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Under Article 233, judicial officers can’t be appointed as

District Judges through direct quota reserved for

advocates

 The Court ruled that judicial officers cannot be appointed as

district judges through direct recruitment under the quota

reserved for members of the Bar.

 Under Article 233, a judicial officer, regardless of her or his

previous experience as an advocate with seven years' practice

cannot apply, and compete for appointment to any vacancy in the

post of District Judge. His or her chance to occupy that post

would be through promotion, in accordance with Rules framed

under Article 234 and proviso to Article 309 of the Constitution of

India.
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Compassionate appointment not a matter of right

 The Supreme Court held that a work-charged employee who has

been paid off a work-charged/contingency fund would be a

permanent employee but would not ipso facto enjoy the status of

a regular employee.

 Therefore, the Court held that his son was not entitled to

compassionate appointment.
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Mandatory for political parties to publish pending criminal 

cases of their candidates

 The Court directed political parties to upload details of criminal

backgrounds of candidates in Lok Sabha and state assembly polls

on their official websites as well as in newspapers and on social

media within 48 hours of selection of the candidate or within two

weeks of nomination, whichever is earlier.

 The details of criminal antecedents of candidates should include the

nature of the crime, whether charges have been framed etc.
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Supreme Court refuses to transfer funds from PM-CARES to 

NDRF

 The Court, while refusing to direct transfer of PM-CARES funds to the

National Disaster Relief Fund (NDRF), held that there is no statutory

prohibition preventing the Union of India from utilizing the NDRF for

providing assistance in the fight of COVID-19 in accordance with the

guidelines issued for administration of NDRF.

 The Court further held that there is no statutory prohibition on

making any contribution by any person or institution in the NDRF as

per Section 46(1) (b) of the Disaster Management Act, 2005.
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Prashant Bhushan held guilty for contempt of court for tweets
against CJI SA Bobde

 The Supreme Court found Advocate Prashant Bhushan guilty of contempt of
court for his tweets criticising Chief Justice of India SA Bobde.

 Bhushan had posted a tweet on June 29 with a photo of CJI Bobde sitting on a
motorbike.

The Court held,
 “The scurrilous allegations, which are malicious in nature and have the

tendency to scandalize the Court are not expected from a person, who is a
lawyer of 30 years standing. In our considered view, it cannot be said that the
above tweets can be said to be a fair criticism of the functioning of the judiciary,
made bona fide in the public interest.”

 The Court further directed him to pay Re. 1 as fine.
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Supreme Court’s Suggestion on saving Great Indian Bustard

 The Supreme Court of India has given its suggestion in the behalf of

the critically endangered Great Indian Bustards after the number of

birds falling dead due to collision with power lines is increasing over

time.

 These power line run through the dwindling natural habitats of the

Indian Bustards in the states of Gujarat and Rajasthan.
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Alternatives available are: 

1) replacing the overhead power lines with the underground cable 

lines in order to save the heaviest flying birds. 

2) to install the flight bird diverters in order to guide the birds away 

from power lines but it’s not a cost-effective method. 

 The Attorney General, who appeared for the Power Ministry

submitted that only low voltage lines can be replaced but not the

high voltage cables.

 The bird was once common along the dry plains of Indian

subcontinent. But it reduced to 250 in 2011 which further reduced to

150 in 2018. The bird is listed as “Critically Endangered” and is

protected under the Wildlife Protection Act 1972 in India.
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Inter-caste marriage a way forward to reduce communal tensions

 Supreme court made this judgment in the backdrop of a case filed by

a woman who tied the knot with a man against her family’s wishes.

 The court rejected the case against the couple.
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 The SC Bench while hearing the judgement, referred to the Hadiya

case. In this case, privacy of an individual was declared a

fundamental right under Article 21 (Right to life) of Constitution.

 As per the judgement, Consent of the family or community or clan is

not required, once two adult individuals have agreed to enter into

knot. Further, their consent has to be given primacy.

 SC also quoted B. R. Ambedkar’s Annihilation of Caste where he

agrees with the fact that, “real remedy is intermarriage”.
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The SC’s stay on the dismantling of INS Viraat 

 A firm filed the petition seeking a permission to convert INS Viraat

into a maritime museum and a multi-functional adventure centre.

 The centre had informed the Parliament in July 2019 about their

decision to dismantle the INS Viraat after holding due consultation

with the Indian Navy.

 The bench issued the notice to the Centre and others and asked for

their responses on the plea. The firm that filed the petition has

proposed to buy the aircraft carrier for Rs 100 crore.
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INS Viraat: 

The aircraft carrier was the flagship of Indian Navy till 2013 before INS

Vikramaditya was commissioned into services. INS Viraat was

completed and commissioned in the year 1959 as the Royal Navy’s HMS

Hermes.

This was the last British-built ship that was serving the Indian Navy.
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How do SC, NGT judgments impact the economy

 The NITI Aayog has ordered the Jaipur-based research organisation

Consumer Unity and Trust Society (CUTS) International to study the

“economic impact” of judgments delivered by Supreme Court (SC), high

courts (HCs), and quasi-judicial bodies like the National Green Tribunal

(NGT).

 It has also asked to study the “judicial activism” of such courts and

tribunals.

 The study is meant to carry out a cost-benefit analysis of SC judgments,

and see if there are any unintended economic consequences of

judgments.



IMPORTANT JUDGMENTS 

The E-Courts Project

The E-Courts project is currently being implemented in two phases.

The Phase I was executed between 2010 and 2015. The Phase II is

being implemented between 2015 and 2020.

The main objectives of the project are as follows

 To provide time bound citizen centric services.

 To install, develop and implement decision support systems in

courts

 To automate processes and provide transparency to its

stakeholders.

 To enhance judicial productivity and to make the justice delivery

accessible, predictable, transparent and reliable.

 The project is funded by Ministry of Law and Justice.
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 The E-Courts were conceptualized under the National Policy and

Action Plan Implementation of Information and Communication

Technology in the Indian Judiciary, 2005. The policy was submitted

by the E-Committee of Supreme Court of India.

 Recently, in the wake of COVID-19 pandemic, the Supreme Court of

India passed directions to all the courts of the country to use video

conferencing for judicial proceedings. E-courts are not virtual

courts.

 E-Courts are electronic courts where matters of law are

adjudicated in the presence of a qualified judge. They are different

from a computerised court. In E-courts, the litigants can file their

pliant electronically, view their status of cases online, pay court fee

and fines online
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