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Page 13 : Iraq remains top oil supplier to India
Context: 
Ø Iraq has, for the second year in a row, become India’s top crude oil supplier, meeting more than a fifth of 

the country’s oil needs in 2018-19 fiscal year.
Details: 
Ø According to data sourced from the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics, Iraq 

sold 46.61 mt of crude oil to India during April 2018 and March 2019, 2% more than 45.74 mt it had 
supplied in 2017-18 fiscal.

Ø Saudi Arabia has traditionally been India’s top oil source, but it was for the first time dethroned by Iraq 
in 2017-18 fiscal year. In 2018-19, Saudi exported 40.33 mt of crude oil, up from 36.16 mt of oil sold in 
the previous year.

Ø While India stopped importing crude oil from Iran following reimposition of economic sanctions this 
month by the U.S., the Persian Gulf nation was the third largest crude oil supplier to India. It sold 23.9 
mt of crude in 2018-19, up from 22.59 mt in the previous year.

Ø UAE topped Venezuela to become India’s fourth-largest crude supplier.
Ø Nigeria was the next biggest supplier with 16.83 mt of exports in 2018-19, down from 18.11 mt in the 

previous year. Kuwait supplied 10.78 mt of oil and Mexico another 10.28 mt.



6.4 mt from U.S.
Ø Supplies from the U.S. jumped more than fourfold to 6.4 mt in the 2018-19 fiscal year. In 2017-18, the 

first year of imports from the U.S., the supplies were at 1.4 mt.
Ø Iran was India’s second biggest supplier of crude oil after Saudi Arabia till 2010-11, but western 

sanctions over its suspected nuclear programme relegated it to the seventh spot in subsequent years.



Page 1 : UN Security Council designates Masood Azhar as global terrorist
Context: 
Ø Jaish-e-Mohammad chief Masood Azhar was listed as a designated terrorist by the UN Security Council 

1267 Committee. Significantly, the reasons for listing did not mention the Pulwama attack of February 
14, for which the JeM had claimed responsibility, and which found mention in the latest February 27 
listing request for Azhar.

Details: 
Ø Nevertheless, the listing is a victory for India in a decade-old diplomatic battle waged primarily by it and 

supported by its friends at the UNSC, as it would mean a travel ban, arms embargo and asset freeze on 
Azhar.

Ø The P-3 or group of three permanent UNSC members, the U.S., the U.K. and France, had co-sponsored a 
listing request at the Committee on February 27, weeks after the Pulwama attack that killed over 40 
security personnel. 

Ø However, China placed a hold on the request — which normally lasts for three months — on March 13. 
This was the fourth such attempt to designate Azhar, over a decade, that had gone awry.

Ø At the end of March, the U.S. circulated a draft resolution to sanction Azhar among the UNSC members, 
i.e., outside the 1267 Committee, presumably to pressure China into either supporting the listing or 
having to take a stand in open proceedings and risk being supporting terror.



Page 10 : In line with India’s position, says Ministry
Context: 
Ø The decision to designate Masood Azhar a global terrorist is in accordance with India’s position, the 

External Affairs Ministry said.
Details: 
Ø India will continue with its efforts through international forums to ensure that terrorist organisations and 

their leaders who cause harm to our citizens are brought to justice, said Ministry spokesperson.
Ø Sources in the government called Pakistan’s statement on the dropping of Pulwama references 

mischievous. Pulwama happened to be the latest act of terror but the designation was not based on a 
specific incident but based on evidence shared with members of the 1267 Sanctions Committee linking 
Masood Azhar to terrorism.

Ø A western diplomat said the listing was a result of diplomacy by many partners and took concerns from 
all countries on board. According to the diplomat, the U.S. was key to pushing it through, aided by the 
U.K. and France, while Indonesia played an important role as the Chairperson of the UN Security 
Council.

Ø The French government was the first to issue an official reaction to the listing, calling it the successful 
realisation of its efforts of several years.

Ø Asked why the Pulwama reference was dropped, India’s Permanent Representative at the UN said: That 
is a settled issue following the Security Council statement of February 21. The Security Council had 
condemned the Pulwama attack and asked all states, without naming any, to cooperate with India and 
combat threats to international peace.



Page 10 : Azhar listing not a victory for India: Pak.
Context: 
Ø A spokesperson of Pakistan’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs said Masood Azhar was listed as an 

international terrorist after all political references were removed from the resolution and it was not a 
victory for India.

Details: 
Ø The current listing proposal has been agreed after all political references, including removal of attempts 

to link it with the Pulwama attack and maligning the legitimate struggle of the Kashmiris, were removed 
from the resolution.

