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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.
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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):

Peak years: 2024 (1,170), 2025 (1,102), 2019
(1,037).

Removal of Judges:
Supreme Court Judges – Article 124(4).
High Court Judges – Article 217 read with
Article 124(4).
Grounds: Proved misbehaviour or
incapacity.
Requires special majority in both Houses of
Parliament.

Articles 121 & 211: Restrict discussion on
conduct of judges in Parliament/State
Legislatures except during impeachment
motion.

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).
Separation of Powers.
Judicial Review (Articles 32 & 226).
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.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

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.
The Court ruled that:

Spectrum is a public resource.
Legal ownership vests in the Union of India.
TSPs have only a limited, conditional, and
revocable licence to use spectrum.
DoT dues (licence fee and spectrum usage
charges) are not operational debt under
IBC.

Key Highlights of the Judgment
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
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.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

In February 2026, India and the United States
announced a “Framework for an Interim
Agreement on Reciprocal Trade.”
The development followed:

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

The U.S. indicated withdrawal of certain tariffs
subject to:

India reducing Russian oil imports.
Increased purchase of U.S. oil and goods.
Reduction of tariff and non-tariff barriers
for U.S. products.

India’s Russian crude imports reportedly
declined from ~40% (2024) to ~25% (early
2026).

Key Exam-Relevant Dimensions
1. Trade & WTO Angle

MFN Principle: Equal tariff treatment to all
WTO members.
Exception: Allowed under Article XXIV
(FTAs/Customs Unions).
Preferential concessions to U.S. may require
legal structuring under WTO norms.
Risk of trade diversion affecting EU, EFTA, and
other FTA partners.

2. Energy Security
India imports ~85% of crude oil (Economic
Survey data).
Russian crude became significant post-2022
due to discounted pricing.

Reduction may affect:
Import bill.
Current Account Deficit.
Domestic fuel prices.

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

3. Strategic Autonomy
India’s foreign policy evolution:

Non-Alignment → Strategic Autonomy → Multi-
Alignment.

Concerns over linkage diplomacy (trade tied to foreign
policy alignment).
Impact on:

BRICS.
Chabahar Port (Iran).
Russia relations.
Indo-Pacific engagements.

4. Economic Implications
Large U.S. purchase commitments may:

Increase trade volume.
Crowd out other suppliers.

Sectoral impact likely in:
Agriculture.
Manufacturing.
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)
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

India consolidated 29 Central labour laws into
four Labour Codes to modernise labour
governance and expand social security.
Key debate centres on:

Revised definition of wages (minimum 50%
of total remuneration).
Gratuity entitlement for fixed-term
employees after 1 year.
Extension of social security to gig and
platform workers.

Trade unions have raised concerns, including
nationwide strike calls.
The reforms are positioned as tools for
financial inclusion and formalisation of the
workforce.

Key Provisions of the Labour Codes
1. The Four Labour Codes

Code on Wages, 2019
Industrial Relations Code, 2020
Occupational Safety, Health and Working
Conditions Code, 2020
Code on Social Security, 2020

2. Reform of Wage Definition
“Wages” must be at least 50% of total
remuneration.
Prevents structuring salary to reduce:

Provident Fund (PF) contributions.
Gratuity liability.

Leads to:
Higher PF accumulation.
Improved pension and gratuity benefits.
Greater long-term income protection.

3. Gratuity for Fixed-Term Employees
Eligible for gratuity after 1 year of service.
Earlier requirement under Payment of Gratuity
Act, 1972: 5 years.

Recognises contractualisation of labour.
Converts short-term employment into asset-
building opportunity.

4. Social Security Expansion
First-time recognition of gig and platform
workers.
Provision for Social Security Fund.
Portability of benefits across states (important
for migrant labour).
Integration with EPFO, ESIC mechanisms.

5. Universal Wage Protection
National floor wage concept.
Statutory minimum wages extended across
sectors.
Limits arbitrary wage deductions.
Mandates timely payment of wages.

