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Page 1: Former staff writes to SC judges, alleges sexual harassment by CJI
Context
• A former Supreme Court employee has accused the CJI of making sexual advances towards 

her while she was working as a lower division clerk at his official residence last year.
• The allegations were published in many news websites
What the SC bench said
• The CJI presided over an urgent special hearing of the Supreme Court, called at a moment’s 

notice, to reject allegations of sexual harassment.
• The one-paragraph order signed by Justices Mishra and Khanna merely asked the media to 

exercise restraint and remove “such material which is undesirable”.
• The order asked the media to “act responsibly as is expected from them and accordingly 

decide what should or should not be published as wild and scandalous allegations undermine 
and irreparably damage reputation and negate independence of judiciary”.

• Chief Justice Gogoi said he would continue to perform his duties without fear or favour till 
the end of his tenure and would not be cowed down.



Page 10: A time of deep turmoil for the Supreme Court
Page 10: CJI’s presence on Bench raises eyebrows
Supreme Court judges have opposed the CJI’s suo motu hearing of case in which the CJI 
himself has been accused.
Opinions
• Two basic principles have been recognised as fundamental in the doctrine of natural justice. 

The first is ‘nemo judex in causa sua’, that is, ‘no man shall be a judge in his own case’; 
• the second is ‘audi altarem partem’, that is, ‘hear the other side’.”
• The constitution of the bench, of course in the exercise of the power of the Master of the 

Rolls, Chief Justice Gogoi himself styling it as ‘a matter of great importance touching upon 
the Independence of Judiciary’, and permitting mention by the Solicitor General are all acts 
done by the CJI contrary to ‘nemo judex in causa sua’.

• In 2018, speaking for the Supreme Court of India in Lok Prahari v. State of U.P. & Ors., 
Justice Gogoi recognised the seven principles of public life in the report by Lord Nolan and 
recapitulated them as “Selflessness, Integrity, Objectivity, Accountability, Openness, 
Honesty, and Leadership.”



• There was no cause, no matter, no petition, and no reason for the court to take upon itself the 
perceived duty to protect its reputation.

• The SC has to protect the most cherished of those rights, the freedom of speech and 
expression and protect the true guardians of democracy, the media.

• The Supreme Court of India does not have any advisory jurisdiction except on a Presidential 
Reference.

Senior lawyer Vrinda Grover
• In the circumstances of this case, where the charge of sexual harassment, victimisation and 

intimidation has been made against a person holding the highest judicial office of the 
country, it is imperative that for the credibility of the institution, and confidence of the 
people in the judiciary as well as for the right to justice of the woman complainant, no 
hearing presided by the CJI ought to have been held.

• A reading of the in-house procedure applicable to Supreme Court and High Court judges, the 
Sexual Harassment of Women at the Workplace (Prevention, Prohibition and Redressal) Act 
and the guidelines formed under the Supreme Court Sexual Harassment Regulations do not 
contemplate a public hearing on the judicial side, that too, without due notice to the 
complainant.



No formal procedure
• There are no formal procedure to deal with sexual harassment allegations against the CJI.
• In the in-house procedure for dealing with complaints against Supreme Court and High 

Court judges, it is the CJI who “examines” whether a particular complaint is frivolous. There 
is no word in it on how to deal with a complaint against the CJI.

• Under the Gender Sensitisation and Sexual Harassment of Women at the Supreme Court of 
India (Prevention, Prohibition and Redressal), Regulations of 2013, it is again the CJI who 
sets up the Gender Sensitisation and Internal Complaints Committee.



Page 1: Poll panel orders producers to pull web series on PM
• The Election Commission (EC) directed the producers of a web series on Prime Minister 

Narendra Modi to immediately stop its online streaming and remove all the connected 
content till further orders.

• Taking cognisance of the complaints against the ongoing web series Modi-Journey of a 
Common Man, the EC wrote to the producers, Eros Now, citing its April 10 order banning 
any biopic that has the potential to disturb the level playing field during the elections, till 
further directions.

Violation of MCC
• On viewing its trailer, the EC found that the web series showcased different stages of Mr. 

Modi’s life, from his childhood to becoming a national leader.
• The EC received complaints alleging that the series violated the model code of conduct and 

amounted to influencing the voters.



Page 12: Foreign Secretary visits Beijing for ‘bilateral consultations’
• Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale will arrive for “bilateral consultations”, amid signs that 

China may review its position on lifting its “technical hold” on listing Jaish-e-Mohammad 
founder Masood Azhar as an international terrorist.