Ø The Indian media’s attempts to build a narrative claiming it as a victory for India and validation of its 
stance are thus false and baseless, he said.

Ø Our position is in line with the statements of Prime Minister Imran Khan who clearly stated that there is 
no space for any proscribed organisation or its affiliates to operate from Pakistani territory, our resolve 
for countering terrorism in all its forms and manifestations and our National Action Plan, said the 
spokesperson.

Ø This was the fifth attempt to list Masood Azhar. Our concern was that his alleged linkage with the 
struggle in Jammu & Kashmir, this was not agreeable to us. Hence, he could not be listed previously. 
This time, we were able to have that removed. Once that is removed then we have no objection, he said.

Ø Asked if China consulted Pakistan before lifting its hold on the listing, he said: As Chinese spokesperson 
said it is a consultative, coordinated process within the framework of the 1267 Committee that has led to 
this decision and of course when there is no objection, then this happens.



Page 1 & 7 : Chief Justice appears before Bobde panel
Context: 
Ø Chief Justice of India Ranjan Gogoi has appeared before the Justice S.A. Bobde in-house inquiry panel 

examining sexual harassment charges made against him by a former court employee.
Details: 
Ø A letter of request was issued to the Chief Justice.
Ø High constitutional office-holders like the CJI are not issued summons as is the usual case. They are sent 

a letter of request to participate in the proceedings.
Ø The development has come to light a day after the complainant declined to participate in the in-house 

proceedings. She declined to participate following which the committee conveyed to her that the 
consequences of her decision would be that the committee would have to continue the hearings ex parte. 
She agreed.

Ø The committee also comprises Justices Indira Banerjee and Indu Malhotra as members, while Justice 
Bobde is the chair.

Ø On the third hearing on April 30, the complainant had refused to further participate in the informal 
proceedings.

Ø She had issued a press statement citing that one of the reasons for her withdrawal was that the panel 
allegedly refused her request to have a lawyer or a support person accompany her during the hearings.



Ø The crisis in the Supreme Court began when a clutch of websites published the woman’s allegations 
against the CJI on Easter Day morning.

Ø Within an hour of the articles coming online on April 20, the Chief Justice Ranjan Gogoi held an 
extraordinary and unusual hearing in the Supreme Court, during which he claimed the allegations were 
part of a larger plot to deactivate the office of the Chief Justice of India.



Page 1 : Record GST revenue collections in April
Context: 
Ø Revenue collections from the Goods and Services Tax hit a record ₹1.13 lakh crore in April 2019. The 

government had collected ₹1.06 lakh crore in March.
Tax base increasing
Ø The fact that the GST revenue collections in April 2019 are over 10% higher than April 2018 is 

encouraging and indicates that the tax base is increasing gradually with GST getting stabilised, measures 
such as the e-waybills, and effective data mining.

Ø The GST revenue collections reported relate to transactions in March, which would typically be higher 
being the last month of the fiscal where all businesses would be keen to achieve sales targets for the year. 



Page 5 : Fishermen warned of high waves as ‘Fani’ nears coast
Context: 
Ø In view of the severe cyclonic storm ‘Fani’ closing in on Odisha, the Ocean State Forecast Operations 

Centre in Hyderabad issued warnings of high waves to fishermen along Odisha, West Bengal and 
Srikakulam, Vizianagaram and Visakhapatnam districts of Andhra Pradesh.

Details: 
Ø The nearshore waves are being measured using WAMAN (Wave Monitoring Along Near-shore) buoy 

network, with real-time communication of the data, deployed at Puducherry, Krishnapatnam, 
Visakhapatnam, Gopalpur and Digha.

Ø Higher waves are likely to be experienced along the north Andhra Pradesh coast, Odisha and West 
Bengal coasts with maximum waves being along the Odisha coast. 

Caution advised
Ø The system is likely to move northwestwards during the next 12 hours and recurve north-northeastwards 

and cross Odisha coast between Gopalpur and Chandbali, to the south of Puri around 3rd May afternoon 
with maximum sustained wind of speed 175-185 kmph gusting to 205 kmph.

Ø The observations and forecast model outputs are in good agreement in the open ocean and near-shore.
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Page 5 : Chandrayaan-2 gets new launch window in July
Context: 
Ø India’s much-delayed second lunar mission, Chandrayaan-2, has got yet another launch window. The 

mission is now set to be launched any time between July 5 and July 16 this year. 
Ø The moon landing is likely to be around September 6, 2019, nearly two months after the launch, close to 

the lunar South Pole, the ISRO said.
Global plans
Ø The lunar South Pole is believed to contain ice and other minerals, and international space expedition 

plans are hotting up with NASA planning to land astronauts there by 2024, while China reportedly plans 
to build a scientific research station on the lunar South Pole within the next decade.

