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SC seeks CBI status report

on Manipur violence cases
::\:'mr et Wecan ask the Chief Justices ‘3 o
o ol Manipier and Cuswaluti 'w .

The Supreme Court on Fri-
day directed the Central
Bureau of Investigation
(CBI) 1o file a status report
detailing  whether  the
agency has compiled suffi-
cient evidence to “bring
home the guilt” to persons
accused of variows heinous
offences, including the sex-
ual assault and gang rape
of women during the sec-
tarian violence that rocked
Manipur in May 2023,

A Bench headed by
Chief Justice of India Surya
Kant said the CBI must
share copies of the char-
gesheets with the victims
or their families.

The top court proposed
entrusting the Chief Justic-
&5 of Manipur and Gauhati
High Courts o monitor the
progress of the criminal
triaks. It said the victims
should be provided “quali-
ty legal aid” if required.

The court upped the
ante on the trials linked to
the Manipur violence after
advocate Vrinda Grover,
appearing in multiple ap-
plications related to young
women sexually assaulted
during  the conflict,

itup.

Ms. Grover highlighted
the case of a young woman
wha died in January 2026
from an illness believed to
be linked tothe trauma she
underwent after  being
gang-raped during the ear-
Iy days of the ethnic vio-
lence.

“These applications re-
late to young women sex-
wally assaulted and gang-
raped during the violence.
Thelrs were among the 11
cases transferred to the
CBI. It was said they would
be monitored by the apex
court... Now, one of the

High Courts to coondinate and see
Thow victims' staterments need 1o be
handbed_ Let the CRIfile 2 stames repor.
Also, victins miust be prondided with
Tree legal add in these situations

SURYA KANT
Chief Justice of India

to trace the trial court or-
ders in her case,” she sub-
misted. She said the young
wWoman Wwas never in-
formed about the progress
of her case by the CBIL.
“The matter is being
dealt with such casualness
~ the accused are not ap-
pearing, the CBI ks not pre-
sent., the main accused
are not there,..” she said.
O Ms. Grover's submis-
sions, Solicitor  General

Tushar Mehta, appearing  Ashutosh

for the Centre and the
State of Manipur, reacted
that "no one could oppose
any complaints from the
side of the victims".

“Any complaint must be

attended to with the sensi-  law,

tivity it deserves,” Mr. Meh-
tasaid.

“Time Is essence’
“But that has not hap-
pened. With the CBI, that
has not happened... Bven
in 11 cases, they are not
ping anyone informed.
No one knows what's hap-
pening. How do 1 know
whether my daughter's
case & taking place or
not?™ Ms, Grover asked,
The Chief Justice under-
scored that time was of the
essence in these triaks,
“That time has been
lost,” Ms, Grover comveyed
the victims®
disappointment.
The Chief Justice sald
the fact that the young wo-

Notlng that some of the
Manipur violence cases
would go 1o tial in the
State while others, num:
bering 27, had been shifted
to meighbouring  Assam,
Chief Justice Kant suggest-
ed that the top court could
request Manipus Chief Jus-
thee M. Sundar, who was re-
cently  appointed upon
transfer from the Madras
High Court, and Gauhati
High Court Chief Justice
Kumar to coordi-
nate and evolve a mechan-
ism to keep a close day-to-
day watch on the trials,

“This iz 1o ensure that
everyone gets justice and
to strengthen the rule of

" the )l orally
observed.

Further, the top court
ohserved that the sensitive
and heinous cases of Mand-
parr violence shifted to As-
sam could be prosecuted
there,

The Assam Chief Justice
could monitor the trial by
even constituting a Special
Bench.

“Now since the maters
are mamring for trial and
trial requires a very close
and deep monitoring and
supervision, the State High
Courts are in a better posi-
tiom to doit... IFwe find cir-
cumstances are  getting
complicated, this court
could always intervene,”
Chief Justice Kant said.

The court scheduled the

young women diedin Janu-  man had passed away was  case for the next hearing
ary 2026. | have been able  “very unfortunate®. on February 26.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context

The Supreme Court directed the CBI to file a
status report on investigation and evidence
collected in cases of sexual assault during the
Manipur ethnic violence (May 2023).

11 sensitive cases were earlier transferred to
CBI; 27 cases shifted to Assam for trial.

The Court proposed monitoring of trials by the
Chief Justices of Manipur and Gauhati High
Courts.

Emphasis on speedy trial, victim
communication, and quality legal aid.

Key Points for Prelims

Supreme Court can transfer criminal cases
between states under Section 406 CrPC.
High Courts can transfer cases within state
under Section 407 CrPC.

Article 21 includes right to fair and speedy trial
(judicial interpretation).

Article 142 empowers Supreme Court to do
“complete justice”.

Section 357A CrPC - Victim Compensation
Scheme.

Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987 - Free
legal aid.

CBI functions under the Delhi Special Police
Establishment Act, 1946.

Key Issues

Judicial monitoring of investigations.
Victim-centric criminal justice reforms.
Federal coordination in criminal trials.
Gender justice and accountability during
internal conflicts.

Rule of law in disturbed areas.

Static Dimensions

Separation of powers.

Judicial review.

Fundamental Rights (Articles 14, 21, 32).
Criminal justice system structure.

Speedy trial jurisprudence (Hussainara
Khatoon case).

Witness protection framework (as per Supreme
Court guidelines, 2018).

Constitutional & Governance Significance

Strengthens accountability of investigative
agencies.

Reinforces speedy trial as part of Article 21.
Demonstrates Supreme Court’s supervisory
jurisdiction.

Reflects federal judicial cooperation (transfer
to Assam).

Focus on access to justice and legal aid.

Challenges

Delays in investigation and trial.

