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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

The Supreme Court declined to support
classification of crimes separately on the basis
of race or region while hearing a petition
seeking guidelines to recognise “racial slur” as
a distinct hate crime category.
The petition was filed after the fatal assault of
a student from Tripura in Uttarakhand.
The Court observed that crime must be dealt
with strictly irrespective of identity and
cautioned against identity-based
categorisation that could deepen social
divisions.
The matter was referred to the Attorney-
General for consideration by an appropriate
authority.

Key Exam-Relevant Points
No standalone hate crime law in India.
Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita (BNS), 2023 contains
provisions penalising:

Promoting enmity between groups.
Acts prejudicial to harmony.
Assault, grievous hurt, murder.

NCRB does not maintain a separate nationwide
category exclusively for “racial hate crimes.”
Bezbaruah Committee (2014) recommended:

Specific legal provisions to address racial
discrimination against persons from North-
East India.
Sensitisation of police and public
authorities.

Constitutional Provisions 
Article 14 – Equality before law and equal
protection of laws.
Article 15(1) – Prohibits discrimination on
grounds of religion, race, caste, sex, place of
birth.
Article 19(2) – Reasonable restrictions on
speech in the interest of public order.
Article 21 – Protection of life and personal
liberty.
Article 51A(e) – Fundamental Duty to promote
harmony and brotherhood transcending
regional or sectional diversities.

International Dimension
India is a signatory to the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Racial Discrimination (ICERD).
Requires states to condemn and eliminate
racial discrimination.

Issues Analysis
1. Legal Debate

Whether motive-based classification (hate
crime) strengthens deterrence.
Challenge of proving discriminatory intent in
court.

2. Constitutional Morality vs. Social Reality
Balancing formal equality (Article 14) with
substantive protection for vulnerable groups.

3. Federal and Administrative Angle
Law and order is a State subject (Seventh
Schedule, List II).
Need for coordinated action between Union
(policy guidance) and States (enforcement).

Way Forward 
Strengthen enforcement of existing BNS
provisions.
Implement Bezbaruah Committee
recommendations.
Improve NCRB data classification for motive-
based crimes.
Sensitisation training for police (BPR&D
framework).
Promote constitutional values through
education and awareness.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
What Is the News?

The Directorate General of Civil Aviation
(DGCA) has proposed amendments to the Civil
Aviation Requirements (CAR) issued under
Rule 133A of the Aircraft Rules, 1937.
The proposal allows airlines to directly impose
a flying ban of up to 30 days on passengers
who behave in a disruptive manner during a
flight — without first referring the case to an
independent committee.

What Is the Current System?
At present:

If a passenger behaves in a disruptive manner:
The airline refers the case to an internal
committee.
The committee must give its decision
within 45 days.
Only after this decision can the airline
impose a ban.

This system is considered time-consuming and
less effective as a deterrent.

What Change Is Being Proposed?
Under the proposed amendment:

Airlines can immediately impose a temporary
ban (maximum 30 days).
No prior approval from an independent
committee is required.
Airlines must:

Maintain a record/database of banned
passengers.
Inform DGCA about the ban imposed.

Such passengers will not automatically be
placed on the official DGCA “No-Fly List.”

The aim is to enable swift action to ensure
passenger safety and smooth flight operations.

What Is Considered Disruptive Behaviour?
According to DGCA, disruptive acts include:

Smoking onboard.
Consuming alcohol on domestic flights.
Tampering with emergency exits.
Unauthorized use of safety equipment (like life
jackets).
Protests or sloganeering during flight.
Intoxicated unruly conduct.
Screaming or creating disturbance.
Kicking/banging seats or tray tables.

Even one disruptive passenger can:
Distract the crew,
Endanger safety,
Force flight diversion,
Cause financial and operational losses.

