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The Hindu Dt: 19/01/2018 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION 

1. Do you think solar energy can be impactful in agriculture? Critically examine its role in the field of 

irrigation. (Editorial)(Science & Technology) 

2. “If the judiciary is divided, it will have a direct effect on the very survival of democracy.”Critically 

comment. (Polity and governance) 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1. Context: In the past few years, solar pumps have consistently piqued the interest of various 

bureaucrats and politicians. The Prime Minister spoke about solar pumps from the ramparts of the 

Red Fort in 2016. There is no shortage of ideas which the Centre, States, civil society organisations, 

and enterprises are adopting to enhance penetration of solar for irrigation. But how should India 

proceed with this impactful technology? 

In the field of irrigation:  

 First, target marginal farmers with smaller solar pumps, particularly in areas with good 

groundwater development potential. Our research, based on a recent primary survey of 

1,600 farmers in Uttar Pradesh, revealed that close to 60% of marginal farmers relied on 

buying water, the costliest option for irrigation, or on renting pumps to meet their needs.  

 Second, couple solar pump deployment with micro-irrigation and water harvesting 

interventions at the farm and community levels. While lack of irrigation is a major 

bottleneck, 30% of farmers reported limited water availability for irrigation as a challenge. 



 

 

 Third, focus on technology demonstration and deploy at least five solar pumps in each block 

of the country. CEEW research suggests that such efforts could have a profound effect on 

farmers’ willingness to adopt solar pumps and spur bottom-up demand.  

 Fourth, in regions with already good penetration of electric pumps, prefer feeder 

solarisation through competitive bidding over solarisation of individual pumps. A 

comparative economic analysis finds that solarising individual grid-connected pumps is the 

costliest approach for the government to expand irrigation cover, while not being the most 

attractive option for farmers.  

 Fifth, in regions with prevailing local water markets, promote community-owned solar 

pumps. CEEW research finds that while joint ownership drew interest from 20% of farmers, 

close to 80% of them were interested in buying water from a community-owned or 

enterprise-owned solar pump at competitive prices.  

 Sixth, encourage sharing of solar pumps among farmers through farmer extension 

programmes. Given zero marginal cost of pumping with solar, water sharing, already a 

prevalent practice in many parts of the country, helps put a marginal price to the water. 

 Last but not the least, provide interest-subsidy to farmers combined with reduced capital 

subsidy to enable large-scale deployment of solar pumps in a shorter span of time. Such an 

approach would cover a greater number of farmers, helping them reap the benefits of solar 

pumps sooner, and increase overall returns to the economy.  

Looking ahead: Guided by on-ground experiences and an expanding body of research, the 

government should continuously improve and innovate its support mechanisms on solar for 

irrigation. India must exploit the potential of this decentralised technology to achieve the dual 

national targets of 100 GW of solar and doubling farmers income by 2022 — setting a worldclass 

example of greening the economy and overcoming its developmental challenges, simultaneously. 

2. Context: A strong and united judiciary is the sine qua non for a strong and vibrant democracy. If 

the judiciary of a country is divided and polarised, it will have a direct effect on the very survival of 

democracy in that country. 

Differences in opinion: 

When any judge has a difference of opinion on any professional matter with his brother colleagues, 

the best way to iron out these differences is to have an amicable discussion on the same. If this is 

not possible, then a discussion must be held with the help of other judges. However, it is not proper 

to go public and talk about these differences, whatever they may be. The stability of a nation 



 

 

depends on two factors: the common man’s absolute faith in the currency of the nation and in the 

judiciary. 

Survival of democracy: In a democracy, the judiciary is one of the most important pillars and it is the 

last ray of hope for the common man. He pays utmost respect to the judiciary. If his faith in the 

judiciary is hampered in any manner, the result is a huge loss to the country and to the judiciary. 

Judicial discipline also requires maintaining a certain decorum because under the Contempt of 

Courts Act, truth is not a valid defence. The legislature has made this rule to ensure that the 

common man’s interests are protected, even if there is a ring of truth in the allegations. Either the 

judges should have called for a full-court meeting where they could have discussed the issue and 

found a solution or they could have sought the intervention of the President to resolve the issues. 

Appointments of judges are issued in his name. He could have acted as an umpire and the matter 

would have been confidential. Informing and seeking the intervention of the President would also 

have ensured that there was no interference in the judiciary. 

Way forward: The fear is that the subordinate judiciary might take this as a cue to air their 

differences. After all, they too can do the same. The High Courts, the lower courts and various judges 

could all come out and publicly speak against their chief justices. There would be anarchy if that 

were to happen. Article 121 prohibits the legislature from discussing the official conduct of any 

judge of a constitutional court, except while debating an impeachment motion. 


