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Bill assent, a delay and the Governor’s options 

• The Governor is an appointee of the President, which means the Union 

government. Although Article 154(1) of the Constitution vests in the 

Governor the executive power of the State, he is required to exercise that 

power in accordance with the Constitution.  

• In other words, the Governor can act only on the aid and advice of the Council 

of Ministers.  

The pathways available 

1. It may be stated here that this analysis of the Governor’s powers is meant to 

enable readers to have a perspective on the issue of the Governor of Tamil 

Nadu not deciding on the request for assent to the NEET Bill passed by the 

Assembly even after the passage of more than two months.  

2. Article 200 of the Constitution provides for four alternative courses of action 

for a Governor when a Bill after being passed by the legislature is presented 

to him for his assent.  

3. The Governor can give his assent straightaway or withhold his assent. He may 

also reserve it for the consideration of the President, in which case the assent 

is given or withheld by the President.  

4. The fourth option is to return the Bill to the legislature with the request that it 

may reconsider the Bill or any particular provision of the Bill.  

5. The Governor can also suggest any new amendment to the Bill. When such a 

message is received from the Governor, the legislature is required to 

reconsider his recommendations quickly.  

6. However, if the legislature again passes the Bill without accepting any of the 

amendments suggested by the Governor he is constitutionally bound to give 

assent to the Bill. 

The Governor of Tamil Nadu returned the NEET Bill to the Assembly for 

reconsideration of the Bill. Accordingly, the Assembly held a special session in 

the first week of February and passed it again and presented it to the Governor 

for his assent. He has not assented to the Bill so far. 
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Delay is unconstitutional: 

1. While it is true that Article 200 does not lay down any time frame for the 

Governor to take action under this Article, it is imperative on the part of the 

Governor to exercise one of the options contained therein.  

2. A constitutional authority cannot circumvent a provision of the Constitution 

by taking advantage of an omission. The option mentioned in Article 200 is 

meant to be exercised by the Governor without delay.  

3. But sitting on the Bill after the Assembly has passed it again and sent it to him 

is impermissible under the Constitution. Article 200 (proviso) clearly says that 

when the Assembly reconsiders the Bill on the recommendations of the 

Governor and presents it to him, he shall not withhold assent.  

4. The Constitution makers could never have intended that the Governor could 

sit on a Bill passed by the legislature for as long as he wants and take 

advantage of the absence of any specific time frame. 

An undemocratic option 

In the United Kingdom, it is unconstitutional for the monarch to refuse to assent 

to a Bill passed by Parliament. Similarly, in Australia, refusal of assent to a Bill 

by the crown is considered repugnant to the federal system. 

 


