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Current Affairs of the Day 
‘Vaccines prevented 42 lakh deaths in India’ 

• Vaccines against COVID-19 prevented over 42 lakh deaths in India in 2021, said a 

study 

published 

in Lancet 

Infectious 

Diseases, 

which 

based its 

findings on 

estimates 

of “excess” 

mortalities 

in the 

country 

during the 

pandemic. 

• Globally, 

the mathematical modeling study found COVID-19 vaccines reduced the potential 

death toll during the pandemic by nearly 20 million or more than half in the year 

following the implementation of vaccine drives. 

• The study is based on data from 185 countries and it found high and upper-middle-

income countries accounted for the greatest number of prevented deaths (1.22 

crore/1.98 crore), highlighting inequalities around the world. 

 

A small start that went on to change the lives of women 

• 30 years after the first All Women Police Station was opened, Tamil Nadu has 222 

such stations; the model has been replicated elsewhere in the country too 

• The principle is that for every sub-division, there has to be an All Women Police 

Station because the demand from people is huge in Tamilnadu. 
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Of the women, by the women, for the women: 

• A new chapter in policing was heralded in the country in 

1992 when Chief Minister Jayalalithaa declared open the first 

All Women Police Station (AWPS) in Chennai.  

• Its objective was to encourage women to report cases of 

crime and harassment, which they would find difficult to 

narrate to a male officer. 

• Its impact is seen in more cases of crime against women and 

children being reported. It is evident that people were 

encouraged to report such abuses. The results are good, 

though there may be random discrepancies,” she said. 

 

 

Death penalty valid, judges cannot find ways to avoid it, says top 

court 

• The judiciary cannot avoid sending 

convicts to the gallows in 

appropriate cases, the Supreme 

Court ruled, emphasising that a 

judicial approach to overturn death 

penalty in one way or the other by 

giving the statutory punishment a 

“burial” would be contrary to the rule 

of law — an order that appeared to 

open a debate in the higher judiciary 

on the death sentence in light of two 

other recent judgments. 

• Affirming the death sentence for a 

37-year-old man from Rajasthan for 

raping and murdering an eight-year-

old mentally and physically disabled 

girl in 2013, the top court underlined that the judicial process cannot act “determined 

to annul the death sentence altogether”, by devising ways for avoiding capital 

punishment in every case. 
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• Such an approach would be counterproductive to the entire system of maintenance of 

order in society. 

• The bench remained firm that a court is not bound to keep seeking reports on 

psychological assessment or the possibility of reformation of a convict at every stage 

when there are overwhelming circumstances to show the depraved conduct of the 

convict. 

• The three-judge bench’s decision came close on the heels of another three-judge bench 

of the Supreme Court issuing directives last month, focussing on a collection of 

mitigating circumstances and psychiatric and psychological evaluation reports in all 

death penalty cases in order to ensure that “more objectivity” in the criminal justice 

delivery system. 

• The goal of reformative punishment, this bench had then held, requires systems that 

actively enable reformation and rehabilitation, as a result of nuanced policy making.  

The Crime and the Criminal: 

• The Supreme Court’s landmark ruling on death sentence cases in the Bachan Singh 

case (1980) laid down the doctrine of “rarest of rare” crime in handing down capital 

punishment while mandating a comparative analysis of aggravating and mitigating 

circumstances before reaching a conclusion that hanging remained the only suitable 

punishment for a convict.  

• The Bachan Singh case laid down that a court must scrutinise both the crime as well 

as the criminal, and then decide whether the death penalty is the only suitable 

punishment in the facts of the case. 

• Referring to the 1980 verdict, the bench pointed out that the quest for justice in cases, 

where the death sentence has to be awarded only in extreme cases, does not mean that 

a court would examine the case in the manner that the death sentence must be avoided, 

although the matter indeed calls for the capital punishment. 

Lack of procedural fairness: 

• Irrespective of whether one thinks that one individual deserves the death sentence or 

not, this judgment is a serious disappointment because of its lack of engagement with 

procedural fairness in death penalty sentencing.  

• Over the last 9 months, two other benches of the Supreme Court have been repeatedly 

concerned with the lack of procedural fairness when sentencing people to death.  

• With this judgment, the court is now speaking in two voices and creating further 

confusion for the courts below. 
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MAINS 

DAWP 

Q1. The judicial process cannot act “determined to annul the death 

sentence altogether”, by devising ways for avoiding capital 

punishment in every case. Such an approach would be 

counterproductive to the entire system of maintenance of order in 

society. Critically discuss in light of recent supreme court 

judgements in cases of the death penalty.  

MCQs 
Q1. Which of the following committees is not linked to defense 

reforms? 

a. Shekatkar Committee 

b. Kargil Review Committee 

c. Naresh Chandra Committee 

d. Xaxa Committee  

 