Limited forensic and prosecutorial capacity.
Trauma and secondary victimization.
Balancing judicial monitoring with separation
of powers.

Way Forward

Dedicated fast-track courts for conflict-related
sexual crimes.

Regular status reporting in sensitive cases.
Institutionalized victim communication
mechanisms.

Strengthening forensic and prosecution
infrastructure.

Effective implementation of witness
protection and compensation schemes.



CJI's office received 8,630
complaints against judges
from 2016 to 2025: Minister

lshita Mishra
NEW DELHI

The office of the Chief Jus
thoe of India (G received
2,630 complaims againsy
sirting judges in the last de-
caide, Law Minister Arjun
Ram Meghwal informed
the Lok Sabha on Frickey,
The informarion came
in pesponse bo a question
raised in the House by Dra-
vida Munnetra Kazhagam
MP VS, Matheswaran who
had sough the database of
complaints regarding cor-
ruption, sexual miscon-
duct, or other serfous im-
propricty received against
Judges of the High Couris
or the Supremse Court.
Responding 1o the qu-
ery, Mr. Meghwal submit-
ted that 8,360 complaims
against judges were record-
ed between 2006 ancd 2025,
As per the data shared
by the Minister, the CJl's of-
fice got 729 complaints
agalnst judges in 2016, fol
lowed by 682 in 2017, 717 in
2018, and 1,037 in 2009, In
2020 and 202, such com-
paints stooed ar 518 and
686 respectively. In 2022,
1,002 complaints were re-
ceived, followed by 977 in
2003, 1070 in 2024, and

- .
Courtscrutiny
Under the judicianys in-house mechanism, complaings against
judiges aee haned internally by the £ and Chiel Justices of the
High Courts, with no public discheiu on outoomes

1,102 i 20235,

Though Mr, Matheswa
ran asked if any action had
been taken on the com
plaints, the Minister «d
not addres the query.

To anather question by
the MP on whether the
Centre was aware of any
system maintained by the
apex court to track com-
plaints related to corrup-
thon, sexual misconduct,
or other serious impro-
pricty against judges of the
higher judiciary, the Minis-
ter saicl that under the ex
sting  “in-house proce-
dure”, the Chief Justice af
India and the Chiel Justices
of the High Courts are

authorised 1o recedve amnd
handle such complaints,

The Minister further
notedd that complaints sub
mitted through the Cen-
tralised Public Grievanee
Redress and Monitosing
System (CPGRAMS) or oth
er channels are forvarded
to the Cfl or the respective
High Cour Chief Justices,

The MP also enguired i’
the government intended
o introduce guidelines w
ensure proper documenta
tion, monitoring, and ac-
coumability in  dealing
with complaints against
members of the higher jud-
Iciary. However, the Minis-
ter dixl not sddress it

e Judges (Inquiry) Act, 1968: Regulates
impeachment procedure.

* In-house procedure: Not mentioned in
Constitution; evolved by Supreme Court
(1999; revised 2014).

Static Constitutional Linkages
* Independence of Judiciary - Basic Structure
doctrine (Kesavananda Bharati case).
e Separation of Powers.
e Judicial Review (Articles 32 & 226).

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

The Union Law Minister informed the Lok
Sabha that the office of the Chief Justice of
India received 8,630 complaints against sitting

judges in the last decade.

Between 2016-2025, 8,360 complaints were
recorded against judges of the Supreme Court
and High Courts.

Complaints related to corruption, sexual
misconduct, and other serious impropriety.
As per the existing in-house procedure, the CJI
and respective High Court Chief Justices
examine such complaints.

Complaints received via CPGRAMS are
forwarded to the concerned judicial
authorities.

Key Points

Year-wise trend (2016-2025):
o Peak years: 2024 (1,170), 2025 (1,102), 2019
(1,037).
Removal of Judges:
o Supreme Court Judges — Article 124(4).
o High Court Judges — Article 217 read with
Article 124(4).
o Grounds: Proved misbehaviour or
incapacity.
o Requires special majority in both Houses of
Parliament.

e Articles 121 & 211: Restrict discussion on

conduct of judges in Parliament/State
Legislatures except during impeachment
motion.

e Article 50 - Separation of judiciary from

executive.
Collegium system (Judges Cases).

Critical Analysis
Issues:

Lack of statutory backing to in-house
procedure.

No public disclosure of action taken -
transparency concerns.

Impeachment process is extremely difficult »
limited practical accountability.

Increasing complaints may affect public trust.

Need for Balance:

Judicial independence is part of Basic
Structure.

Excess executive oversight may compromise
independence.

However, absence of transparency may
weaken legitimacy.

Way Forward

Enact Judicial Standards and Accountability
legislation.

Institutionalised complaint-tracking
mechanism with periodic disclosure.
Strengthen internal ethics oversight.
Promote judicial code of conduct and asset
disclosure norms.



Telecom service providers
do not own spectrum: SC

Court says operators can't list spectrum as an asset for insolvency or liquidation; says it is a scarce
natural resource owned by people of India, with legal tite vesting exclusively in the Union of India

NEW DELHI

he Supreme Court
Tm: Friday laid
down that telecom

service providers (TSPs)
do not own spectrum, a
precious and findte public
respurce meant 1o be used
for the common good of
all, and cannot include it
among their pool of "as-
sets” for insolvency or
Hquidation.

A Bench of Justices P.S,
Narasimha and Atul Chane
durkar held that Inselven-
cy and Bankruptcy Code
(IBC) excludes any assets
over which a corporate
debtor has no ownership
rights.

“Mere recognition of
spectrum licensing rights
as an imangible xse by
TSPs in the financial state-
ments is not conclusive of
their ownership, as it only
represents control over fu-
ure economic benefits,”
Justice Narasimha clarified
thee law.