Legal Basis of the Proposal
The DGCA derives its authority from:

Aircraft Act, 1934
Aircraft Rules, 1937

It issues regulations under delegated legislation powers
(Rule 133A).
This is an example of executive rule-making under
parliamentary authority.

Constitutional Dimensions
The proposal must comply with Fundamental Rights:
Article 19(1)(d)

Guarantees freedom of movement.
However, it allows reasonable restrictions in public
interest.
Air travel is not an absolute right.

Article 21
No person can be deprived of personal liberty
except by fair, just and reasonable procedure.
After the landmark case
Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India,
 administrative decisions must not be arbitrary.

Article 14
Ensures equality before law.
Prohibits arbitrary state action.

Thus, any ban must be:
Proportionate,
Non-arbitrary,
Fairly applied.

Why Is This Important?
Positive Aspects

Faster enforcement.
Stronger deterrence against misconduct.
Enhances flight safety.
Reduces procedural delays.

Concerns
Risk of arbitrary or inconsistent action by airlines.
Need for proper appeal mechanism.
Importance of safeguarding natural justice.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Supreme Court has directed Justice
Aniruddha Bose (Retd.), Director of the
National Judicial Academy, to frame guidelines
to ensure sensitivity and compassion in judicial
orders, particularly in sexual offence cases.
The direction followed a controversial March
2025 judgment of the Allahabad High Court in
a POCSO case.
The Court took suo motu cognisance,
observing that judges must imbibe empathy
while dealing with vulnerable victims.
The expert committee will include legal
practitioners, academics, and social workers.
The report must be written in simple, non-
technical language, translated into regional
languages.
The committee will compile offensive
expressions from different languages that
undermine the dignity of sexual assault
survivors.

Key Points 
POCSO Act, 2012

Special law to protect children from sexual
offences.
Provides for child-friendly procedures
during investigation and trial.
Special Courts for speedy trial.

Section 354B IPC (now under BNS equivalent)
Assault or use of criminal force to woman
with intent to disrobe.

Suo Motu Cognisance
Power of constitutional courts to take
action on their own.

National Judicial Academy
Apex body for training judicial officers.
Works under the guidance of the Supreme
Court.

Constitutional Provisions
Article 14 – Equality before law.
Article 21 – Right to life includes dignity.

Article 15(3) – Special provisions for women
and children.
Article 142 – Supreme Court’s power to do
complete justice.

Key Points 
Emphasis on trauma-informed judicial approach.
Recognition that language used in judgments can
violate dignity.
Shift towards victim-centric jurisprudence.
Judicial training reform through institutional
mechanisms.
Promotion of constitutional morality over social
morality.

Static Linkages 
Expansion of Article 21 in Maneka Gandhi case –
Due process.
Vishaka Guidelines – Gender-sensitive
interpretation of rights.
Justice Verma Committee (2013) – Reform in
sexual offence laws.
Directive Principles: Article 39(f) – Protection of
childhood.
Fundamental Duty under Article 51A(e) –
Renounce practices derogatory to women.

Critical Analysis 
Significance

Reinforces dignity as part of Article 21.
Addresses systemic insensitivity in sexual offence
adjudication.
Promotes uniform judicial standards.
Strengthens trust in justice delivery system.

Concerns
Guidelines must not compromise judicial
independence.
Risk of over-standardisation of judicial reasoning.
Implementation depends on training and
monitoring.

Way Forward
Mandatory gender-sensitivity modules in judicial
training.
Periodic evaluation of judicial language in
sensitive cases.
Integration of psychologists and social workers in
trial process.
Wider legal awareness campaigns on victim rights.
Monitoring compliance through Supreme Court
oversight.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The India–AI Impact Summit 2026 in New Delhi
has renewed debate on AI governance and
data regulation.
Concerns raised regarding:

Legality of AI training on copyrighted
content.
Need for Text and Data Mining (TDM)
exceptions.

