
 

1 

 

01.06.2022      Wednesday 
 

Women at the top 

• With 10 of the top 25 rank-

holders being women, there is a 

lot to celebrate — and ponder 

over. According to the latest, 

All India Survey on Higher 

Education report, published by 

the Ministry of Education for 

2019-2020, the gross 

enrolment ratio in higher 

education for the female 

population is 27.3%, compared to 26.9% for males.  

• In this backdrop, women comprised only 26% — or 177 — of the total of 685 

candidates recommended by the UPSC.  

• These skewed statistics must change because public service offers a unique 

opportunity to bring about social change, and women can drive this, especially 

in a country where girls often have to drop out of school for a variety of 

reasons, from poverty, and early marriage to lack of toilets. 

A trickier road awaits inside the steel framework: 

If three women are at the top today, they have a lot to thank for trailblazers such 

as Anna Rajam Malhotra (née George), the first woman to join the Indian 

Administrative Service in 1951, and C.B. Muthamma, the first woman to join the 

IFS in 1948 who fought a landmark case in the Supreme Court of India when she 

was looked over for a promotion for Ambassador, or even Anita Kaul who 

worked tirelessly to champion the Right to Education Act 2009 which made 

education a fundamental right for every child.  

In the wide world to bring social change: 

1. The early part of a civil servant’s career is usually spent in rural or semi-urban 

India, giving her a vantage point over issues including women’s health, 

literacy, economic independence, caste and gender disparities that are in need 

of reforms or policy intervention but are often overlooked due to lack of a 

proper understanding.  
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2. To achieve this, education is the key. Also, if civil service has to represent all 

sections of the population, of which half are women, their representation in 

the services too must increase at all levels of the bureaucracy, starting with the 

highest rung. 

UPSC CSE Mains 2021 

Q1. Discuss the desirability of greater representation for women in the higher 

judiciary to ensure diversity, equity and inclusiveness. (Answer in  150 words) 10 

 

Mock Question: 

Q1. For civil service to be truly representative, women must rise up at all 

bureaucracy levels as public service offers a unique opportunity to bring about 

social change, and women can drive this change. Comment. (Answer in  150 

words) 10 

 

Questioning the safety of Aadhaar 

• The Aadhaar (Targeted Delivery of Financial and Other Subsidies Benefits 

and Services) Act, 2016 states that Aadhaar authentication is necessary for 

availing of subsidies and services that are financed from the Consolidated 

Fund of India. However, confidentiality needs to be maintained and the 

authenticated information cannot be used for anything other than the specified 

purpose. 

• More importantly, no Aadhaar number (or enclosed personal information) 

collected from the holder can be published, displayed or posted publicly.  

• Identity information or authentication records would only be liable to be 

produced pursuant to an order of the High Court or Supreme Court, or by 

someone of the Secretary rank or above in the interest of national security.  

• The NPCI’s Aadhaar Payments Bridge (APB) and the Aadhaar Enabled 

Payment System (AEPS) facilitate direct benefit transfer (DBT) and allow 

individuals to use Aadhaar for payments. This requires bank accounts to be 

linked to Aadhaar. 
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• But more than 200 central and State government websites publicly displayed 

details of some Aadhaar beneficiaries such as their names and addresses.  

• This means that this data could be potentially used to fraudulently link the 

rightful beneficiary’s Aadhaar with a distinct bank account, embezzling the 

beneficiary by impersonation. 

 

The structural problems that the UIDAI faces: 

1. The Aadhaar Data Vault is where all numbers collected by authentication 

agencies are centrally stored. Its objective is to provide a dedicated facility for 

the agencies to access details only on a need-to-know basis.  

2. Comptroller and Auditor General of India’s (CAG) latest report stipulated that 

UIDAI neither specified any encryption algorithm (as of October 2020) to 

secure the same nor a mechanism to illustrate that the entities were adhering 

to appropriate procedures.  

3. It relied solely on audit reports provided to them by the entities themselves. 

Further, UIDAI’s unstable record with biometric authentication has not helped 

it with de-duplication efforts, the process that ensures that each Aadhaar 

Number generated is unique.  

4. The CAG’s report stated that apart from the issue of multiple Aadhaars to the 

same resident, there have been instances of the same biometric data being 

accorded to multiple residents. 
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5. As per UIDAI’s Tech Centre, nearly 4.75 lakh duplicate Aadhaar numbers 

were cancelled as of November 2019. The regulator relies on Automated 

Biometric Identification Systems for taking corrective actions. The CAG 

concluded it was “not effective enough” in detecting the leakages and 

plugging them.  

6. Biometric authentications can be a cause of worry, especially for disabled and 

senior citizens with both the iris and fingerprints dilapidating.  

7. Though the UIDAI has assured that no one would be deprived of any benefits 

due to biometric authentication failures, the absence of an efficient technology 

could serve as a poignant premise for frauds to make use of their ‘databases’.   

 

A judicial course that calls for introspection 

The recent decision of the 

Supreme Court of India in the 

case of A.G. Perarivalan and the 

Rajiv Gandhi assassination case 

has stirred up a hornet’s nest for 

its constitutional righteousness 

and established its supremacy 

as the final arbiter of enforcing 

constitutional discipline.  

Court’s extraordinary route 

1. The Court has treaded the extraordinary constitutional route under Article 142. 

The power to do ‘complete justice’, for grant of remission and consequent 

premature release.  

2. The Bench decided to exercise the power of grant of pardon, remission et al., 

exclusively conferred on the President of India and State Governors under 

Articles 72 and 161.  

3. In the teeth of foundational bedrock and the cornerstone of separation of 

powers viz. Parliament/Legislature, Executive and Judiciary, whether the 

course adopted by the Bench to do expedient justice is constitutional calls for 

introspection. 
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Article and issues 

1. The power under Article 161 is exercisable in relation to matters to which the 

executive power of the state extends. While the Governor is bound by the 

advice of the Council of Ministers (Article 163), the binding nature of such 

advice will depend on the constitutionality of the same.  

2. Having unprecedentedly concluded that the executive of the state is competent 

to decide, the Bench invoked Article 142 of the Constitution to usurp the 

power of the Governor of the State under Article 161.  
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3. There are momentous issues that are flagged on the exercise of the power of 

remission under Article 142, by the Supreme Court in the present factual 

context. 

• The first is whether Article 142 could be invoked by the Court in the 

circumstances of the case when the Constitution conferred express power 

on the Governor alone, for grant of pardon, remission, etc., under Article 

161.  

• In the case on hand, the Bench found fault with the Governor not having 

taken a decision on the recommendation of remission by the State Cabinet 

for a long time.  

• The fault of the Governor became more intense in the opinion of the Bench, 

when the Governor eventually referred the matter to the President of India 

for his decision, after sitting over the recommendation for more than two 

years. 

• However, the Constitution does not lay down any timeframe for the 

Governor to act on the advice of the Council of Ministers. 

• In any event, even if the delay was constitutionally inexcusable or was 

vulnerable to challenge, the final arbiter of the Constitution (Article 245) 

could not have trumped Article 161 with Article 142, which is 

constitutionally jarring. It is a usurpation of the power of another pillar of 

democracy.  

• With utmost respect, the constitutional course, if at all, may have been to 

put it back in the lap of the Governor with a nudge and a wink to ‘decide’ 

within a reasonable timeline. 

 


