control) Rules,
2000, were applicable to the Church’s activities
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and that the Church had failed to comply with
these rules.

The Court directed the Church to take
necessary steps to reduce the noise level and to
ensure that the noise pollution did not exceed
the prescribed limits. The Court also suggested
that the Church could use alternative methos,
such as wusing soundproof equipment or
restricting the use of loudspeakers in specific
times of the day.

Ratio-Decidendi

The Supreme Court’s decision was based on the
following reasoning:

1. Right to a peaceful environment: The
Court held that the residents had a Right
to a peaceful environment, which was
being disturbed by the Church’s
activities.

2. Noise Pollution Laws: The Cout held that
the Noise Pollution (Regulation and
Control) Rules, 2000, were application to
the Church’s activities and that the
Church had failed to comply with these
rules.

3. Balancing Individual Rights: The Court
balanced the Individual's Right to
Freedom  of Religion with the
Community’'s Right to a Peaceful
Environment.

4. Reasonable Restrictions: The Court held
that the restrictions imposed on the
Church’s activities were reasonable and
necessary to protect the Resident’s Right
to a Peaceful Environment.

Relevant Laws and Cases

1. The Environment (Protection) Act, 1986:
This Act provides the framework for
controlling noise pollution in India.

2. The Noise Pollution (Regulation and
Control) Rules, 2000: These rules
prescribe the certain limit of noise in
residential, commercial, and industrial
areas.

3. Appa Rao, MS. v. Government of Tamil
Nadu and another (1995): This case laid
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down guidelines for controlling noise
pollution and the use of ampilifiers and
loudspeakers. 2

4. Om Birangana Religious Society v. The
State and others (1995-1996): The Court
held that the Rights of the petitioner, or
any religious association, are not
absolute and also highlights the balance
between Religious Freedom and the
need to maintain Public Order

5. Article 21: Right to live in Pollution Free
Environment as a part of Fundamental
Right to Life under Article 21. (M.C. Mehta
v. Union of India (1987)).

6. Article 25 and 26 of Indian Constitution:
These Articles guarantee Freedom of
Conscience and the Right to Freely
Profess, Practice, and Propagate Religion.

7. Public Interest Litigation (PIL): The court
entertained a petition filed by a welfare
association on behalf of the residents of
a colony.

Significance and Impact

The judgement has significant implications for
religious institutions, noise pollution, and the
interpretation of noise pollution laws in India.

The Court’s decision:

1. Establishes a precedent: The judgement
sets a precedent for future cases
involving noise pollution and religious
institutions.

2. Balances Individual Rights: The Court's
decision balances the Individual's Right
to Freedom of Religion with the
Community’'s  Right to a Peaceful
Environment.

3. Interprets Noise Pollution Laws: The
Court’'s interpretation of the Noice
Pollution (Regulation and Control) Rules,
2000, provides clarity on the application
of these rules to religious institutions.

4. Promotes Environmental Protection: The

Court’s decision promotes
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environmental protection by holding
religious institutions accountable for
noise pollution.

Reference cases that have cited by this case

1. Vellore Citizen's Welfare Forum V. Union

of India (1996)
This case involved the pollution in of the
Palar River and cited the above case in
relation to the Right to a Clear
Environment.

2. M.C.Mehta V. Union of India (1987)

This case also known as the “Oleum Gas
Leak Case” , cited the above case in
relation to the Right to Life and Liberty
Under Article 21 of the Indian
Constitution.

3. Research Foundation for Science,
Technology and Ecology V. Union of India
(2005)

This case involved the issue of
genetically modified organisms (GMOs)
and cited the above case in relation to
the Right to a safe and healthy
environment.

Conclusion

The Court of God (Full Gospel) in India v. KKR.
Majestic Colony Welfare Association (2000) is a
landmark judgement that address the complex
issue of noise pollution caused by religious
institutions. The Supreme Court’'s decision
provides a balanced approach, protecting both
Individual Rights and Community Interests. The
judgement has significant implications for the
environment, religious freedom, and the
interpretation of Noise Pollution Laws in India.
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