Macroeconomic Implications
Income redistribution towards labour
increases:

Consumption demand.
Savings and financial inclusion.
Domestic multiplier effects.

Supports inclusive growth and reduces
vulnerability to economic shocks.
Encourages labour formalisation and social
stability.

Static Linkages
Article 38 – Promote welfare of the people.
Article 39 – Adequate means of livelihood.
Article 41 – Right to work and public
assistance.
Article 43 – Living wage.
Article 23 – Prohibition of forced labour.
Concept of Inclusive Growth (Economic
Survey).
Financial Inclusion architecture: JAM Trinity.
Demographic dividend and human capital
formation.

Critical Analysis
Positives

Enhances financial inclusion of workers.
Strengthens long-term social security corpus.
Recognises gig economy within labour
framework.
Simplifies compliance via consolidation.
Aligns economic growth with social justice.
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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.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

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:

Consumption patterns.
Expansion of welfare schemes (free
foodgrain).
Growth of digital and service economy.

Key Features
Base Year Updated: 2012 → 2024.
Food & Beverages Weight Reduced:

Earlier: 45.86%
Now: 36.75%

Expanded Basket of Goods & Services:
Inclusion of OTT subscriptions.
Online marketplace transactions.

Wider Data Collection:
Increased physical markets.
Inclusion of 12 online marketplaces.

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:

Monetary policy (RBI’s MPC decisions).
Fiscal planning and Budget estimates.
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).
CPI is the nominal anchor for monetary policy.
Base year revision required to capture
structural economic changes.
Service sector contributes more than 50% of
GDP (Economic Survey).

Issues & Concerns
Absence of full back-series data limits long-
term comparison.
Lower food weight may understate inflation
burden on poor households.
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.
Ensure 5-year periodic revision.
Improve digital data methodology.
Track food inflation separately for welfare
targeting.
Maintain transparency in statistical processes.
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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
of Russian oil have been rolled back.
Tensions were aggravated by:

US remarks regarding mediation in Kashmir.
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

Reduction to 18% lowers trade friction but
does not fully restore trust.
Lower than tariffs imposed on
China/Pakistan, signalling relative strategic
preference.

Strategic Autonomy
India continues diversified energy imports
to ensure energy security.
Reflects India’s long-standing policy of
multi-alignment.

Pakistan Optics
India rejects third-party mediation in Kashmir.
Consistent with bilateral resolution principle
(Shimla Agreement, 1972).

Defence Cooperation
Foundational agreements: LEMOA, COMCASA,
BECA.
Increased interoperability and joint military
exercises.
Indo-Pacific remains central to strategic
convergence.

Institutional Continuity
Bureaucratic and defence mechanisms
sustained engagement despite political
tensions.

Static Linkages
Trade and commerce with foreign countries fall
under Union List (Entry 41).
Executive power in foreign affairs flows from
Article 73.
Principle of sovereignty and non-interference
under international law.
Strategic autonomy as a guiding principle of
India’s foreign policy.
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.
Signals partial diplomatic thaw.

Concerns
Use of tariffs as coercive tools affects
predictability.
Trust deficit persists at leadership level.
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.
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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:

Automobiles (transport sector – largest
emitter in U.S.)
Power plants
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
CO₂ emitter and currently the second-largest
annual emitter globally.

Key Points 
Endangerment Finding (2009):

Based on scientific assessment that GHGs
endanger public health and welfare.
Enabled regulation of CO₂ under the Clean
Air Act.

Transport Sector:
Largest source of GHG emissions in the U.S.

Paris Agreement (2015):
Based on Nationally Determined
Contributions (NDCs).
Non-uniform and nationally decided
targets.

CBDR Principle:
Recognizes historical responsibility and
differing capabilities.

Static Linkages
Greenhouse gases: CO₂, CH₄, 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.
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