The court said spec
trum was a scarce natural
respurce owned by the pe-
aple of India, with legal tit-

judgment, underscored.

o ok

ee

rights i an intangible xsset by
o TSPs in the financial satements is
not conclusive of their ownership,
as B only represents control over
Tuture economic benefits

Mere recognition of
spectrum licensing

Eventually, the corporate
debitors failed to pay the li-
cence fee. When the DoT
ver these

JUSTICE I".5. NARASIMHA

arising out of administra-
tion, usage, and transfers

The mere grant of spec-
trum under a cence does
not mean a complete
transfer of a finite natural
resource from the Union
government to a TSP, “It
confers only a limited,
conditional and revocable
privilege to use spectrum,
subject 1o statutory re-
quirements, licence condi-
tons and overriding pu-
blic  interest,”  Justice
Narasimha clarified.

The court observed that
the Union as the owner
and trustee of spectrum
on the one hand and the
Telecom Regulatory Auth-
ority of India (TRAI as the
regulator on the other, oc-
cupy the entire province of

le lyin the
Union of India, which
holds it in trust for the pu-
blic. “Licensees acquire no
proprietary  imterest  in
spectrum,” Justice Mara-
simha, who awthored the

“The statutory regime
under 1BC cannot be per-
mitted to make inroads in-
to the telecom sector and

which operate
under exclusive legal re-
gime concerning telecom:
munications. The dishar-
mony caused by applying
IBC 1o the telecom sector
which operates under a
different legal regime was
mever intended by the Par-
liament,” the court noted.

On corporate debtors
The verdict is the culmina-
tion of a train of events dat-
ing back o the grant of te-
lecom licences o
te clebrtors — Aircel
Limited, Aircel Cellular Li-
mited and Dishnet Wire-
less Limited ~ by the De-
partment
el cath

amounts, the deblors in-
voked the [BC for a volun-
tary corporate insolvency
resolution process.

The top court’s judg-
ment was based on a series
of separate appeals filed by
the 5BI and others against
a 2021 National Company
Law Appellate Tribunal
(NCLAT) judgment requir-
ing the TSP undergoing
insolvency to clear statuto-
ry dues to the DoT before
transferring  or  selling
spectrum under the [BC.

Friday's  judgment
macle it chear that the spec-
trum cannot be brought
under the IBC framework.
The TSPs did not own
spectrum in the first place
to gell it Besides, the wp
court made it clear that the
DoT dues owed by the
TSPs were not "operation-
al debes” under the IBC.

“Licence fees and spec-
trum usage charges arise
from the grant of a sove:

of relgn prh:l.'lege and repre.

un-
der Unified Access Service
Licences (UASL), Domestic
lenders, including  the
State Bank of India (SBD,
had extended loan facili-
ties to the corporate deb-
tors  for isition  of

Sent reg

tion, not payment for
goods or services, The re-
lationship between the Un-
fon and the licensee is that
of sovereign licensor and
I.icr-:_se-e.:m a commercial

rewrite and
the rights and liabilities

rights to use spectrum.

debior  relation-
ship,” the court held.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context
e The Supreme Court held that telecom
spectrum is not owned by Telecom Service
Providers (TSPs) and cannot be treated as their
asset under the Insolvency and Bankruptcy
Code (IBC), 2016.
* The case arose from insolvency proceedings
involving Aircel group companies.
e The Court ruled that:
o Spectrum is a public resource.
o Legal ownership vests in the Union of India.
o TSPs have only a limited, conditional, and
revocable licence to use spectrum.
o DoT dues (licence fee and spectrum usage
charges) are not operational debt under
IBC.

Key Highlights of the Judgment

e Spectrum is a scarce natural resource held by
the Union in trust for the public.

* Mere accounting recognition as an “intangible
asset” does not confer ownership.

* |IBC cannot override the special statutory
telecom regime.

* Licence fee and spectrum usage charges arise
from a sovereign function, not a commercial
transaction.

* Therefore, spectrum cannot be
sold/transferred as part of liquidation assets.

Legal & Constitutional Dimensions
e Article 39(b) — Material resources of the
community to be distributed for common
good.

Public Trust Doctrine — State holds natural
resources in trust for people.

Entry 31, Union List - Telecommunications under
Union jurisdiction.

Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 - Central
government’s exclusive privilege over telegraph
(includes spectrum).

TRAI Act, 1997 - Regulatory framework for
telecom.

IBC, 2016 - Defines operational debt and
corporate debtor.

Importance

Difference between ownership rights and licence
rights.

Meaning of operational debt under IBC.

Role of DoT and TRAI in telecom regulation.
Public Trust Doctrine application beyond
environment.

Union List Entry 31 relevance.

Regulatory framework and statutory bodies.
Conflict between general law (IBC) and special law
(Telecom laws).

Judicial interpretation strengthening public trust
doctrine.

Infrastructure sector (Telecom).

Financial stress in telecom sector.

Impact on banking sector recovery under IBC.
Natural resource allocation governance.

Critical Analysis
Positive Aspects

Protects public ownership of spectrum.
Prevents private appropriation of national
resources.

Maintains regulatory clarity between IBC and
telecom laws.

Strengthens sovereign authority in resource
management.

Concerns

Reduces asset base for lenders during insolvency.
May affect investor confidence in capital-
intensive telecom sector.

Highlights structural financial stress in telecom
industry.

Way Forward

Clear statutory harmonisation between IBC and
sectoral laws.

Strengthening telecom sector financial
sustainability.

Transparent spectrum allocation and pricing.
Balanced approach to protect public interest and
creditor rights.

Long-term regulatory certainty to attract telecom
investments.