3 modules
Ø Chandrayaan-2 is a fully-indigenous mission that comprises three modules — an Orbiter, a Lander 

named ‘Vikram’, and a Rover named ‘Pragyan’ — and will be launched on board a GSLV-MkIII rocket. 
Ø The GSLV-MkIII is a three-stage heavy lift launch vehicle that has been designed to carry four-tonne 

class satellites into Geosynchronous Transfer Orbit (GTO). 
Ø The Chandrayaan-1 mission was launched on board a PSLV.



Ø The Chandrayaan-2 would orbit around the moon and carry out remote sensing of the moon. The 
payloads will collect scientific information on lunar topography, mineralogy, elemental abundance, lunar 
exosphere and signatures of hydroxyl and water-ice.

Integrated module
Ø The Orbiter and the Lander will be stacked together as an integrated module, while the Rover will be 

housed inside the Lander. 
Ø According to ISRO, once the Orbiter reaches the 100 km lunar orbit, the Lander will separate from it and 

ISRO will carry out a controlled descent at a specific site and deploy the Rover.
Ø The six-wheeled Rover will move around the landing site in semi-autonomous mode as decided by the 

ground commands. 
Ø The instruments on the rover will observe the lunar surface and send back data, which will be useful for 

analysis of the lunar soil.



Page 7 : There is a need for immediate remedial steps to deliver justice to victim
Context: 
Ø Four centuries ago, Chief Justice Sir Edward Coke during King James I’s reign demolished the theory 

that the king can do no wrong. He held that the king should be under god and the law. Thus was 
established the supremacy of the law or the rule of law.

Details: 
Ø Yet, the Supreme Court of India appears to think that it is above the law as an institution on its 

administrative side. It is acting clearly as if the judges and not the law is supreme. The in-house 
procedure committee of three honourable and distinguished judges is proceeding post-haste to complete 
its task. 

Ø In the process, it is negating everything that the Supreme Court has stood for on its judicial side. 
Irrespective of the report it submits, the conduct of the in-house inquiry by the committee raises 
extremely disturbing and far reaching questions.

Constitutional mandate
Ø The Supreme Court has consistently prided itself as a court which stands as a sentinel of the qui vive 

over the rights of the people of this country. 
Ø In the celebrated Indra Sawhney vs. Union of India in 1992, a Constitution Bench of nine judges held: 

therefore, judges who are entrusted with the task of fostering an advance social policy in terms of the 
constitutional mandates cannot afford to sit in ivory towers keeping Olympian silence unnoticed and 
uncaring of the storms and stresses that affect the Society.



Ø It also reminded itself: When societal conditions and factual situations demand the judges to speak, they, 
without professing the tradition of judicial lockjaw, must speak out.

Ø The court unhesitatingly spoke in Visakha against sexual harassment at workplaces and commanded 
that till the time Parliament enacted the law, its judgment laying down guidelines to prevent sexual 
harassment and to punish those guilty, must hold the field. 

Ø Years later, parliament stepped in and enacted the Sexual Harassment of Women at Workplace 
(Prevention, Prohibition and Redressal) Act, 2013.

Ø Yet, the Supreme Court has singularly failed to apply that law to itself and prohibit sexual harassment in 
its own workplace. By excluding the employees and themselves from its purview, the victim’s complaint 
against Chief Justice Ranjan Gogoi is therefore left at the whims of the judges. 

Ø In the absence of a defined procedure for redressal, the judges have followed the in-house procedure in a 
stereotypical fashion.

Ø True, this procedure to inquire against a judge of the Supreme Court provides for constituting a 
Committee consisting of three judges of the Supreme Court while in respect of the judges of the High 
Court and the Chief Justice of the High Court, the committee comprises two Chief Justices of High 
Courts other than the High Court to which the judge belongs and one High Court judge or a judge of the 
Supreme Court or two Chief Justices of other High Courts respectively.

Ø Fundamentally, the procedure to inquire into a complaint against a judge of the Supreme Court is 
defective and not free from prejudices and bias. 



Ø The Supreme Court in Addl. District & Sessions Judge ‘X’ v. High Court of M.P. speaking through 
Justice J.S. Khehar and Justice Arun Mishra, when they justified the constitution of a committee 
excluding judges of the same court, stated: “The exclusion of judges of the same court from the 
investigative process, was also well thought out. 