Historical struggle for accessibility rights led to
the adoption of the Marrakesh Treaty.
India amended the Copyright Act, 1957 in 2012
to expand disability and digital exceptions.
Debate now extends to whether India should
introduce a broader AI-friendly copyright
regime.

Key Points 
First modern copyright law: Statute of Anne
(1710).
Indian copyright protection period:

Life of author + 60 years.
Section 52 of Copyright Act:

Provides “fair dealing” exceptions.
Allows transient or incidental storage.
Permits accessible formats for persons
with disabilities.

India ratified Marrakesh Treaty in 2014.
AI training requires:

Web crawling.
Large-scale data copying (temporary
reproduction).

Countries with explicit TDM exceptions:
EU, Japan, Singapore.

India currently lacks explicit TDM provision.

Static Linkages 
Article 19(1)(a) – Freedom of speech and
expression (includes right to receive
information).
Article 21 – Expansive interpretation
includes dignity and meaningful access to
knowledge.
Article 41 – Assistance to disabled persons.
TRIPS Agreement – Minimum standards for
IP protection.
NITI Aayog (2018) – “AI for All” vision.
Digital Public Infrastructure (DPI) model –
India Stack precedent.

Critical Analysis
Arguments for Reform

Promotes innovation and AI startups.
Reduces legal uncertainty.
Enhances accessibility and inclusion.
Aligns with Digital India & AI leadership
goals.
Encourages open-source ecosystem.

Concerns
Potential erosion of authors’ economic
rights.
Risk of misuse by large tech corporations.
Generative AI may substitute creative
labour.
Absence of clear regulatory safeguards.

Ethical Dimension
Balance between:

Incentivising creativity.
Ensuring public access to knowledge.

Accessibility as a matter of social justice.

Way Forward
Introduce explicit Text and Data Mining
(TDM) exception.
Provide safe-harbour for non-commercial
AI training.
Promote open-licensed public datasets.
Strengthen compensation mechanisms for
creators.
Align copyright law with emerging AI
regulatory framework.
Periodic review of IP laws in light of
technological change.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

India hosted the AI Impact Summit in New
Delhi, coinciding with World Day of Social
Justice (February 20) observed by the United
Nations.
The summit emphasized a human-centred AI
framework to ensure social justice, decent
work and inclusive growth.
The International Labour Organization (ILO)
highlighted that AI is more likely to transform
jobs rather than replace them entirely.
India has emerged as one of the largest user
bases of generative AI platforms globally.
By 2030, AI could generate 3 million+ new tech
jobs in India while reshaping over 10 million
existing roles (NITI Aayog/industry
projections).

Key Points 
AI Exposure:

~25% of global workers employed in
occupations exposed to generative AI (ILO
estimates).
Exposure: ~33% in high-income countries;
~11.5% in low-income countries.

Social Protection Expansion in India:
Coverage increased from 19% (2015) to
64.3% (2025) (ILO data).
e-Shram portal: 31+ crore informal workers
registered.

Government Initiatives:
IndiaAI Mission – Indigenous AI ecosystem.
National Quantum Mission – Frontier tech
advancement.
Anusandhan National Research Foundation
– Strengthening R&D.

Union Budget 2026–27: Proposal for
“Education to Employment and Enterprise”
Standing Committee.

Labour & Legal Framework:
Social Security Code, 2020 includes gig &
platform workers.
ILO’s Decent Work Agenda (1999).

Static Linkages 
Article 38 – Promote welfare of the people.
Article 39(a) – Right to adequate livelihood.
Article 41 – Right to work, education, public
assistance.
Article 43 – Living wage and decent conditions of
work.
Directive Principles – Social & economic justice.
Digital India & Skill India Mission.
NEP 2020 – Emphasis on digital & AI skills.
Economic Survey – Technology-driven
productivity growth.

Critical Analysis 
Opportunities

AI-driven productivity growth.
Improved job matching & skilling (AI-based
platforms).
Expansion of social protection databases (e-
Shram integration).
Global leadership opportunity for India in Global
South.

