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THE SCIENCE IS CLEAR, CROWD DISASTERS ARE PREVENTABLE

 
Introduction 

 Recent tragedy at Maha Kumbh: 30 people killed in a crowd crush. 
 Similar incidents occur worldwide at religious gatherings, concerts, and sporƟng events. 
 Crowd crushes are scienƟfically understood and preventable. 
 Governments and event organizers must take acƟon to prevent future disasters. 

Understanding Crowd Crush 
 Crowd crush occurs when density exceeds safe levels. 
 ScienƟfic studies: 

o Risk of injuries at 5 persons per square meter. 
o High risk of fataliƟes at 7 persons per square meter or more. 
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 Physical space limitaƟons increase crowd density and dangers. 
 Preliminary reports indicate crowd compression behind a barrier at Maha Kumbh led to fataliƟes. 

Global Examples of Crowd Crush Disasters 
 Houston, Texas (November 2021): 10 people killed at a music concert. 
 Itaewon, South Korea (October 2022): 159 people died during a Halloween fesƟval. 
 Sanaa, Yemen (April 2023): Nearly 90 killed at a charity distribuƟon event. 
 Nigeria (December 2024): 35 deaths at a religious fesƟval. 
 These incidents show crowd crushes are recurrent and preventable worldwide. 

The Role of Governments and Event Organizers 
 MisconcepƟon: Crowd crushes happen due to "out-ofcontrol" crowds. 
 Reality: Crowd management is the responsibility of event planners and local governments. 
 Individual crowd members lack control once dangerous densiƟes are reached. 
 At extreme densiƟes, people struggle to breathe and move. 

Preventive Measures for Crowd Safety 
 Key acƟons for event planners and governments: 

o Increase the number of entry and exit points. 
o Stagger arrival Ɵmes for large events. 
o Ensure passageways remain clear of obstacles. 
o Segment large crowds to prevent surges (e.g., Times Square’s 100-person segments). 
o Implement strict crowd monitoring and real-Ɵme intervenƟons. 

The Economic Factor: Organizers vs. Public Safety 
 No strict regulaƟons in most countries mandaƟng crowd control measures. 
 Event organizers oŌen resist such regulaƟons due to economic interests. 
 High-density crowds maximize profits from Ɵckets, food, and merchandise sales. 

Need for Legal and Policy Reforms 
 Governments must enact laws enforcing crowd control measures. 
 Simple, cost-effecƟve strategies can significantly reduce risks. 
 Delays in adopƟng prevenƟve measures result in loss of human lives. 

Conclusion 
 The Maha Kumbh tragedy should serve as a wake-up call.  
 Governments and event planners must prioriƟze public safety. 
 Sensible planning and minimal infrastructure changes can prevent future crowd disasters.  
 The Ɵme to act is now to save lives and ensure safer public gatherings. 

Attempt it !! 
Q.1  In recent years, crowd crush incidents have emerged as a significant human-induced disaster, 

exacerbated by rapid urbanization and large-scale gatherings. Analyze the causes and consequences 
of such disasters, and suggest policy measures to mitigate their occurrence in India. (150 words) 

 

TATHASTU IC
S



 

 

MORE AND BETTER 

 

       
 

Introduction: 
 The need for quality educaƟonal infrastructure in all districts of India. 
 The Supreme Court’s recent ruling on reservaƟon based on residence in PG medical admissions. 
 ImplicaƟons of the judgment on state policies and healthcare requirements. 

 
Supreme Court Ruling: Key Points 

 No reservaƟon based on residence in admission to PG medical courses. 
 Reinforcement of the consƟtuƟonal mandate of equality before the law. 
 AsserƟon that all Indians have a single ‘domicile’. 
 The ruling supports the right of students to seek admission anywhere in the country. 
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Institutional Preference vs. Residential Requirement 
 Undergraduate (UG) Admissions: 

o ResidenƟal preference is permiƩed. 
o JusƟficaƟon: Addressing regional healthcare needs by training local candidates. 

 Postgraduate (PG) Admissions: 
o No residenƟal preference is allowed. 
o JusƟficaƟon: Higher qualificaƟons should be based solely on merit. 
o Need to aƩract the best talent for advanced medical training. 

Impact on States and Medical Education 
 Current Admission System in PG Medical Courses: 

o State governments fill up PG seats in government and private medical colleges. 
o Candidates from other states can enter only through the naƟonal quota. 
o This system, now ruled impermissible, was beneficial for: 

 Maintaining medical services in government hospitals. 
 Encouraging students to join government service and later apply as ‘service 

candidates’. 