Ø In certain situations it may be true, as pointed out by the learned counsel for the petitioner, that judges of 
the same court being colleagues of the judge concerned, would endeavour to exculpate him from his 
predicament. It is not as if the position could not be otherwise. 

Ø Animosity amongst colleagues is not unknown. Reasons of competitiveness, jealousy and the like are 
known amongst colleague judges, especially from the same High Court.”

Ø While declining to go into the contention of the petitioner that inquiry by the two-judge committee 
constituted by the Chief Justice of the High Court cannot be expected to arrive at a fair conclusion, the 
Justices yet went ahead and responded for it being just and proper’ and for future reference.

Ø There can be no doubt, that an investigation, would lead to consequences. The judge concerned may be 
found remiss, or alternatively, he may be exculpated of the charges. 

Ø Whilst in the former eventuality, the judge concerned against whom the findings are recorded, would be 
the obvious sufferer, in the latter eventuality, the adverse consequences would be against the 
complainant, for it would be assumed that she had levelled unfounded allegations. 



Ø It is therefore imperative that the procedure adopted for the investigative process is absolutely fair for all 
concerned. The procedure should be such as would ensure, that it would be shorn of favouritism, 
prejudice or bias. 

Ø Presence of any one of the above would vitiate the entire investigative process. Recording of statements 
of individuals, who are subservient to Respondent 3 Justice A, irrespective of whether the statements are 
recorded on behalf of the complainant or the judge concerned, would most definitely render the 
investigative process unsustainable in law. 

Ø The influence of the judge concerned, over the witnesses to be produced, either by the complainant or by 
the judge concerned himself, will have to be removed. It will be for the complainant to raise a grievance 
of the nature referred to above. And whenever necessary, remedial steps will be taken.

Ø Accordingly the Supreme Court held that the Investigative Process under In-House Procedure must 
consider the Rights of the Complainant, the judge concerned by adopting a fair procedure and 
safeguards, the integrity of the Institution. 

Ø In that judgment the Supreme Court ordered, to make the process fair and just, it is imperative to divest 
the judge concerned against whom allegations have been levelled, of his administrative and supervisory 
authority and control over witnesses.

Ø Therefore the Supreme Court should have appointed a fiercely independent committee. All this is 
singularly forgotten by the committee presided by Hon’ble Justice Bobde. 



Ø The victim’s statement to the press published widely in newspapers demonstrates that the committee’s 
constitution, its procedure and its functioning are far from being fair and just. 

Ø The very constitution of the committee raises serious question marks even if it be under the declared 
procedure. The law declared as above makes this legal position abundantly clear. Justices should have 
been mindful of their own law.

Ø The Chief Justice, during the fateful hearing on April 20 proclaimed from a judicial dais his innocence, 
described the victim as a criminal and spoke of a conspiracy against himself and the judiciary. 

Ø Equally relevant is that following the alleged incidents of sexual harassment on October 11, 2018, the 
victim has been visited with inhuman treatment beginning with a series of transfers within the court’s 
precincts from one desk to another, initiation of inquiry, suspension and ultimate dismissal in the most 
bizarre manner.

Ø In such circumstances, the committee was expected to allow the victim to be represented by a lawyer 
irrespective of a procedure adopted by them. 

Ø Lord Denning in Pett vs. Greyhound Racing Association Ltd. made a profound statement on the law as to 
the representation of a lawyer in a domestic enquiry, when a man’s reputation or livelihood is at stake, he 
not only has a right to speak by his own mouth, he also has a right to speak by counsel or solicitor even a 
prisoner can have his friend. 

Ø He observed that a domestic Tribunal is not at liberty to lay down an absolute Rule: We will never allow 
a lawyer to appear for him. The Tribunal must be ready in a proper case to allow it.



Ø In Port of Bombay Vs Dilip Kumar Nadkarni, the Supreme Court justified representation by a lawyer 
declaring, Now examine the approach of the Chairman. 

Ø While he directed two of his law officers to conduct the enquiry as prosecutor, he simultaneously 
proceeds to deny such legal representation to the delinquent employee, when he declined the permission 
to the 1st respondent to appear through a legal practitioner. 

Ø Does this disclose a fair attitude or fair play in action? Can one imagine how the scales were weighted 
and thereby tilted in favour of the prosecuting officer.

Procedural safeguards
Ø Pertinently in Nandlal Bajaj vs State of Punjab, the SC held that the history of personal liberty is largely 

the history of procedural safeguards and held: Fundamental Right in Article 21 carries with it the 
inherent right to legal assistance.