Challenges
Digital divide (rural-urban, gender gaps).
Informal workforce vulnerability (90%+ of
workforce informal).
Data privacy & algorithmic bias concerns.
Skill mismatch & job polarization.
Governance lag behind technological pace.

Stakeholders
Workers (formal/informal, gig).
Employers & MSMEs.
Government (regulatory & welfare role).
International bodies (ILO, UN).

Way Forward
Institutionalise tripartite social dialogue (Govt–
Employers–Workers).
Invest in AI skilling from school to higher
education.
Strengthen digital infrastructure in rural India.
Develop AI governance aligned with
constitutional values.
Expand portability of social protection for gig
workers.
Promote public-private partnerships for AI
diffusion.

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY



KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context 

The Kolkata Bench of the National Green
Tribunal (NGT) upheld environmental and
forest clearances granted to the Great Nicobar
Island Project (GNIP).
The Tribunal observed that environmental
safeguards are in place and cited the project’s
strategic importance.
GNIP includes:

International transshipment port (Galathea
Bay)
Greenfield international airport
Township development
450 MVA gas & solar power plant

Project clearance granted under:
Environment Protection Act, 1986
Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980
Wildlife Protection Act, 1972

Concerns raised regarding:
Felling of ~9 lakh trees (approx. 130 sq. km
forest diversion)
Impact on Shompen (PVTG) and Nicobarese
tribes
Leatherback turtle nesting sites
Coral ecosystems

Key Facts 
Location: Southernmost island of India (Indira Point).
Biosphere Reserve: Great Nicobar Biosphere Reserve
(UNESCO Man & Biosphere Programme).
Tribal Communities:

Shompen – Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Group
(PVTG)
Nicobarese

Ecological Features:
Tropical evergreen forests
Endemic species
Leatherback turtle (IUCN: Vulnerable)

Strategic Relevance:
Close to Malacca Strait (global shipping chokepoint)
Part of India’s Indo-Pacific maritime strategy

Static Linkages 
Article 48A – State shall protect and improve
environment.
Article 51A(g) – Fundamental duty to protect natural
environment.
Doctrine of Sustainable Development.
Precautionary Principle (Vellore Citizens Welfare Forum
case).
Doctrine of Public Trust (MC Mehta cases).
Forest Rights Act, 2006 – Community forest resource
rights.
CRZ Notification under Environment Protection Act.
PVTG criteria – pre-agricultural technology, low
literacy, stagnant population.

Critical Analysis 
Arguments in Favour

Strategic maritime leverage near Malacca Strait.
Boost to port-led development and Blue Economy.
Employment and infrastructure in remote UT.
Strengthening India’s Indo-Pacific presence.

Concerns
Large-scale forest diversion in biodiversity-rich zone.
Threat to endemic flora & fauna.
Impact on PVTGs and tribal consent under FRA.
Disaster vulnerability (tsunami-prone zone – 2004
experience).
Limited transparency citing “strategic utility”.

Governance Concerns
Whether environmental appraisal was sufficiently
independent.
Balancing national security with environmental
democracy.
Inter-generational equity implications.

Way Forward 
Strict compliance with Forest Rights Act provisions.
Independent ecological impact reassessment.
Phased and minimal-impact development model.
Biodiversity offset and habitat restoration mechanisms.
Transparent monitoring under NGT supervision.
Disaster-resilient infrastructure planning.
Community-based participatory governance.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

April 2025 terror attack in Pahalgam disrupted
tourism in Jammu & Kashmir (J&K).
Administration closed 48 government-
approved tourist sites; reopening done in
phases.
Highlighted need for predictable closure
protocols and institutional tourism
governance.
Union Budget 2026–27 announced:

Institutional capacity building in tourism.
Development of trails and heritage sites.
Focus on ecologically sustainable mountain
trails in J&K.