India tested, from U.S. sanctions to one-sided trade deal

espite all the fanlare ansd furese in
Farllameni, & may be presnature io
celebrate or critiche the India-United
States Trade Agreement,
simply becanzse It has mot yet been forged. Yet,

ooy,
burden that the LS. Tremp administration had
imposed e it through S0% tiffs, the question it
st ask s this: how, and at what cost? The
bt it ponsicler o this will be
e vemplate for all othey Indiar LS, sgreesments,
sirategic, o defience in the future.

America’s undlateral B unenents
Every announcement on the Seal thus B has
been made by Washingun: ally, with New
Dt racing b play catehyup, The foit dgn that
Ut P i et ot g 2ol
with negcaiations thar beegan In Febnzary 2025
came froe & social media post by LLS. President
Dorald Trump on Febeuary 2, 3026, In it. he
fuarribitaed averal detaibi of bak comariation with
Prime Mintster Narendra Modi, all of which were

et M. Mo agrond 8o ship baying Rusidas ofl,
-lndlullu) sch wv'lﬂﬁ'nmﬁrl--‘- that
would pedisce tariffs and pon-LerET harviers

WIMU&Ianmwﬂhlhts
L on et el
commited bo bwlmmwrpmh—nwlhc
e of $500 hillion,

M. Mlisli’s st ot Sollaracesd ey cvailpes]
it he LS, L wonid be reduced. Fowsr ding.
laser (115, time, 4 am., Washingson reirased the

considered at a later date when india and the L5,

actually sign the "interim agreement” on trade,

a5 they are expected 8o next month. However, the
.

agrecsnent are set oxk chearky, and are a major

harve: scughi o separate the irade agreement from

Inalia's.
Pr——

anl ghabial
credibility
coubl he
unhermined
hy ies unilateral
trade deal
with ihe
Uniibex] Stades

Mr. Trump's Exscutive Orders w
Russlan oil, they are in fact part of she same raft.
Mr. Trump's Trath Sockl post. the documenss
released on Febnuary 6, and the White House
Fact Sheet swoed on Febnaary 10all present them
nogether.

‘The L5 madkes it chear that it rescinded 25%
pmmmusmlmnmpmmmm
2005}, under three understandings: thar
woselel sio buyling Ressalan o that e m.danudy
T 10 cho s, 2 thas the U5, would impose
naritfs agadm f India were 10 resume Russian ol
supplies. Mr. Trump has eves St up 3.

This top effcial 10 moniior Iedia’s oil intake. What
5 pezhags even moee surpeksing is that the ceder
suates thn Indlia Puus aggreed 10 “algn suffickenly
with Ehe Uétied Stases o nationsl security,

rierities and the aoed o diversily it aipphy

‘sources O the ground, the trerds are clear=

|mm\hwuudmmmlmm m,
e Nmpariber 2005,

m«mmmﬂm:ﬁmmm

Amserican and American-controlled Yememuelin
o, for India i ghve up the Chabahar port project
and all trade with iran.

1 iewr Dl aggreses. 10 all thee, it will ot only
b pespect andd goodwill with the countries in
question (where India had promised 1o increase
trade and investment) but also its credibilivy asa
mmwnmmm This

could prove particubirly swkward for Indls as
prepares w0 bost this year's BRICS summit, with
of Russia, bran and othes

this. 1 the only wary to do business with the LS.
impuitves the acoeptance of “uniair, un)

and unneasonable” measunes sich a5 tarills, then
wehat e Uhis mears for ratghe relations with
the LS. WEl every agrocment o stralegic tes,
including o defenoe deals, miliry algnasent,
the Quad (India, Australia, Japan, te U5} and

the o P, counter-terrorism and Indla's

the LS. deats with r-:mnmmm
undersconed Mmlhﬂldwﬂfﬂ'
Iniis's ieeeiss in the

imiitenen malndnmdlmshnuhqun_

Ak of i 004, Rerisia
e I5%.

Comtrary o Eatersal Aflaies Misiiter 5.
Jaishankar's assertion that ndia wisdd put cheap
will for i coemumess.at the highest priaticy, and
s Misistry's chasscterisation of e 155
i tasiffs as “usaln, unpadificd aoed
unmcasonable”, lnda s row buying bess Busslas
il, it the disoomants o it get Lirger. Other

leae mied syace o kmporsrom cther tradieg

with: ars, arnd halt developrent of
Chabahar sk eely Rarther bessefit Chisu, b5
with et Bt D 65 e sy comaritry tht
the LLS, imposend 25% puaitive tarifh for Bsslan

Imlwulmmylnmdwnm In

206, v e Fasisian il 54 & ceespubiion of
Iwha‘tllﬁ-‘hhlhbs hnehh'prmr‘iud mor
pragmaic.

e, and

wagended 1 oonarkiies thal ave onl Inttwﬂy
womchuded trade agreements with Indix. These
Enchude the Euncpean Urdin, the Eunspeean Froe
Trade +

standing
Fissally, the seporcussions of this deal codd inflce
the greatest dasmage on India's pringiphe of
slraq’:-uﬂuu:v k- algnment et

o, and Hew India's options
ey urssons from mhmhndrmh‘m 0L fusk I enerRy
sizedless 10 sy, the developing ni., trade, and connectivity but abo in
Glohal Sorth, that once cheered Indis's refusal b nshuad!rwlrdwuhlw I 2019, My, Sl
Bk diam hfhﬁnd it

nlaseral sanctions, willbe watching diosely. Asa
wemalt, uwhmmduuﬂwl &, deals impoct on
India’ rortions

prdwmlw&umnlchnmslﬂn (REER),
urw'ldr! ‘Wiahatma Gandhis ealivman

A umern af 1.5 dm-ml:
Bak

-mhdwh(hmnhwdmrﬂmrﬁ
Chinese eoonomic domination. Confronted with

ummllmm tmddlrdnwuswlg
iwhd’mmmmuplmiﬂd
Ve ol ~ reshting a1

wikimately yielding s u&mu-mun
The LS. Is now pushing for India i buy

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context

* In February 2026, India and the United States
announced a “Framework for an Interim

Agreement on Reciprocal Trade.”
e The development followed:

o U.S.imposition of 25% punitive tariffs
(August 2025) on Indian goods.
o Broader tariff pressures (up to 50%) by the

U.S. administration.

e The U.S. indicated withdrawal of certain tariffs
subject to:
o Indiareducing Russian oil imports.
o Increased purchase of U.S. oil and goods.
o Reduction of tariff and non-tariff barriers

for U.S. products.