Ø The committee consisted of three of the most respected jurists and judges with vast knowledge and 
experience in law. Could the victim have got a fair chance before the committee without being 
represented by a lawyer? She asked for it and the committee declined it.

Ø One aspect must be remembered: the status of women in this country is still not equal to that of men. As 
a result more often than not sexual harassment victims suffer more than the perpetrators. The committee 
should have been mindful of realities prevailing in the society. 



Ø The victim has every reason to demand greater fairness from the committee. Sadly, the committee failed 
to respond. The victim made the complaint at the end of the road, when she and her family were pushed 
to the wall. 

Ø She could have forgotten the incidents of October 11, but successive and continuous acts of oppression 
against her and her family which are nothing short of sexual harassment compelled her to make the 
complaint on April 19.

Ø Can she be doubted for this? Let me remind the nation what the Supreme Court itself speaking through 
Justice Nariman in Assam Sanmilita Mahasangha v. Union of India, to which Justice Ranjan Gogoi was 
party, has held, Given the contentions raised specifically with regard to pleas under Articles 21 and 29, of 
a whole class of people, namely, the tribal and non-tribal citizens of Assam and given the fact that 
agitations on this score are ongoing, we do not feel that petitions of this kind can be dismissed at the 
threshold on the ground of delay/laches. 

Ø Indeed, if we were to do so, we would be guilty of shirking our constitutional duty to protect the lives of 
our own citizens and their culture. In fact, the time has come to have a relook at the doctrine of laches 
altogether when it comes to violations of Articles 21 and 29.

Ø Sceptics must remember right to life includes right to reputation, right to life without fear, right to 
employment, right to fair treatment and of course right to dignity. 

Ø Its expansion by the Supreme Court is historical. Let us hope the committee and the justices of the 
Supreme Court rethink the whole issue and take remedial steps to deliver justice to the victim, while 
being fair to the judge concerned, and restore public confidence and faith.



Page 10 : SC reserves verdict on changes to SC/ST law
Context: 
Ø The Supreme Court reserved for judgment a batch of petitions challenging the Scheduled Castes and the 

Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Amendment Act of 2018 which nullified a controversial 
March 20 Supreme Court verdict diluting the stringent provisions of the law.

Details: 
Ø The SC heard arguments raised by the Centre that the amendments were necessary as the SCs and the 

STs continue to face the same social stigma, poverty and humiliation which they had been subjected to 
for centuries.

Ø The 2018 Act nullified the March 20 judgment which allowed anticipatory bail to those booked for 
committing atrocities against the SCs and the STs. 

Ø The original 1989 Act bars anticipatory bail. The apex court verdict saw a huge backlash across the 
country. Several died in ensuing protests and crores worth of property was destroyed. 

Ø The government reacted by filing a review petition and subsequently amended the 1989 Act back to its 
original form.

Ø Several petitions were filed last year challenging the amendments. The petitioner called the amendments 
a blunder and a violation of the fundamental right to equality and personal liberty. The Supreme Court 
however refused to stay the implementation of the amendments.



Page 10 : Religious freedom on the decline in India: U.S. panel
Context: 
Ø The U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom, a bipartisan, independent federal government 

commission, has said there is an overall deterioration of religious freedom conditions in 2018 in India, in 
its 2019 report released earlier this week. 

Ø India continues to remain a Tier 2 country, according to the Commission, a list it has been unable to get 
off since 2009.

Details: 
Ø Tier 2 countries are those in which violations engaged in or tolerated by the government during 2018 are 

serious and characterised by at least one of the elements of the systematic, ongoing, and egregious CPC 
[Country of Particular Concern] standard.

Ø The CPCs are designated by the State Department and the latest list, from November 2018, contains 10 
countries. In these countries the government has tolerated or engaged in particularly severe religious 
freedom violations, meaning those are systematic, ongoing, and egregious.

Ø In countries like India, it is increasingly difficult to separate religion and politics, a tactic that is 
sometimes intentional by those who seek to discriminate against and restrict the rights of certain religious 
communities.



Ø The report says conditions for minorities have deteriorated over the last decade, adding that a 
multifaceted campaign by Hindu nationalist groups like the RSS, Sangh Parivar and Vishva Hindu 
Parishad to alienate non-Hindus or lower-caste Hindus is a significant contributor to the rise of religious 
violence and persecution.

Ø Commission Chairperson dissented with the view that India’s religious freedoms continued to decline in 
2018. India is an open society with a robust democratic and judiciary system, he writes in the report. 
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