Debate expanded to include community-based
environmental governance as a stabilisation
tool.

Key Developments
Closure and phased reopening of tourist sites
after security incident.
Emphasis on:

Formal trekking trails (permits, ranger
deployment, ticketing).
Emergency medical facilities.
Structured visitor management.

Proposal for paid civic roles for locals:

Trail maintenance
Waste management
Fire watch
Wildlife conflict mitigation

Tourism as economic stabiliser and youth
employment generator.
Focus on diversification beyond traditional
hotspots.

Static Linkages 
Sustainable development principle recognized in
Indian environmental jurisprudence.
Article 51A(g): Fundamental Duty to protect the
environment.
Disaster Management Act, 2005: Preparedness and
coordinated response.
Wildlife Protection Act, 1972; Forest Conservation
Act, 1980.
Panchayati Raj and decentralized governance for
local development.
Tourism sector has high employment elasticity
(Economic Survey).
Himalayas identified as ecologically fragile and
climate-vulnerable region.
Internal security challenges in border and conflict-
prone areas.

Critical Analysis 
Positives

Predictable SOPs improve investor and tourist
confidence.
Community participation reduces alienation.
Diversified tourism reduces ecological pressure.
Economic incentives counter radicalisation.
Promotes national integration.

Concerns
Over-tourism without carrying capacity assessment.
Coordination issues among security, forest and
tourism authorities.
Militarisation vs tourism perception dilemma.
Climate risks in Himalayan terrain.
Trust deficit if closures appear arbitrary.

Way Forward
Publish transparent site closure–reopening
guidelines.
Conduct scientific carrying-capacity studies.
Institutionalise revenue-sharing eco-tourism
models.
Integrate tourism into district disaster management
plans.
Skill development for youth in hospitality and eco-
guiding.
GIS-based monitoring of fragile areas.
Strengthen inter-departmental coordination in UT
administration.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Union Budget 2026–27 emphasizes:
Interdisciplinary education and STEM
expansion
Design education in eastern India
Education–employment linkage via a
proposed standing committee
Scientific infrastructure upgrades in
astronomy

Upgrade of Himalayan Chandra Telescope and
progress on National Large Optical Telescope.
Aligns with objectives of National Education
Policy 2020.
Comes amid rapid AI-led transformation of
labour markets and India’s demographic
dividend phase.

Key Points
Education is in the Concurrent List (42nd
Constitutional Amendment).
NEP 2020 target: 50% Gross Enrolment Ratio
(GER) by 2035.
Focus on:

STEM access, especially for women in Tier-
2 & Tier-3 regions.
University–industry collaboration.
Design as a strategic economic sector.

Scientific push:
Astronomy infrastructure to strengthen
indigenous research.
Public outreach via planetariums.

Linked national milestones:
Chandrayaan-3
Gaganyaan
Role of Indian Space Research
Organisation.

Key Points for Mains
1. Shift from Scale to Quality

Focus moves beyond infrastructure expansion
to:

Intellectual depth
Ethical grounding
Interdisciplinary integration

Recognizes AI reduces value of routine skills;
increases value of:

Creativity
Critical thinking
Contextual judgement

2. Education–Employment–Enterprise Nexus
Proposal for high-powered standing
committee.
Aims to reduce skill mismatch in services and
emerging tech sectors.
Supports dynamic curriculum reforms.

3. Inclusion & Gender Equity in STEM
Addresses structural barriers for women.
Diversity enhances:

Innovation output
Scientific productivity
Better policy design

4. Strategic Scientific Infrastructure
Astronomy projects strengthen:

Indigenous research capability
High-tech MSME ecosystem
Global scientific collaboration

Enhances India’s soft power in science
diplomacy.