¢ [ndia’s Russian crude imports reportedly
declined from ~40% (2024) to ~25% (early

2026).

Key Exam-Relevant Dimensions

1. Trade & WTO Angle
e MFN Principle: Equal tariff treatment to all

WTO members.

e Exception: Allowed under Article XXIV

(FTAs/Customs Unions).

* Preferential concessions to U.S. may require
legal structuring under WTO norms.
e Risk of trade diversion affecting EU, EFTA, and

other FTA partners.
2. Energy Security

e |Indiaimports ~85% of crude oil (Economic

Survey data).

e Russian crude became significant post-2022

due to discounted pricing.

Reduction may affect:

o Import bill.

o Current Account Deficit.

o Domestic fuel prices.

Energy security pillars: Availability, Affordability,
Accessibility, Sustainability.

3. Strategic Autonomy

India’s foreign policy evolution:

o Non-Alignment - Strategic Autonomy - Multi-
Alignment.

Concerns over linkage diplomacy (trade tied to foreign

policy alignment).

Impact on:

o BRICS.

o Chabahar Port (Iran).

o Russiarelations.

o Indo-Pacific engagements.

4. Economic Implications

Large U.S. purchase commitments may:
o Increase trade volume.
o Crowd out other suppliers.
Sectoral impact likely in:
o Agriculture.
o Manufacturing.
o Defence imports.
Possible effect on domestic industries (tariff
reductions).

Static Linkages

Article 51 - Promotion of international peace and
security.

WTO Principles - MFN, National Treatment.
Article XXIV of GATT - FTA exception.

Balance of Payments components.

Current Account Deficit.

RCEP withdrawal (2019) and domestic industry
concerns.

Quad and Indo-Pacific strategic framework.

Critical Analysis
Positives

Immediate tariff relief.

Improved market access to U.S.
Diversification of crude sourcing.
Strengthened bilateral partnership.

Concerns

Compromise on energy affordability.

Strategic autonomy erosion.

WTO compliance issues.

Diplomatic cost with Russia, Iran.

Precedent for conditional agreements.

Potential inflationary pressures if oil import cost rises.

Way Forward

Ensure WTO-compatible framework (Article XXIV).
Maintain diversified oil basket.

Sector-wise impact assessment before finalisation.
Protect sensitive domestic industries.

Preserve multi-alignment doctrine.

Enhance renewable energy capacity (500 GW non-fossil
target by 2030)



The labour codes redefine wages, empower the worker

mwmamﬂmm fimancia lishiliy of Liege ceeporations, including | greater engagessent with Sormal financial
g s S e g; S e e e e * Recognises contractualisation of labour.
Soremmests, |G | Stpvetetmery | Sommonree AN o C ts short-t l tint t-
e e o oot e | S mm”?‘{w&‘;@_:,mﬂm e onverts short-term employment into asse
DARRASt A ol ottt S o | ot borioioe” | My rueAeg pavhe Tht I ik pore | EAHBGr Lo s were oubuiad bU||.d|ng Opportunity.
e Litwcasr ¢ sk that Uiarie nefinrssi are Dlecnor s CEO rrteplies eflecti o e eoienintiny Ehivtigh Dieprite ks sdbvare, MbCtns of 1Fade Unioed
i o s s | s e e ey | i e e 4. S0Cial Security Expansion
formal gy and 1 ekt sitabler (S — .
ik rather than imate, b '-'wwai—’ . . el 9

e gt ol bon e oo | Vet et e e First-time recognition of gig and platform
mmwm i the reform of the “wage' defisition. advancing fairness, dgnity, and long tems appear e be dren Ry abaver cpposition 1o

mem’m saabilicy in emplayment relations. reforsms tham by the substantive provisions of the
ke iy, rmets Mo g codes thewnctves. This risks duting public Workers,
mdmmmm’dmml. The macroeconomic mpact understanding of reforms that are. inmany
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Seeors.

e Limits arbitrary wage deductions.

Context of the News e Mandates timely payment of wages.

* India consolidated 29 Central labour laws into
four Labour Codes to modernise labour
governance and expand social security.

e Key debate centres on:

o Revised definition of wages (minimum 50%
of total remuneration).

o Gratuity entitlement for fixed-term
employees after 1 year.

o Extension of social security to gig and
platform workers.

* Trade unions have raised concerns, including
nationwide strike calls.

e The reforms are positioned as tools for
financial inclusion and formalisation of the
workforce.

Macroeconomic Implications
¢ Income redistribution towards labour
increases:
o Consumption demand.
o Savings and financial inclusion.
o Domestic multiplier effects.
e Supports inclusive growth and reduces
vulnerability to economic shocks.
e Encourages labour formalisation and social
stability.

Static Linkages

¢ Article 38 - Promote welfare of the people.

e Article 39 - Adequate means of livelihood.

e Article 41 - Right to work and public
assistance.

e Article 43 - Living wage.

e Article 23 - Prohibition of forced labour.

e Concept of Inclusive Growth (Economic
Survey).

¢ Financial Inclusion architecture: JAM Trinity.

¢ Demographic dividend and human capital
formation.

Key Provisions of the Labour Codes
1. The Four Labour Codes
e Code on Wages, 2019
e |ndustrial Relations Code, 2020
e Occupational Safety, Health and Working
Conditions Code, 2020
e Code on Social Security, 2020
2. Reform of Wage Definition
* “Wages” must be at least 50% of total
remuneration.
* Prevents structuring salary to reduce:
o Provident Fund (PF) contributions.
o Gratuity liability.
¢ Leads to:
o Higher PF accumulation.
o Improved pension and gratuity benefits.
o Greater long-term income protection.
3. Gratuity for Fixed-Term Employees
* Eligible for gratuity after 1 year of service.
e Earlier requirement under Payment of Gratuity
Act, 1972: 5 years.

Critical Analysis
Positives
* Enhances financial inclusion of workers.
e Strengthens long-term social security corpus.
* Recognises gig economy within labour
framework.
e Simplifies compliance via consolidation.
¢ Aligns economic growth with social justice.




Concerns

Increased compliance cost for MSMEs.
Implementation gaps across states.

Trade union concerns regarding labour
flexibility.

Risk of informalisation if compliance burden
rises.

Way Forward

Strengthen enforcement and digital
compliance.

Ensure centre-state coordination for uniform
implementation.

Periodic revision of floor wages linked to
inflation.

Expand social security coverage database for
gig workers.

Promote awareness among workers about new
entitlements.




Overdue

The new CPI series will aid
policymaking and bolster data stability

he new series of the Consumer Price In-

dex (CPD), released on Thursday, has ad-

dressed the many shortcomings of the
previous series. The new series has a base year of
2024, and is pegged to consumption patterns
from the Household Consumption Expenditure
Survey 2023-24. The previous series had a base
year of 2012 and was based on consumption pat-
terns of 2001-12. As Chief Economic Adviser V.
Anantha Nageswaran noted, India has changed
markedly over the last decade or so, including
consumption behaviour and the composition of
household expenditure. For example, 80 crore
households receive free foodgrain now, which
naturally reduces how much they need to spend
on food. Simultaneously, several new service of-
ferings have emerged, such as over-the-top (OTT)
video streaming, and online marketplaces. The
new series commendably tries to address these
changes. The weightage of food and beverages in
the overall CPI has been reduced to 36.75% from
the earlier 45.86%. This is significant since food
inflation was having an outsized influence on the
overall CPI, despite forming a shrinking part of
households’” monthly expenditures. The index al-
$0 covers more items, increasing its granularity
and representativeness. Notably, this increase in-
cludes a larger number of goods and services. In-
dia’s service economy is growing faster than the
economy’s average growth rate, and so price le-
vels here are an increasingly important factor.
‘The new index also collects data from more mar-
ketplaces across the country, and, for the first
time, includes 12 online marketplaces.

More accurate inflation data have several im-
plications for macroeconomic stability and mo-
netary and fiscal policy. Food inflation in India is
notoriously volatile, quickly reflecting supply
bottlenecks as well as the vagaries of the weather,
A more realistic weightage for food in the CP1
stands to make the overall index more stable.
This, in turn, can increase predictability in Bud-
get-making, since some aspects are linked to the
CPI, such as inflation-indexed dearness allo-
wance and dearness relief. As far as monetary
policy is concerned, an updated CPI gives the Re-
serve Bank of India’s Monetary Policy Committee
a more accurate picture of inflation as it decides
the various policy interest rates. At the moment,
MoSPI provides a ‘linking factor® and leaves it to
the public to calculate how earlier inflation data

Linking Factor Provided for comparability with
old series (back-series not fully released).

Importance for Economy

More realistic inflation measurement.
Reduced volatility in headline inflation (due to
lower food weight).
Better reflection of services inflation.
Improved accuracy for:

o Monetary policy (RBI’s MPC decisions).

o Fiscal planning and Budget estimates.

o Dearness Allowance (DA) and Dearness

Relief (DR) revisions.

Static Linkages

CPI compiled by National Statistical Office
(NSO).

CPI uses Laspeyres Index method.

Inflation Targeting Framework (4% * 2%) under
RBI Act, 1934 (amended 2016).

would have lool_oed like unde'!' the new me(hodt_:l-
e b gk gk T e CPlis the nominal anchor for monetary policy.

self, to ease comparative analysis. It should also
i e b e e  Base year revision required to capture
structural economic changes.
e Service sector contributes more than 50% of

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
GDP (Economic Survey).

Context
e Ministry of Statistics and Programme
Implementation (MoSPI) released a new CPI
series with base year 2024.
* Previous base year: 2012 (based on Household
Consumption Expenditure Survey 2011-12).
* New series based on Household Consumption
Expenditure Survey (HCES) 2023-24.
* Reflects structural changes in:
o Consumption patterns.
o Expansion of welfare schemes (free
foodgrain).
o Growth of digital and service economy.

Issues & Concerns

* Absence of full back-series data limits long-
term comparison.

* Lower food weight may understate inflation
burden on poor households.

e Online price data may create sampling
challenges.

* Need for regular 5-year revision (avoid long
gap like 2012-2024).

Way Forward
* Release full historical back-series data.
e Ensure 5-year periodic revision.
* Improve digital data methodology.
e Track food inflation separately for welfare
targeting.
e Maintain transparency in statistical processes.

Key Features
* Base Year Updated: 2012 » 2024.
* Food & Beverages Weight Reduced:
o Earlier: 45.86%
o Now: 36.75%
* Expanded Basket of Goods & Services:
o Inclusion of OTT subscriptions.
o Online marketplace transactions.
e Wider Data Collection:
o Increased physical markets.
o Inclusion of 12 online marketplaces.




Trade pact with Americais first
step, not diplomatic solution

A B
Raaan
DHANKHAR

The trade deal
=houkd be
treatedasa
Tridge back
wdiplomacy,
not asubstitute
for it If
Washingion
wantsthis thaw
tobecomea
durable reset, it
willpeed
leader-driven
mioves that
create visible

alignment

any other country. an indicavor of how
routie the security partnership has be-
Y

HEUS-Indéutrade deal marks.
awelcome thaw after months
aftariffs, mations, and
diplomatic strain. Buz the
dleal igselfwillnot fix the trust

deficit between Washington and New
Delhi. It bowers thetemperature but docs:
not festore confidence. Read 1T as an
CETIE: A ChACE 19 COnvert di-eala-
tion into strateghe nepair, if loaders act
iy and deliberately,

Thoe trust defbeit began with cosrcive
eradst policy, Aftertalks stalled, US dutics
on Indian exports shat up as high as 50
per cent, public

come. The p it.
Ambassador S ergio Gor, aclose Tramp
alde, is reported to have been central in
pushing for an expedited trade break-
through. Read that for what it &s: Institu-
tionalisagion. IS prool that this pastnes-
shilp heses pesdliende,

‘Bt tiee s pot infinive, This is among
the shagpest leadership-level downtams
inroughly a quaner-century. and buseau:
CEATIC MOmEnTuem s s, The twade
dealshould be treated as a bridge back to
asubstitute for it [fWash-

testof India’s reliability. Then the politics.
got sharper. Washington compatrnded
the damage with muddled Pakistan-re-
lated optics: Bresident Donald Trump
claimed credit for ending the May 2025
Inalis-Paddstan crisis and Noaned US medi-
ation on Kashmir — precisely th kind of
thrd parmy frasming New Delhi sejects and
Ereas as interference, The trade deal ad-
dinexss ome part of that cascadse: It de-es-
calates, The agrecmant reduces US tanifls
on Indian goods to 18 per cent and rolls
back additional penalties tied to India’s
purchases of Russian ol

SHill, tariffs were never just an econ-
omic variable. They became the
symibol of unpredictability - of arelation-
ship that could wrn punitive. India'’s
Russiamoll impors becanse s prosy fght
over stradegic atonomy and LS signal-
Ling towards Pakistan became & proxy
fight over whether Washingon under-
stards Indinesed lines. A lowernasiff se
Esa first step. [tis not, by itseld, a durable
salution to reviving the relutionship to its:
former beight.

The newsisthat thebureaucratic
machineryof the relationship has kept
moving under the surface even as the re-
Eationship frayed. After the tasifls were
anncarsod. anew 1-yeardefencs frame-
work was signed. and the US also ap-
proved an Indo-Pacific Maritime Domakn
Awarenstss prckage of India,

That operational density shows up in
the numbers, too. India conducts more

military the US than with

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context
The US and India concluded a trade de-
escalation agreement after a period of
elevated tariffs and diplomatic strain.

US tariffs on Indian exports (earlier raised up
to ~50%) have been reduced to around 18%.
Additional penalties linked to India’s purchase

i
Ingtan wanits this thaw to become a dus-
able reset, it will need leader-driven
mivesthat create visible allgnment.

Two moves must happen quickly.
First, de-risk the Pakistan optics. Wash-
Izt dhvess Tcd Pveed 1 abanidon colnter:
LErroFisen ¢Agagemment with klamabad,
But it should make explicit what Indian
strategists need to hean The US @3
not rehyphenating Dsdin ard Pakistan,
and it ls not secking to mediate
Eashmir. Here, the trade deal helps atthe
misrgin, The 18 per cent tariff on Indis s
lowerthanthe rateimposedon China and
Pakstan, astep in the right direction that
is already being recelved well in New
Dielhiias asignal af relative pricritisation.
Secord. go big a1 the leadership bevel, &
presidential visit to India would be the
cleanest confidence-bullding mechan-
Isma, The mest plausible vebiche, polit-
cally and logistically, is a Quad loadéss’
supnent. India was se 10 haost the Quad
before the relationship soured and the
summit was postponed. Reviving itinthe
frst half of this year woukd give the thaw
astrategic frame and create space for
visiblealigmnsent.

The trade deal is a welcome thaw. The
trust peset will pequire beaderships Discl-
plined signalling on Pakistan, and a vis-
Ibbe strategic anchor at the top. The
buresucracy can keep the lights on, Only
the beadders can pestors the line of sight.

The writer i a Fulbright-Nehru Scholar, affilated
with U and CEEP: Viewss are parsonal

of Russian oil have been rolled back.
Tensions were aggravated by:

o US remarks regarding mediation in Kashmir.
o Differences over India’s energy imports

from Russia.
Despite tensions, defence cooperation
continued, including a 10-year defence
framework and enhanced Indo-Pacific
Maritime Domain Awareness (MDA)
cooperation.

Possibility of revival of a Quad Leaders

Summit hosted by India.

Key Points
Tariff De-escalation

o Reduction to 18% lowers trade friction but

)

does not fully restore trust.
o Lower than tariffs imposed on

China/Pakistan, signalling relative strategic

preference.
e Strategic Autonomy

o India continues diversified energy imports

to ensure energy security.

o Reflects India’s long-standing policy of

multi-alignment.

