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	ST. JOSEPH’S COLLEGE (AUTONOMOUS), BANGALORE-27

	END SEMESTER EXAMINATION: MAY 2023
JNE 422: JOURNALISM & WRITING


	Time: 2 hrs                                                                              Max. Marks- 60
Instruction:
1. This paper is meant for IV semester students of BA-JP&EJ course. 
2. You are allowed to use a Dictionary.
3. You will lose marks for exceeding the suggested word-limit.
4. This paper contains THREE pages and THREE sections.



I. Read the following column by Atul Dev published in ‘The Caravan’ on the 1st of December 2020 and answer the questions that follow.
[bookmark: _gjdgxs]Just four years ago, though it feels longer, I interviewed a retired judge about the state of the Supreme Court. We started talking in the middle of the afternoon, and when I left the judge’s house it was almost dark. Though initially hesitant, the judge unearthed so many grievances once he started talking that he could not stop. At times he was breathless. In his telling, the top court was a house of cards, its occupants were concerned about nothing but their own interests, the process of appointing judges to it was a sham and the future looked bleak. The judge did not just tell me stories, he named characters.
The next morning, at 6 am, I got a call from the judge. “I spoke too much yesterday,” I remember him saying. He told me that he had not slept all night as he went over everything, he had told me. He asked me to not use all that in my story, or in any case to hide his name. I wrote the story including what I could from the conversation, the parts I could back up myself, since the judge had already withdrawn his name. Through the successive tenures of JS Khehar, Dipak Misra and Ranjan Gogoi as the Chief Justice of India (CJI), on the heels of Thakur’s departure, the rules of legal reporting have changed as much as the image of the Supreme Court itself. 
From January 2017, when Khehar took charge, to November 2019, when Gogoi retired, the Supreme Court was rocked by more scandals than it had perhaps faced in its whole history. And each one was a monumental calamity. In the parlance of beat reporters, it was a “season of firsts.” For the first time, judges decided cases involving themselves. For the first time, sitting judges called a press conference to air their grievances against the CJI. When the opposition moved an impeachment motion against Misra, he became the first CJI to face removal proceedings. The Vice President refused to entertain the motion, exhibiting the harmony between tainted judges and the government in this period, and the opposition approached the Supreme Court to appeal his inaction. The first ever hearing on the merits of an impeachment motion against a CJI did not happen only because Misra himself constituted the bench to hear the petition and the outraged petitioners refused to argue. Then Gogoi was accused of sexual harassment by an employee of the court. In what was almost a tradition by then, he heard and dismissed the case against himself.
Consider the nature of the court beat. If you have to keep writing about a judge who will be around for a number of years, it is in your journalistic interest to not offend him. For old-school reporters their ability to function depended on being invited into the judges’ chambers and bungalows. Naturally, they lost the means to look at the institution with questioning, journalistic eyes. They became part of the structure. Some younger reporters today are following in their footsteps.
This mode of coverage has long dominated in part because career reporters from the national dailies and news channels held a monopoly over the beat. The monopoly was ended by new outlets specialising in judicial coverage, such as Live Law and Bar & Bench, but these are not immune to the culture of softball interactions either. 
Many legal reporters uninterested in fraternising with the court’s denizens could have written the story I wrote, and brought to them nuance and experience that I lacked, but none of them could afford to. The problem, when it is not the tug of ambition, is structural.
With every new scandal in that season of firsts, a boundary was being pushed outwards. The public, already accustomed to assuming the worst about those in positions of power, slowly abandoned the caveats it used to apply when thinking of the judiciary. It used to be a common refrain, supplied by the press, that judges are not like politicians. In the season of firsts, the halo dissolved.
The majesty of the law of contempt is based on the authority of the bench. If no faith is left in the bench itself, the jurisdiction of contempt is drained of all its vitality. This was made clear in the comedian Kunal Kamra’s response to the threat of contempt proceedings against him in November, after he had tweeted to point out the Supreme Court’s double standards in dealing with cases of personal liberty.
Arnab Goswami, the putative journalist and loudmouth anchor who bats for the Modi government on his channel every night, had been arrested by the Mumbai police a week earlier in an old case of abetment to suicide. The lower courts rejected his bail application, so he approached the Supreme Court. His application, riddled with mistakes, was listed with great alacrity before a vacation bench. The former solicitor general Harish Salve logged in from London to argue Goswami’s case, and DY Chandrachud spent almost an entire day on the matter before granting Goswami bail. During the hearing, Chandrachud reminded the lower courts of the need to “uphold personal liberty,” and declared that if the Supreme Court “does not interfere today, we are travelling on a path of destruction.”
This was high hypocrisy. Hundreds of habeas corpus writs from people detained in Kashmir after the government abrogated Article 370 have been pending before the Jammu and Kashmir High Court for over a year. When the high court’s bar association wrote of this to the CJI, the Supreme Court answered with stony silence.
Before Khehar, the possibility of contempt proceedings would have called for serious consideration, on the part of both Kamra and close watchers of the Supreme Court. 
The court performed an about-face when it heard a bail application for another journalist. Siddique Kappan had been arrested by the Uttar Pradesh police in early October, while on his way to report on the gang rape and murder of a Dalit woman in Hathras. He had not been allowed to meet his lawyers in detention, and thus barred from a hearing in the local courts, but in his case the Supreme Court saw no need to rush in. Kappan remained jailed, and again the bench was peppered with accusations of selective justice. At the next hearing, a few days later, Bobde complained that the reporting of the case had been unfair, before adjourning it for another week.
The bench might yet feel that the bluster of a comedian is not worth its attention, and decide to spare Kamra a trial for contempt. But what moral high ground is left to the judges when considered opinion begins to offend their dignity far more than mockery ever could? 

I.A. Answer ALL of the following questions in 150 words EACH. (3X10=30)

1. Commenting on the nature of court reporting the writer says, “they lost the means to look at the institution with questioning, journalistic eyes. They became part of the structure.” What does it mean to become a part of the structure? Can a court journalist remain ‘a part of the structure’ and be a court reporter?

2. The writer says ‘the majesty of the law of contempt is based on the authority of the bench.’ Discuss this statement in your own words.  

3. The Contempt of Court Act was amended in 2006 to introduce truth as a valid defence if the reportage was in public interest. Is this of particular significance to journalists? How would you define ‘public interest’? Elaborate with examples.
II. A. From the list below, pick one person to write about in a profile feature. Why do you think this person makes for a good copy? Frame FIVE questions you would ask this person. Answer in 150 words. (10 Marks)
1. Shah Rukh Khan
2. Jacinda Arden
3. Vinesh Phogat
4. Sai Pallavi

II.B. From the texts that you have read as a part of the Readings this semester, pick one article that you found most useful, and write about what you learnt about journalism from the writer and the article. (10 Marks)
III. Respond to the following prompt in 100-150 words (10 marks)
 Things I think about when I am stuck in traffic. 
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