• Mr. Gokhale is arriving ahead of the Belt and Road Forum (BRF) — a mega event hosted by 
China that begins on April 25, in which 37 heads of state or government are participating.

• The Foreign Secretary will hold talks with China’s State Councillor and Foreign Minister 
Wang Yi.

• Mr. Wang had said at a briefing on the BRF that the two countries were preparing for a 
second edition of a leadership summit as a follow-up to last year’s informal summit at 
Wuhan.

Background
• India has been pressing China to designate Azhar as a global terrorist after his outfit claimed 

responsibility for the February 14 Pulwama attack, in which 40 CRPF personnel were killed.
• On March 13, China placed a “technical hold” on designating Azhar in the 1267 committee 

of the United Nations Security Council, despite stating that it was engaged in “mediation 
efforts” to ease tensions between India and Pakistan that spiked on February 27 following 
the Indian cross-border air strike on Balakot in Pakistan.



Consensus emerging
• Since April 1, China has been saying that a consensus was emerging within the 1267 

committee on designating Azhar, after rejecting a parallel initiative by the United States, 
backed by Britain and France, to seek a ban on him through a separate resolution in the 
Security Council plenary.

• Recently, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Lu Kang said the Azhar issue was “moving 
towards the direction of settlement”.

• Analysts point out that it is unlikely that China will lift its “technical hold” on Azhar before 
the BRF concludes on April 27, so as not to embarrass Pakistan Prime Minister Imran Khan, 
who will be participating in the international event.



Page 14: Is the EC free enough to play fair?
From where does the EC derive its powers and what is its extent?
• The Election Commission of India is a creation of the Constitution. Article 324 says the 

superintendence, direction and control of all elections to Parliament, the State legislatures, 
and the offices of the President and Vice-President shall be vested in the EC. 

• The Article has been interpreted by courts and by orders of the EC from time to time to mean 
that the power vested in it is plenary in nature. It is seen as unlimited and unconditional in 
the matter of holding elections. 

• In other words, the EC can take any action it deems fit to ensure that elections and the 
election process are free and fair.

• The independence of the EC is preserved by clauses in the Constitution that say the Chief 
Election Commissioner cannot be removed from office except in the manner provided for 
the removal of a Supreme Court judge and that the conditions of his service cannot be varied 
to the incumbent’s disadvantage after appointment.



Has the EC always been a multi-member body?
• The Election Commission was helmed by a single Chief Election Commissioner for decades 

since the body was set up in 1950 based on the provisions of the Constitution. 
• It was on October 16, 1989, that two more Election Commissioners were appointed to 

expand the panel’s composition. Their tenure ended in 1990. 
• Thereafter, two Election Commissioners were appointed in 1993. Since then, the EC has 

been a three-member panel, with a Chief Election Commissioner and two Election 
Commissioners.

Decision making
• Decision-making within the panel is by majority.
Removal
• While the CEC can only be removed in the manner set out for a Supreme Court judge, the 

other two Commissioners may be removed on the recommendation of the CEC. 
• In 1995, the Supreme Court held that the Election Commissioners are on a par with the CEC 

and the latter is not superior in standing with the other Commissioners. 
• The EC has been demanding that the protection and safeguards given to the CEC under the 

Constitution should also be extended to the other Election Commissioners.



EC’s control over civil servants
• As the superintendence and control over all aspects of the election process is vested in the 

EC, it exercises direction and control over civil servants deployed for election-related work. 
• This means that bureaucrats engaged in the administrative aspects of elections, including 

police officers with law and order duties, are also amenable to the EC’s jurisdiction. 
• This power enables the EC to monitor both the manner in which civil servants perform their 

election-related duties, and prevent activities which may be seen as partisan. 
• The EC often cites its vast powers under Article 324 to transfer or suspend officials during 

election time, even though they normally come under the disciplinary purview of the 
government of India or the State governments.

• The normal reasons cited are to prevent these civil servants from aiding any political party 
and to ensure a level-playing field for all contestants.



Powers of the EC
• The EC monitors the adherence of political parties and candidates to the ‘Model Code of 

Conduct’. 
• The code is a set of norms laid down by the EC, based on a consensus among political 

parties, spelling out the dos and don’ts for elections. 
• However, it does not have statutory value, and it is enforced only by the moral and 

constitutional authority of the EC. 
• If the violations are also offences under election law and the criminal law of the land, the EC 

has the power to recommend registration of cases against the offenders.
• However, for some violations — such as canvassing for votes during a period when 

electioneering is barred, making official announcements while the MCC is in force, and 
making appeal to voters on sectarian grounds — the EC has the power to advise or censure 
candidates, in addition to directing registration of cases. 