5. Design Education as Economic Multiplier
Integrates technology + humanities + social
context.
Critical for:

Manufacturing competitiveness
Start-up ecosystem
Digital economy

Static Linkages 
Article 21A – Right to Education.
Article 46 – Promotion of educational interests
of weaker sections.
Demographic dividend window (Economic
Survey).
NITI Aayog: Innovation-driven growth model.
National Skill Development Mission.
Atmanirbhar Bharat – Technology self-reliance.
Women in Science initiatives (DST).
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Critical Analysis
Positives

Aligns education with AI-era skill requirements.
Promotes interdisciplinary learning.
Strengthens scientific sovereignty.
Encourages gender inclusion in STEM.
Moves towards innovation-driven economy.

Concerns
Implementation capacity in state universities.
Faculty shortages and research funding gaps.
Urban–rural digital divide.
Risk of over-centralization in curriculum
design.
Coordination challenges between ministries.

Way Forward
Strengthen faculty training in interdisciplinary
pedagogy.
Expand research funding through public–
private partnerships.
Institutionalize periodic labour market skill
audits.
Enhance digital infrastructure in Tier-2 & Tier-3
regions.
Integrate ethics and AI governance modules
across disciplines.
Strengthen industry internships and
apprenticeship pathways.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

The Competition Commission of India (CCI)
imposed a ₹213.14 crore penalty on WhatsApp
for its 2021 privacy policy update.
The policy mandated sharing of user data with
Meta and its affiliates as a condition for
continued service.
CCI held this as abuse of dominant position
under Section 4 of the Competition Act, 2002.
The National Company Law Appellate Tribunal
(NCLAT) upheld the penalty and opt-out
provision but removed the five-year ban on
data sharing for advertising.
The Supreme Court of India questioned the
effectiveness of the opt-out framework,
indicating deeper scrutiny of “consent” in
digital markets.
The issue arises in the backdrop of the Digital
Personal Data Protection Act, 2023.

Key Exam-Relevant Points
Competition Act, 2002:

Section 4: Prohibits abuse of dominant
position.
Dominance is not illegal per se; abuse is.
Unfair conditions and leveraging
dominance across markets are prohibited.

Nature of Abuse in Digital Markets:
“Take-it-or-leave-it” contracts.
Cross-market data combination.
Leveraging user base to strengthen
advertising dominance.

Data as Economic Asset:
Data = factor of production in digital economy.
Network effects create entry barriers.
Zero-price markets still subject to competition
law (data as non-monetary consideration).

Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023:
Consent-based framework.
Rights: access, correction, erasure.
Limitation: Does not directly address market
power.

Static Linkages 
Article 14 – Non-arbitrariness doctrine.
Article 19(1)(a) – Informational autonomy.
Article 21 – Right to Privacy (K.S. Puttaswamy
case).
Article 39(c) – Prevent concentration of wealth.
Market failure: Monopoly, information asymmetry,
network externalities.
Economic Survey: Data as a public good/resource
in digital economy.

Mains-Focused Analysis
Why It Is Significant

Integrates privacy concerns into competition law
enforcement.
Recognizes structural dominance in digital
platforms.
Moves beyond formal consent to substantive
fairness.

Issues Highlighted
Consent between dominant platform and user
may be coercive.
Data-driven market power can reduce consumer
surplus.
Regulatory overlap between CCI and Data
Protection Board.

Challenges
Balancing innovation with regulation.
Defining relevant market in digital platforms.
Assessing harm in zero-price markets.

Way Forward 
Develop ex-ante rules for systemically significant
digital intermediaries.
Strengthen interoperability and data portability.
Institutional coordination between CCI and Data
Protection Board.
Build technical capacity in algorithmic regulation.
Promote competitive digital public infrastructure
(e.g., open network models).
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Debate around recommendations of the 16th
Finance Commission (FC) regarding fiscal
federal balance.
Retention of 41% vertical devolution of
divisible pool to States (continuity from 15th
FC).
Concerns raised over:

Rising share of cesses and surcharges (not
shareable with States).
Marginal changes in horizontal distribution.
Limited weight to performance-based
criteria.

