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VOCABULARY-I

Fraught (adj-), भरा हुआ, filled with, or result in something undesirable. 

From beginning to end the journey to Kedarnath was fraught with risks.

Rampant(adj-) उग्र,something unwelcome flourishing, spreading unchecked.

Weeds are grown rampant by farmers who want to earn quick money.

Flagrant (adj+) खुला, actions considered wrong, immoral, offensive, blatant.

Flagrant violations of rules is often seen by the Pakistan government.

Altruistic (adj+) परोपकारी, unselfish, sacrificing, selfless.

Every outcome in an organisation is achieved with altruistic team members.

Ingrained (adj-) जमा हुआ, firmly fixed or established, difficult to change.

Belief that you should own your own house is deeply ingrained in our society. 



VOCABULARY-II

Lethal (adj-) जानलेवा, harmful, destructive, fatal, deadly.

Sanjay Dutt was arrested, for keeping guns and other lethal weapons.

Bigots (adj-) धमाान्ध, having strong beliefs, and doesn’t like others beliefs

How was removed from the committee for making bigoted comments.

Denounce (v-) आरोप लगाना, publicly declare to be wrong or evil, condemn.

The Indian parliament denounced the ban on Triple Talak.

Fringe (n/v-) झब्बे, outer or less important part of an area, decorative hangings

He attended several of the fringe meetings at the conference.

Dire (adj+) भीषण, extremely urgent, serious.

Misuse of the surrogacy law can have dire consequences.



matics

Bite off more than you can chew

Meaning – try to take on a task 

too big for oneself.

2. Hand something down

(Phrasal verb)

Meaning – give something already 

used to somebody else.

Destruction or abortion of a foetus

Foeticide

Killing of a large group of people.

Genocide

PHRASES & IDIOMS / ONE WORD SUBSTITUTION

















The hard realities of India’s fast-track courts
Many of them are understaffed and under-resourced…

Fast-track courts are in the limelight yet

again. Smriti Irani, Minister for Women and

Child Development, informed the Rajya

Sabha that the government has proposed to

set up 1,023 fast-track courts to clear the

cases under the Protection of Children from

Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act.



 A few weeks ago, the Supreme Court in a suo motu petition had issued

directions, stating that districts with more than 100 cases pending under

the POCSO Act need to set up special courts that can deal specifically

with these cases.

 Fast-track courts (FTCs) have been around for a long time, with the first

ones being established in the year 2000. Since then, much has been spoken

and written about them.

 To quote the Ministry of Law and Justice, at the end of March, there were

581 FTCs operational in the country, with approximately 5.9 lakh

pending cases, Uttar Pradesh having the most number of cases.



 However, 56% of the States and Union Territories, including Karnataka,

Madhya Pradesh and Gujarat, had no FTCs. In terms of money, ₹870

crore was released by the Centre between 2000-2001 and 2010-2011

towards these FTCs.

 In a survey of FTCs conducted by National Law University Delhi, it was

observed that there is a huge variation in the kinds of cases handled by

these courts across States, with certain States primarily allocating rape

and sexual offence cases to them and other States allocating various other

matters. Further, several FTCs lacked technological resources to conduct

audio and video recordings of the victims and many of them did not have

regular staff.



 While the Centre is promising to set up FTCs across the country, the moot

question is: will a mere increase in the number of judges lead to a direct

reduction in pendency of cases?

 Data collated from the Supreme Court’s ‘Court News’ between 2010 and

2017 show otherwise. For instance, in Karnataka, the number of working

judges increased between 2012 and 2017 but pendency did not reduce.

 Similarly in other States, such as Maharashtra, Kerala, Delhi and West

Bengal, increase or decrease in the number of judges did not affect

pendency of cases.



 Hence, there are several other factors that have an impact on disposal of

cases. Inadequate staff and IT infrastructure, delay in getting reports

from the understaffed forensic science laboratories, and over-listing of

cases in the cause list are some of the variables.

 Identifying systemic issues and addressing the concerns is as important

for timely disposal of cases as increasing the number of judges.

 Critical issues such as inadequate court staff, improper physical and IT

infrastructure and understaffed forensic labs, which affect the day-to-day

functioning of the FTCs, must be comprehensively addressed.






