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VOCABULARY 

Trickeries (n-) फरेब, deception 

Apparent (adj+) स्पष्ट, clear 

Inscrutabilities (n-) रहस्यपूर्णता, confusing 

Untrammelled (v2/v3/adj-) बेरोक, uncontrolled 

Topple (v1-) गिर पड़ना, collapse 

Pernicious (adj-) हागनकारक, harmful 

Wangled (v2/v3/adj-) प्राप्त कर लेना, obtain, contrive, manipulate 

Esoteric (adj-) िुप्त, abstruse, confusing 

Dodged (v2/v3-) टाल-मटूल करना, escape 

Minutiae (n) ज़रा सी बात, precise details 

Verbosity (n+/-) शब्दाडबंर, loquacity 

Prolix (adj-) गिस्तृत, lengthy, prolonged 

Indispensable (adj+) आिश्यक, important, unavoidable 

Incidental (adj+) प्रासंगिक, as a result of 

Finagled (v2/v3-) deceive, contrive 

Irrevocability (n+) गस्िरता, constant 

Nullify (v1-) अमान्य ठहराना, cancel 

Squandered (v2/v3-) धन लुटाना, waste 

Trifles (n-) तुच्छ िस्तु, unimportant 

 

 
Trickeries of the money bill 

• The Supreme Court has now heard oral arguments in Revenue Bar 

Association (RBA) v. Union of India, in which the validity of the 

Finance Act of 2017, insofar as it affects the structure and 

functioning of various judicial tribunals, is under challenge.  



 
• Ordinarily, the Finance Act, which is enacted at the beginning of 

every accounting year, seeks to give effect to the government’s fiscal 

policies. 

• In 2017, however, the state wielded the statute like a blunderbuss. It 

not only set the fiscal agenda for the year ahead but it also toppled 

the existing regime governing the working of 26 different judicial 

bodies.  

• But, the Finance Act not only abolished some of the tribunals but 

also altogether repealed the standards provided in the different 

statutes. 

• The petitioners argued that this move runs sharply athwart judicial 

independence.  

• The RBA’s case, though, goes beyond questions concerning 

delegation of power. Of equal concern is the enactment of these 

stipulations through the wangled mechanism of the Finance Act. 

Substantive matters concerning the governing of tribunals, one 

would think, can scarcely be considered as a fiscal measure. Yet the 

draft law which introduced these provisions was classified as a 

money bill, and the sanction of the Rajya Sabha was altogether 

dodged.  

• The Union government, for its part, argued that the Speaker of the 

Lok Sabha was not only correct in making the classification, but that, 

in any event, her decision was beyond judicial review. 

• To this end, the government relied on Article 110(3), which states 

that in cases where a dispute arises over whether a bill is a money bill 

or not, the Speaker’s decision shall be considered final. 

•  Article 110(1), grants to the Lok Sabha Speaker the authority to 

certify a draft law as a money bill so long as such legislation deals 

only with all or any of the matters specifically listed in the provision. 

These include subjects such as the imposition or abolition of a tax. 

• But, as the Supreme Court has repeatedly held, the finality accorded 

to the Speaker’s decision does not altogether oust the court’s 

jurisdiction. 

 

• Procedure for Passing of the Money Bills 

• The money bills have special features which make the procedure of 

their passage in parliament distinct. These special features are as 

follows:  

• A money bill can be introduced / originated only in Lok Sabha. 

• A money bill can be introduced only on prior recommendations of 

the President {or governor in case of state} 

• A money bill can be a government bill only. No private bill can be a 

money bill. 

• Once a money bill is passed in Lok Sabha, it is transmitted to Rajya 

Sabha for its consideration. Money bill is example of Finance bill. 

• But Rajya Sabha has limited powers in this context. It can neither 

reject nor amend the money bill. It can make only recommendations 

and has to return the bill with or without recommendations to Lok 

Sabha in 14 days. 

 The Lok Sabha may or may not accept the recommendations of 

Rajya Sabha. Whether or not accepted those recommendations, thus 

returned bill is considered passed in both houses. If Rajya Sabha 

does not even return the bill in 14 days, it is considered passed in 

both houses. 

 President can withhold assent to money bill but cannot return it for 

reconsideration of the Lok Sabha. 

 Capital and Currencies 

 Mongolia- Ulaanbaatar, Mongolian tögrög 

 Bhutan- Thimphu, Indian rupee, Bhutanese ngultrum 

 Kyrgyzstan- Bishkek, Kyrgyzstani som 

 Tajikistan- Dushanbe, Tajikistani samani, Ruble 

 Myanmar- Naypyitaw, Burmese kyat 

 Vietnam- Hanoi, Vietnamese dong 

 Kazakhstan- Nur-Sultan, Kazakhstani tenge 

 Nur-Sultan was formerly known as Astana. On 23 March 2019, 

following a unanimous vote in Kazakhstan's parliament, the city was 

renamed Nur-Sultan. 
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