• In some cases, as recent incidents would show, the EC may bar candidates or leaders from 
campaigning for specified periods. 

• Asking individuals to leave a constituency or barring entry into certain areas are other 
powers that the EC may exercise.



• Its powers extend to postponing elections to any constituency, cancelling an election already 
notified, and even to abrogate or annul an election already held.

Limitation of EC’s powers
• The EC does not have the power to disqualify candidates who commit electoral 

malpractices. At best, it may direct the registration of a case. 
• The EC also does not have the power to deregister any political party. 
• However, the Constitution empowers the EC to decide whether a candidate has incurred 

disqualification by holding an office of profit under the appropriate government, or has been 
declared an insolvent, or acquired the citizenship of a foreign state. 

• When a question arises whether a candidate has incurred any of these disqualifications, the 
President of India or Governor has to refer it to the EC. The poll panel’s decision on this is 
binding.



Page 14: What went wrong with debt MFs?
What are FMPs?
• Debt mutual funds, unlike equity MFs, invest in debt securities issued by companies (both 

publicly listed and privately held) and governments. 
• FMPs, in turn, are a class of debt funds that are close-ended: one can only invest in them at 

the time of a new fund offer and they come with a specified maturity date, much like a fixed 
deposit (FD). 

• However, in contrast to deposits, FMPs don’t offer a guaranteed return but only pitch an 
indicative yield that the investor then takes a bet on. 

• What the investor forgoes in terms of liquidity compared with an FD, she hopes to make 
good via the marginally higher returns that the fund’s investments in higher-yield debt 
instruments such as commercial paper, corporate bonds and non-convertible debentures 
(NCDs) could potentially earn it. 

• Additionally, investments in FMPs are more tax-efficient, since there are indexation benefits 
linked to capital gains, as opposed to tax on interest income in the case of an FD. 

• FMPs, however, like other debt funds come with their own set of risks: the most significant 
ones are interest rate risk and credit risk.
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Page 15: Indoor emissions affect air-quality standards
A study was carried out by researchers from the Indian Institute of Technology (IIT), Delhi in 
collaboration with University of California in Berkeley, Urban Emissions, Delhi and the 
University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign on improving air quality in India.
Findings
• India can achieve its air quality goals if it completely eliminates emissions from household 

sources.
• The use of firewood, kerosene and coal in the households contributed to about 40% of the 

PM 2.5 pollution in the Gangetic basin districts. This number varied across the country but 
household emissions remained one of the major culprits behind air pollution.

• By eliminating household emissions the average outdoor air pollution levels could be 
reduced and brought within the national ambient air quality standards.

• If all households transitioned to clean fuels, about 13% of premature mortality in India could 
be averted.

• At the national scale, mitigating household emissions is also expected to bring large health 
benefits.



• Complete mitigation would bring down the country's average annual PM 2.5 air pollution to 
38 microgram/cubic metre. 

• Surprisingly, this is below India's national ambient air quality standard of 40 
microgram/cubic metre and slightly above the World Health Organization (interim target 1) 
standards of 35 microgram/cubic metre.

Delhi NCR
• In Delhi NCR, stubble burning, industrial and power plant emission, brick kilns and 

vehicular emissions are the major contributors. 
• Even after mitigating household emissions, Delhi NCR would remain out of attainment. It 

needs more serious and stringent measures.
Way forward
A multi-pronged approach to control emission from other major sectors like industries, 
transportation, and power plants to effectively address the air pollution issue.



Page 15: Indian bullfrogs take to invasive behaviour early in Andamans
Issue
• Indian bullfrogs introduced in the Andaman islands are invasive, and eat native wildlife 

including fish and lizards. 
• Now, experiments reveal that the frogs take to this invasive behaviour early in their lives. 
• Even in the developmental stages, the large bullfrog tadpoles eat other native frog tadpoles.
• Indian bullfrog tadpoles – which grew to be the largest (around 20 millimetres) – also grew 

the fastest. 
• The survival of both endemic frog tadpoles reduced to zero when bullfrog tadpoles were 

present. 
• In the three-species treatment too, all individuals of the endemic frog tadpoles in most pools 

were eaten by bullfrog tadpoles within the first week itself. 
• The proportion of bullfrog tadpoles surviving was greater in the presence of both endemic 

frog tadpoles.
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