Pakistan Optics
o Indiarejects third-party mediation in Kashmir.
o Consistent with bilateral resolution principle
(Shimla Agreement, 1972).
Defence Cooperation
o Foundational agreements: LEMOA, COMCASA,
BECA.
o Increased interoperability and joint military
exercises.
o [ndo-Pacific remains central to strategic
convergence.
Institutional Continuity
o Bureaucratic and defence mechanisms
sustained engagement despite political
tensions.

Static Linkages

e Trade and commerce with foreign countries fall
under Union List (Entry 41).
e Executive power in foreign affairs flows from
Article 73.
¢ Principle of sovereignty and non-interference
under international law.
e Strategic autonomy as a guiding principle of
India’s foreign policy.
e Energy security linked to economic growth and
macroeconomic stability (Economic Survey).
¢ Bilateral dispute resolution principle under Shimla
Agreement (1972).
Critical Analysis
Positives
¢ Immediate relief to exporters.
* Reinforces Indo-Pacific strategic cooperation.
¢ Maintains defence partnership momentum.
e Signals partial diplomatic thaw.
Concerns
e Use of tariffs as coercive tools affects
predictability.
e Trust deficit persists at leadership level.
e Overexposure to US market risks economic
vulnerability.

Pakistan-related signalling affects strategic
sensitivities.

Way Forward

Institutionalise trade dialogue mechanisms.

Clear diplomatic signalling on non-mediation in
bilateral disputes.

Diversify export markets to reduce concentration
risk.

Strengthen Quad cooperation for strategic
anchoring.

Enhance energy diversification and domestic
capacity.



USEPA, now a voice for
climate denialism

ONALD TRUMP has taken every opportunity to de-
clarethat “climatechangeisahoax”. OnThursday, the
US President made sure that his country’s premier en-
vironmental watchdog would alsobe informed by cli-
mate denialism. In what has been described as the biggest de-
regulatory move in American history, Trump has rolled back the
Obama-era Endangerment Finding,. The rules required the US
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) to be guided by scien-
tific knowledge about the harm caused by GHGS to the environ-
mentand public health. Under Tramp, the Depanment of Energy
formed a panel of scientiststowrite areport, last vear, challenging
the widely accepted science on the impacts of GHGs. And now,
after Thursday’s announcement, the environmental regulator in
acountrythat hashistorically spewed the greatest amount of car-
bon dioxide intothe atmosphere — and remains the second-lar-
gestemitterin the world — hasgiven a virtual vote of confidence
to climate-disrupting fossil fuels. The agency has drastically
scaled back limits on GHG emissions from automobiles.
Transport is the biggest source of GHG emissions in the US.
Though electric vehicle (EV) sales increased after the incentives
provided by the Joe Biden administration, the transition to cli-
mate-friendly transport has been tooslow to offset the emissions
from fossil-fuel powered cars, buses and trucks. The Trump ad-
ministration haswithdrawn key subsidies to EVs and renewables.
Now, as USEPA head Lee Zeldin put it, “automakers will not be
pressured toshift their fleet composition towards EVs”, Getting
rid of the Endangerment Finding also clears the way for the EPA
torepeal limits on GHGs from power plants and oil and gas wells.
The American rollback bucks the trend in global warming
mitigation efforts across the world. Renewable energy use is at
anall-time high. That said, anumber of reports have alsounder-
lined the waningof popular enthusiasm around net-zerotargets
in large pants of the developed world. Much of that is due to mis-
information. Howevwer, it's also true that environment-friendly
leadersin the developed world — including Biden — have failed
tocommunicate thatsustainability means good economics, They
failed to root mitigation efforts in equity and faimess. Climate
deniers like Trump have thrived as a result.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

The administration of Donald Trump has rolled
back the 2009 Endangerment Finding.
The Endangerment Finding empowered the
United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) to regulate greenhouse gases
(GHGs) under the Clean Air Act.
The rollback weakens emission standards for:
o Automobiles (transport sector - largest
emitterin U.S.)
o Power plants
o Oil and gas wells
EV subsidies and renewable energy incentives
expanded under Joe Biden are being
withdrawn.
The U.S. is historically the largest cumulative
CO: emitter and currently the second-largest
annual emitter globally.

Key Points

Endangerment Finding (2009):
o Based on scientific assessment that GHGs
endanger public health and welfare.
o Enabled regulation of CO; under the Clean
Air Act.
Transport Sector:
o Largest source of GHG emissions in the U.S.

Paris Agreement (2015):
o Based on Nationally Determined
Contributions (NDCs).
o Non-uniform and nationally decided
targets.
CBDR Principle:
o Recognizes historical responsibility and
differing capabilities.

Static Linkages

Greenhouse gases: COz, CHa, N2O, water vapour
(NCERT Geography).

Greenhouse Effect and Global Warming
mechanism.

Clean Air Act - Pollution control legislation
framework.

UNFCCC (1992) - Stabilization of GHG
concentrations.

Paris Agreement — Temperature goal: well
below 2°C, pursue 1.5°C.

Polluter Pays Principle.

Intergenerational Equity (Brundtland Report).

Critical Analysis
Implications

Weakens science-based environmental
regulation.

May slow global climate mitigation efforts.
Encourages fossil-fuel dependence.
Affects global climate diplomacy and
credibility of developed nations.

Economic Argument

Short-term industrial relief.

Energy affordability concerns.

Potential slowdown in green innovation and EV
transition.

Climate Justice Dimension

Historical responsibility of developed
countries.

Burden shifts disproportionately to developing
nations.

Intergenerational equity concerns.

Way Forward

Strengthen global climate cooperation beyond
domestic political cycles.

Align sustainability with economic incentives
(green jobs, industrial policy).

Promote carbon pricing and market-based
mechanisms.

Ensure just transition for fossil-fuel-dependent
communities.

Strengthen adaptation and climate finance
mechanisms.