Broader issue: Nature of fiscal federalism and
Centre–State financial relations.

Key Facts 
Article 280 – Finance Commission constituted
every 5 years by the President.
Article 270 – Taxes distributed between Union
and States.
Article 271 – Parliament may levy surcharge for
Union purposes (not shareable).
Divisible Pool – Net proceeds of taxes
shareable with States.
Vertical Devolution – Share of States in Union
tax revenue.
Horizontal Devolution – Distribution among
States.

Trends (as per Union Budget & PRS analysis)
States’ share: 42% (14th FC) → 41% (15th FC,
adjusted after J&K reorganisation) → continued by
16th FC.
Share of cesses & surcharges in gross tax revenue
has increased over the last decade.
Cesses are not part of the divisible pool.

Core Issues for Mains
1. Shrinking Divisible Pool

Growth in cess and surcharge reduces effective
devolution.
Even with 41% share, actual transfer relative to
gross tax revenue may be lower.

2. Equity vs Efficiency
Population-based criteria favour larger/poorer
States.
Southern States argue:

Penalisation for successful population control.
Historical higher share under earlier FCs.

3. Performance Incentives
Inclusion of GSDP aims to reward contribution.
Removal/reduction of “tax effort” weakens
incentive for revenue mobilisation.

4. Fiscal Discipline
States bear major expenditure responsibilities:

Health, education, agriculture, infrastructure.
Reduced fiscal space affects compliance with FRBM
targets.

Static Concepts 
Vertical Fiscal Imbalance.
Horizontal Fiscal Imbalance.
Income Distance Criterion.
Cooperative Federalism.
Competitive Federalism.
Principle of Subsidiarity.
FRBM Act – Fiscal deficit and debt targets.
Grants-in-aid under Article 275.

Critical Analysis 
Positives

Continuity in 41% share ensures predictability.
Recognition of economic contribution through
GSDP.
Supports poorer states via equity-based formula.

Concerns
Rising non-shareable taxes undermine spirit of
federalism.
Perception of centralisation.
Weak performance incentives.
Tension between demographic justice and fiscal
justice.

Way Forward 
Rationalise cess and surcharge usage.
Strengthen performance-linked criteria (tax effort,
HDI improvements).
Increase transparency in devolution formula.
Strengthen Inter-State Council & GST Council as
cooperative forums.
Promote outcome-based fiscal incentives.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Prime Minister Narendra Modi and French
President Emmanuel Macron held bilateral
talks to deepen the India–France strategic
partnership.
India’s Defence Acquisition Council cleared the
proposal to procure 114 Rafale fighter aircraft
from France.
Discussions focused on defence, Artificial
Intelligence (AI), Indo-Pacific cooperation,
nuclear energy, climate action, and critical
technologies.
The engagement aligns with the long-term
Horizon 2047 Roadmap and reflects shared
commitment to strategic autonomy and a
multipolar world order.

Key Points
Defence Cooperation

36 Rafale aircraft already inducted into the
Indian Air Force.
26 Rafale Marine aircraft to be inducted into
the Indian Navy.
114 additional Rafale jets cleared for
procurement.
Defence Acquisition Council functions under
the Ministry of Defence.

Indo-Pacific Engagement
France is a resident Indo-Pacific power due to
its overseas territories in the Indian Ocean.
Both countries support a rules-based
international order in the Indo-Pacific.

Cooperation in maritime security and joint naval
exercises.

Technology and Strategic Sectors
Collaboration in AI and emerging technologies.
Civil nuclear cooperation.
Space cooperation (ISRO–CNES partnership).
India and France are founding members of the
International Solar Alliance.

Strategic Dimension
Strategic partnership established in 1998.
Focus on diversification of defence imports.
France supports India’s strategic autonomy in
foreign policy.