Challenges Faced by States: 
 Southern states have heavily invested in medical educaƟon. 
 Presence of medical colleges in almost every district. 
 Concern over maintaining medical manpower for state healthcare systems. 

Implications of the Ruling 
 States may seek a review of the judgment. 
 Possible centralizaƟon of medical admissions by the Union Government. 
 The ruling raises quesƟons on the disƟncƟon between UG and PG admissions in prioriƟzing local 

needs. 

The Way Forward 
 Enhancing EducaƟonal Infrastructure: 

o Investment in uniform-quality medical educaƟon across districts. 
o Establishment of more medical colleges and training centers. 

 Policy Reforms: 
o Finding a balance between merit-based admissions and state needs. 
o Exploring alternaƟve incenƟves for doctors to serve in regional healthcare 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TATHASTU IC
S



 

 

SC RELAXES CONDITION FOR APPOINTMENT OF AD HOC JUDGES TO HC’S 

  
About Ad hoc Judges 

 Temporary judges appointed to High Courts. 
 Address specific needs such as reducing case backlogs or filling gaps when permanent judges are 

unavailable. 

Constitutional Basis 
 Governed by ArƟcle 224A of the Indian ConsƟtuƟon. 
 Allows the Chief JusƟce of a High Court, with the President’s approval and the consent of a reƟred 

judge, to appoint reƟred High Court judges temporarily. 

Appointment Procedure 
 Outlined in the Memorandum of Procedure (MOP) 1998, developed post-collegium system 

introducƟon. 
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 Process Flow: 
o ReƟred judge consents to the appointment. 
o Chief JusƟce of the High Court (CJHC) forwards the judge’s name and tenure details to the 

state’s Chief Minister (CM). 
o CM sends the recommendaƟon to the Union Law Minister. 
o Union Law Minister consults the Chief JusƟce of India (CJI). 
o CJI’s advice is sent to the Prime Minister. 

 Prime Minister advises the President, who grants the final approval. 

Supreme Court Ruling on Appointment (Lok Prahari v. Union of India, 2021) 
 Supreme Court ruled that recommendaƟons for appoinƟng reƟred judges must go through the 

Supreme Court's collegium. 
 For High Court judge appointments, the CJI should consult a collegium of two senior-most Supreme 

Court judges 

 
Selection Process 

 Each High Court’s Chief JusƟce should create a panel of reƟred or soon-to-reƟre judges for ad hoc 
appointments. 

 Intelligence Bureau (IB) check can be bypassed, as the nominees are former judges, which speeds 
up the process. 

Tenure of Ad hoc Judges 
 Typically serve for 2 to 3 years. 
 The number of ad hoc judges ranges from 2 to 5, depending on backlog and vacancies. 

Role and Duties 
 Primarily hear cases pending for over five years. 
 Prohibited from engaging in other legal work, including: 

o Advisory roles 
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o ArbitraƟon 
o Client representaƟon 

Emoluments and Allowances 
 Receive emoluments and allowances equivalent to a permanent judge of that High Court. 
 Excludes pension benefits. 

Previous Ad hoc Appointments 
 Only three ad hoc judges have been appointed under ArƟcle 224A: 

o JusƟce Suraj Bhan → Madhya Pradesh High Court (1972) 
 Appointed for one year to hear elecƟon peƟƟons. 

o JusƟce P. Venugopal → Madras High Court (1982) 
 Appointment renewed for one year in 1983. 

o JusƟce O.P. Srivastava → Allahabad High Court (2007) 
 Appointed to hear the Ayodhya Ɵtle suit. 

 The Supreme Court termed ArƟcle 224A as a "dormant provision" due to its rare usage. 

Conclusion 
 Ad hoc judges play a crucial role in clearing judicial backlogs and ensuring efficient case disposal. 
 Recent Supreme Court rulings emphasize the need for a structured appointment process through 

the collegium system.  
 Greater use of ad hoc judges can help address judicial delays, but permanent appointments remain 

a priority. 
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WHAT WHO’S RECOMMENDATION FOR LOW SODIUM SALT MEANS FOR INDIA 
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GOVT. PLANS TO EMPLOY TARGETED CONTAINMENT TO STOP LEPROSY TRANSMISSION 
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— Keep Learning and Keep Revising! — 
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