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IMPORTANT JUDGMENTS 

Supreme Court can refer questions of law to larger Bench 

when exercising review jurisdiction

 The nine-judge Bench hearing the Sabarimala reference held that

the Supreme Court can refer questions of law to a larger bench

while exercising its review jurisdiction.

 The Court also framed seven questions which are related to

Article 25 and 26 which will now be heard and decided by the

nine-judge Bench.



IMPORTANT JUDGMENTS 

Consumer Forum has no jurisdiction to extend time beyond 45 days

for opposite party’s version

 The Court held that the District Forum has no power to extend the

time for filing the response to the complaint beyond the period of

15 days in addition to 30 days as is envisaged under Section 13

of the Consumer Protection Act.

 It further held that the commencing point of limitation of 30 days

under Section 13 of the Consumer Protection Act would be from

the date of receipt of the notice accompanied with the complaint

by the opposite party, and not the mere receipt of the notice of

the complaint.



IMPORTANT JUDGMENTS 

SARFAESI Act will apply to co-operative Banks as it does to commercial 

banks

 The Constitution Bench held that the Securitization and

Reconstruction of Financial Assets and Enforcement of Security

(SARFAESI) Act, 2002 is applicable to cooperative banks which are

'banks' under the Act.
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Government order providing 100% reservation for tribal teachers in

Scheduled Areas unconstitutional

 The Court held that the Government Order dated January 10, 2000

issued by the erstwhile State of Andhra Pradesh providing 100%

reservation to Scheduled Tribe candidates in posts of teachers in

schools located in scheduled areas is unconstitutional.

 Further, the Court also concluded that that there was no rhyme or

reason for the State government to resort to 100% reservation.
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 Kashmir Lockdown: Suspension on internet should not be for 

indefinite period and must follow Proportionality Test.

 The Court held that freedom of speech and expression and freedom

to carry on any trade, business or occupation over the medium of

internet enjoys Constitutional protection under Article 19(1)(g).

 Suspension of the internet should only be for a reasonable duration

and periodic review should be done.

 Prohibitory orders under Section 144 CrPC cannot be imposed to

suppress legitimate expression of opinion or grievance or exercise of

any democratic rights.
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Examining adequacy of representation inherent for reservation in 

promotional posts

 The Court followed the law laid down in M Nagaraj v. Union of

India and reiterated that the State is not bound to make reservations

for SCs/STs in matters of promotion.

 However, if they wish to do so, they have to collect quantifiable data

showing backwardness of the class and inadequacy of

representation of that class in public employment, keeping in mind

maintenance of efficiency, as indicated by Article 335 of the

Constitution of India.
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Rights defined under Article 30 are not absolute, could be exercised as

per regulation of the State

 The Court re-stated principles governing minority educational

institutions under Article 30 of the Constitution, noting that the right

conferred on religious and linguistic minorities to administer

educational institutions of their choice is not an "absolute right "and

is not free of "regulation" from the State. It was further stated that

Article 30 doesn't prevent the State from imposing reasonable

regulations to make administration of minority institutions

transparent.

 The Court, therefore, ruled that there is no fundamental right

violation in making NEET applicable to private minority unaided

professional institutes for admission into MBBS, MD, BDS and MDS

courses.
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Shaheen Bagh Protests: Public spaces cannot be occupied indefinitely 

for expressing dissent

 The Court ruled that democracy and dissent go hand in hand, but

demonstrations expressing dissent have to be in designated places

alone. The present case involved a blockade of a public road which

caused grave inconvenience to commuters.

"We cannot accept the plea of the applicants that an indeterminable

number of people can assemble whenever they choose to protest", the

Court held.

 While acknowledging that India as we know it today is a result of the

protests during the freedom struggle, the Court stated that the mode

and manner of dissent against the colonial rule cannot be equated

with dissent in a self-ruled democracy.
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Constitutional validity of SC/ST (Amendment) Act, 2018 upheld

 The Supreme Court upheld the constitutional validity of the

Scheduled Castes/Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities)

Amendment Act, 2018 that ruled out any provision for anticipatory

bail for a person accused of atrocities against SC/STs.

 Parliament had brought in an amendment to the Scheduled Cates

and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act [SC/ST

Act] last year to nullify the effect of the Supreme Court’s judgment

of March 2018 (Dr. Subhash Kashinath Mahajan vs. State of

Maharashtra). This judgment had effectively diluted provisions of

the Act. The amendment was later assailed before the Supreme

Court.
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Insulting, abusing SC/ST person not an offence under SC/ST Act unless 

victim abused on account of caste

 The Court held that insulting or intimidating a person belonging to

Scheduled Caste or Scheduled Tribe (SC/ST) community will not by

itself amount to an offence under the SC and ST (Prevention of

Atrocities) Act unless such insult or intimidation is on account of
victim belonging to SC/ST community.
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Speaker to decide disqualification within three months; Time for

Parliament to rethink whether disqualification petitions ought to be

entrusted to Speaker

 The Supreme Court urged Parliament to have a rethink on whether a Speaker

ought to decide on disqualification petitions filed under the Tenth Schedule

to the Constitution of India. The top court, taking note of apprehensions of

the Speaker acting in a partisan manner due to political loyalties, suggested

that the Parliament should amend the Constitution to provide for an

independent mechanism, such as a permanent tribunal headed by retired

judges, to decide disputes under Tenth Schedule.

 The Court also held that the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly should

decide on a petition seeking disqualification of a member under the Tenth

Schedule of the Constitution within a period of three months, in the absence

of exceptional reasons.
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