Static Linkages 
Evolution from Non-Alignment to Strategic
Autonomy.
Role and structure of the Defence Acquisition
Council.
Indo-Pacific Oceans Initiative (IPOI).
International Solar Alliance objectives.
Civil Nuclear Liability Act, 2010.
Concept of multipolarity in international relations.
Atmanirbhar Bharat in defence manufacturing.

Critical Analysis
Advantages

Strengthens India’s air and maritime combat
capability.
Reduces overdependence on a single defence
supplier.
Enhances India’s Indo-Pacific presence.
Promotes technology transfer and joint
manufacturing.
Strengthens India’s engagement with Europe.

Challenges
High financial cost of large-scale defence imports.
Uncertainty regarding depth of technology
transfer.
Managing geopolitical balance among major
powers.
Ensuring long-term domestic capacity building.

Way Forward
Ensure maximum technology transfer and local
manufacturing.
Deepen joint R&D in AI, defence technology, and
green energy.
Institutionalize maritime cooperation in the Indo-
Pacific.
Leverage the partnership to strengthen India–EU
strategic ties.
Build resilient supply chains in critical minerals
and semiconductors.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Supreme Court has constituted a nine-
judge Constitution Bench to hear review
petitions against its 2018 judgment allowing
entry of women of all ages into the Sabarimala
temple.
The 2018 verdict (4:1 majority) struck down
Rule 3(b) of the Kerala Hindu Places of Public
Worship (Authorisation of Entry) Rules, 1965.
The case involves interpretation of Articles 14,
15, 25 and 26 and the scope of the Essential
Religious Practices (ERP) doctrine.
In 2020, a larger bench framed constitutional
questions relating to:

Judicial review in religious matters
Balance between equality and religious
freedom
Scope of constitutional morality

Key Points
Article 14 – Equality before law.
Article 15(1) – Prohibition of discrimination on
grounds of religion, race, caste, sex or place of
birth.
Article 25(1) – Freedom of conscience and free
profession, practice and propagation of
religion (subject to public order, morality and
health).
Article 26 – Freedom to manage religious
affairs (for religious denominations).
Article 32 – Right to Constitutional Remedies.
Essential Religious Practices Doctrine –
Originated in Shirur Mutt Case (1954).
Review petitions are heard under Article 137
(Power of SC to review its judgments).
Constitutional Bench – Minimum five judges
under Article 145(3).

Key Issues 
Whether exclusion of women violates
fundamental rights.
Whether Sabarimala constitutes a separate
religious denomination.

Scope and limits of the Essential
Religious Practices test.
Whether courts should decide what is
“essential” to a religion.
Concept of constitutional morality vs.
social/religious morality.

Static Constitutional Linkages
Doctrine of Judicial Review – Part of
Basic Structure (Kesavananda Bharati).
Constitutional Morality – Emphasized in
Navtej Singh Johar (2018).
Denominational Rights – Protected under
Article 26.
Social Reform Clause – Article 25(2)(b)
allows state intervention for social
welfare and reform.
Abolition of Untouchability – Article 17
(broader equality context).

Critical Analysis 
Arguments Supporting Entry

Promotes substantive equality.
Aligns with transformative
constitutionalism.
Ensures non-discrimination on grounds
of sex.
Reinforces judicial duty to protect
fundamental rights.

Arguments Opposing Entry
May infringe denominational autonomy
under Article 26.
Courts deciding religious essentials may
violate separation of powers.
Faith-based practices claim protection
under Article 25.

Broader Constitutional Tension
Equality vs Religious Freedom.
Individual rights vs Group rights.
Judicial Activism vs Judicial Restraint.

Way Forward 
Clarify scope of Essential Religious
Practices doctrine.
Develop objective standards for
identifying denominational status.
Strengthen dialogue between judiciary
and religious institutions.
Promote gender justice through
constitutional literacy and social reform.
Ensure peaceful implementation
respecting public order.

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY


