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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

India has deferred signing the trade deal with
the U.S. pending clarity on the U.S. global tariff
structure (“tariff architecture”).
Triggered by:

U.S. Supreme Court (Feb 2026) striking
down tariffs under IEEPA.
Imposition of 10% temporary tariffs under
Section 122, Trade Act 1974 (valid for 150
days).
Launch of Section 301 investigations into
trade partners.

Earlier, India–U.S. had agreed on a trade
framework (Feb 2026).

Key Points
India seeks comparative tariff advantage over
competing countries.
Proposed 18% tariff on Indian goods may
change depending on tariffs imposed on
others.
Section 122 (Trade Act, 1974) → Temporary
tariffs (≤150 days).
Section 301 → Allows U.S. to impose tariffs
after investigating unfair trade practices.
IEEPA tariffs invalidated → earlier reciprocal
tariffs withdrawn.
U.S. removed 25% additional tariffs on Indian
exports linked to Russian oil (Feb 2026).
India continues increased imports of
discounted Russian oil.

Static Linkages
Comparative Advantage (David Ricardo) →
Basis of trade negotiations.
WTO MFN principle → Non-discriminatory
tariffs.
Tariffs vs Non-tariff barriers in trade policy.
Balance of Payments (BoP) and trade deficits.
FTAs → Reduce tariffs and enhance market
access.

Critical Analysis
Positives

Ensures better bargaining position
Protects domestic industry
Focus on relative competitiveness

Challenges
Delay in agreement may affect exports
Exposure to U.S. protectionist policies
Geopolitical linkage (Russian oil) complicates
trade

Way Forward
Finalise deal based on comparative tariff
advantage
Diversify export markets
Strengthen domestic manufacturing (PLI)
Ensure WTO-compliant trade strategy
Balance strategic autonomy with economic
interests
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Indian Navy escorted Indian-flagged merchant
vessels (Shivalik, Nanda Devi, Jag Laadki)
through Strait of Hormuz–Gulf of Oman region.
Deployment under Operation Sankalp (2019)
due to rising maritime threats (attacks near
Fujairah, Gulf tensions).
~22 Indian ships remain stranded in high-risk
zone west of Hormuz.

Key Points
Operation Sankalp:

Launched: June 2019
Objective: सुरक्षा of Sea Lines of
Communication (SLOCs) & Indian shipping
Activities: Escort, surveillance, presence
missions

Strategic Importance:
Strait of Hormuz: ~20% global oil trade
passes
India imports ~80–85% crude oil (major
share via this route)

Recent Developments:
Attack near Fujairah oil terminal highlights
vulnerability
LPG cargo escorted (~92,000 tonnes)
safely to Indian ports
Govt ensured priority berthing & supply
continuity

Energy Security:
LPG supply stable domestically
Domestic production ↑ ~36% (govt data)

Static Points
Strait of Hormuz: connects Persian Gulf–Gulf
of Oman–Arabian Sea
UNCLOS (1982) → right of transit passage

Concept of SLOC security in maritime strategy
India’s doctrine: Freedom of Navigation
Strategic Petroleum Reserves (SPR) for energy
security

Critical Analysis
Positives

Ensures uninterrupted energy supply
Enhances India’s role as net security provider
in IOR
Protects Indian seafarers & trade

Challenges
Risk of regional escalation
High operational cost for Navy
Continued dependence on West Asia
Diplomatic balancing (US–Iran–Gulf)

Way Forward
Diversify energy sources (renewables,
alternate suppliers)
Expand Strategic Petroleum Reserves
Strengthen naval capabilities & MDA
Promote regional maritime cooperation
Develop alternate corridors (e.g., INSTC)
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Punjab Economic Survey 2025–26 highlights
increasing migration of youth.
Migration driven by pull factors (abroad
opportunities) and push factors (domestic
distress).
Experts describe it as “distress migration”
reflecting structural economic issues.

Key Points
Unemployment & Skill Mismatch:

1.22 lakh unemployed registered (2025)
58% unskilled, 42% skilled → mismatch with
job market

Agricultural Stagnation:
Plateau in growth → reduced employment
absorption

Declining Investment:
Falling Gross Fixed Capital Formation
(GFCF) since 1980s

Low Employment Elasticity:
Growth not translating into jobs

Governance Issues:
Corruption, weak administration

Social Factors:
Drug abuse, insecurity

Migration Trend:
Increasing among youth and farmer
families

Static Linkages
Push–Pull Theory of Migration
Disguised Unemployment (Agriculture)
Employment Elasticity of Growth
Structural Transformation (Lewis Model)
Human Capital Flight (Brain Drain vs Brain
Gain)
Role of Capital Formation in Growth

Critical Analysis
Issues:

Brain drain of skilled youth
Distress-driven migration (not aspirational)
Weak industrial base
Agricultural crisis
Social consequences (illegal migration,
exploitation)

Limited Positives:
Remittances inflow
Global exposure

Way Forward
Diversify economy (MSMEs, manufacturing)
Skill alignment with market demand
Increase investment (improve GFCF)
Agricultural diversification
Improve governance & reduce corruption
Promote safe and legal migration
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Archaeological Survey of India approved
excavations at 8 sites in Tamil Nadu.
Includes 11th phase of Keeladi excavation
(Sivaganga district).
Permission granted under Ancient Monuments
and Archaeological Sites and Remains Rules,
1959.
Proposal submitted by Tamil Nadu State
Department of Archaeology in July 2025.
Delay raised concerns as excavation season:
Jan–July.

Key Points
Sites approved:

Keeladi (Sivaganga)
Pattinamarudhur (Thoothukudi)
Karivalamvanthanallur (Tenkasi)
Manikollai (Cuddalore)
Adichanur (Villupuram)
Vellalore (Coimbatore)
Telunganur-Mangadu (Salem)
Nagapattinam

Keeladi significance:
Evidence of urban settlement (brick
structures, drainage)
Discovery of Tamil-Brahmi inscriptions →
early literacy
Linked to Sangam Age (300 BCE–300 CE)

Coastal sites (e.g., Nagapattinam):
Indicate maritime trade (Roman &
Southeast Asia links)

Approval based on expert committee
recommendation

Static Points
AMASR Act, 1958:

Governs protection of monuments/sites of
national importance

AMASR Rules, 1959:
Regulate excavation permissions

Tamil-Brahmi script:
Earliest script in South India

Sangam Age:
Early historic period with urbanization &
trade networks

Archaeology helps reconstruct proto-historic
and early historic phases

Critical Analysis
Positives

Strengthens evidence-based history of South
India
Promotes cultural heritage & tourism
Expands understanding of non-Gangetic
urbanization

Issues
Delay in approvals affects excavation cycles
Limited funding & technical capacity
Risk of politicisation of findings

Way Forward
Time-bound clearance system for excavations
Enhance Centre–State coordination
Use advanced techniques (DNA, carbon dating,
GIS)
Develop site museums & digital record
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

S. Jaishankar visited Brussels; interacted with
EU leadership.
Met Ursula von der Leyen and EU Foreign
Ministers.
Discussions on West Asia tensions, Ukraine
conflict, India–EU trade deal, energy security.
India coordinated with Iran for safe passage of
ships through Strait of Hormuz.

Key Points
India–EU strategic partnership (since 2004);
Trade & Technology Council (2022).
EU = one of India’s largest trading partners
(~€120+ billion trade).
Focus areas: trade, investment, technology,
mobility, defence.
Strait of Hormuz → ~20–25% of global oil transit
(critical for India’s imports).
EU exploring options to ensure maritime
security.
India’s Iran engagement based on case-by-case
approach (no formal arrangement).
Evacuation of ~550 Indians → diaspora
protection capacity.

Static Linkages
Strategic autonomy in India’s foreign policy.
UNCLOS → freedom of navigation.
Energy security → diversification of supply
sources.
Importance of Gulf region for India (oil +
diaspora).

Critical Analysis
Pros

Strengthens India–EU cooperation in a
multipolar world.
Enhances energy security coordination.
Boosts trade and technology partnerships.

Cons / Challenges
Divergence on Russia–Ukraine issue.
Dependence on unstable West Asia region.
Delays in finalising India–EU FTA.

Way Forward
Fast-track India–EU FTA negotiations.
Diversify energy imports (renewables,
alternate routes).
Strengthen maritime security cooperation.
Enhance diplomatic engagement in West Asia.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Feb 28, 2026: War begins with U.S.-Israel
strikes on Iran (killing Ayatollah Ali Khamenei).
March 4, 2026: U.S. sinks Iranian warship IRIS
Dena near Sri Lanka.
Spillover to South Asia:

Disruption of trade, fuel, food, fertilizers
Threat to diaspora & seafarers

~25 million South Asians in West Asia (~10
million Indians).
Indians ≈ 15% of global seafarers (risk near
Strait of Hormuz).

Key Points
Strait of Hormuz: ~20% global oil trade; Iran
has weaponised access.
India’s response:

Delay in outreach to Iran
No direct criticism of U.S.-Israel;
condemned Iran’s retaliation

Regional reactions:
Bangladesh, Pakistan, Sri Lanka →
condolences to Iran
Maldives → neutral
ASEAN → criticised U.S.-Israel

Maritime role:
Indian Navy escorted ships & aided rescue
(IRIS Dena)
No formal condolences to Iranian sailors

Economic impact:
Oil price rise → inflation
Fertilizer, food, remittance disruptions

Regional pressure:
Fuel requests from Bangladesh, Sri
Lanka, Maldives

Geopolitics:
U.S. unilateral action challenges India’s
net security provider role
Contradiction with QUAD principles

Static Linkages
India imports ~85% crude oil
Strategic autonomy, balance of power
SLOCs importance
Diaspora & remittances
SAGAR doctrine
QUAD, BRICS, IORA

Critical Analysis
Positives

Strong ties with U.S.-Israel
Naval assistance & regional role

Concerns
Perceived policy imbalance
Risk to Iran ties (Chabahar)
Weak regional alignment
Energy & food security risks
Undermines neutral mediator role

Way Forward
Restore balanced diplomacy
Diversify energy sources
Strengthen IORA, CSC, IFC-IOR
Protect diaspora
Support neighbours (fuel, trade)
Use QUAD & BRICS for stability
Reinforce maritime leadership
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The 30th UN Climate Change Conference
(COP30) held in Belém, Brazil (Nov 2025)
focused strongly on tropical forest
conservation.
Brazil launched the Tropical Forest Forever
Facility (TFFF) as a global financing mechanism
for forest protection.
The initiative reflects a shift from “pledge-
based conservation” → “performance-based
financing.”
Comes amid concerns of Amazon rainforest
degradation, with scientific warnings about
reaching a tipping point (IPCC reports).
Linked to global commitments under Paris
Agreement and Global Biodiversity Framework
(Kunming-Montreal, 2022).

Key Points
Nature of TFFF

Rewards countries for maintaining standing
forests, not just reducing deforestation.
Structured as an investment fund (not pure
aid) → generates returns.

Funding
Initial commitments: $5.5 billion+
Major contributor: Norway ($3 billion).

Inclusion Component
At least 20% funds reserved for Indigenous
Peoples & Local Communities (IPLCs).
Over 400 community leaders consulted
(Rainforest Foundation US).

Governance Concerns
Indigenous groups lack voting rights in core
governing bodies.

Criticism
Global Forest Coalition (GFC) termed it
“colonialistic.”
Concerns over:

Market-based approach

Ignoring root causes: agribusiness, mining,
infrastructure

Payment Issues
Proposed rate: ~$4/hectare (criticized as
inadequate).

Support Mechanisms
Digital platform launched with:

UNDP, FAO, WWF, GATC
Focus: capacity building & access facilitation

Parallel Initiative
Forest and Climate Leaders’ Partnership (FCLP):

$1.8 billion pledge (2026–2030) for land
tenure & community rights.

Static Linkages
Forests act as carbon sinks (NCERT Geography –
carbon cycle).
IPCC: Tropical forests critical for limiting warming to
1.5°C.
Forest Rights Act, 2006 (India): Recognizes
community forest rights.
Article 21: Right to life includes healthy
environment (SC judgments).
CBD (1992): Emphasizes in-situ conservation &
indigenous participation.
REDD+ mechanism: Payment for reducing emissions
from deforestation.
Sustainable Development Goals (SDG 13 & 15).

Critical Analysis
Positives

Shift from deforestation control → holistic forest
conservation.
Recognizes role of indigenous communities in
ecosystem stewardship.
Moves toward sustainable finance model (long-term
viability).
Encourages global burden-sharing.

Concerns
Power asymmetry:

Indigenous communities lack real decision-
making authority.

Market-driven approach:
Risks commodification of forests.

Leakages & elite capture:
Funds may be absorbed by national
governments/intermediaries.

Inadequate valuation:
$4/hectare undervalues ecosystem services.

Ignores structural drivers:
Agribusiness expansion, mining, infrastructure

Way Forward
Ensure voting rights for indigenous communities.
Strengthen local governance & transparency
mechanisms.
Increase valuation of ecosystem services.
Align finance with land tenure security.
Regulate agribusiness & extractive industries.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Supreme Court allowed withdrawal of life
support (including artificial nutrition &
hydration) for a patient in Persistent
Vegetative State (PVS) for 12+ years.
Reaffirmed that Right to Life (Article 21)
includes Right to Die with Dignity.
Strengthens earlier judgments on passive
euthanasia and living will.

Key Points
Passive euthanasia permitted:
Withdrawal/withholding of life-sustaining
treatment under safeguards.
Active euthanasia illegal in India.
Living Will valid: Individuals can decide future
medical treatment if incapacitated.
Dignity principle: Artificial prolongation of life
may violate dignity.
Applies to terminally ill, brain-dead, or PVS
patients.
Courts filling gap due to absence of specific
legislation.

Important Judgments 
1996 – Gian Kaur Case: No fundamental right
to die.
2011 – Aruna Shanbaug Case: Allowed passive
euthanasia with guidelines.
2018 – Common Cause Case: Recognized living
will + right to die with dignity.
2026 – Present Case: Expanded practical
applicability; simplified withdrawal process.

Static Linkages
Article 21 – Life includes dignity.
Difference: Active vs Passive euthanasia.
Doctrine of informed consent.
Ethical principles: Autonomy, Beneficence,
Non-maleficence.
Role of judiciary in policy vacuum.

Critical Analysis
Pros

Upholds human dignity.
Provides clarity for doctors & families.
Encourages patient autonomy (living will).

Cons
Risk of misuse/coercion.
No comprehensive law yet.
Ethical dilemma for medical professionals.
Low awareness of living wills.

Way Forward
Enact comprehensive euthanasia law.
Promote living will awareness.
Strengthen palliative care.
Ensure strict safeguards & medical boards.
Create standard national guidelines.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

War began on 28 February 2026 between Iran,
Israel, and the United States.
Israel launched strikes targeting Iran’s nuclear
and military infrastructure.
The U.S. supported militarily but lacked clarity
on long-term objectives.
Iran retaliated by expanding conflict to the
Gulf region and Strait of Hormuz.
Leadership transition: Mojtaba Khamenei
appointed Supreme Leader after the death of
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei.

Key Points
Iran’s Core Strategy: Regime survival is the top
priority since 1979 Revolution.
IRGC Role:

Parallel force to regular army
Protects ideological regime, not just
borders

Israel’s Objective: Regime change in Iran
(eliminate Islamic Republic).
U.S. Objective: Unclear; oscillates between:

Nuclear disarmament
Regime change
Negotiated settlement

Strategic Divergence:
Israel → Regime change
U.S. → Limited military + diplomatic
flexibility

Iran’s Response Strategy:
Expand war geographically
Target Gulf states
Disrupt Strait of Hormuz (≈20% global oil
trade)

Outcome Dynamics:
Limited war → Iran rebuilds capacity
Regime change attempt → prolonged
instability

Static Linkages
Balance of Power in West Asia
Deterrence & Asymmetric Warfare
Strategic importance of Strait of Hormuz
Proxy warfare (Hezbollah, Hamas)
Energy security & global oil supply chains
Sovereignty vs external intervention

Critical Analysis
Positives (Iran Strategy)

Clear doctrine: survival-first
Strong institutional backing (IRGC)
Strategic use of geography

Concerns
Economic strain due to sanctions
Escalation risk → regional war
Internal instability

Israel
Clear objective (regime change)
Risk of prolonged conflict

U.S.
Policy inconsistency
Weak strategic clarity

Way Forward
Diplomatic resolution via multilateral
platforms
Revival of nuclear negotiations (JCPOA-type
framework)
De-escalation in Gulf region
Ensuring stability of energy supply chains
India: maintain strategic neutrality + energy
diversification
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Government mandated that from March 15,
2026, all films released in India must include:

Audio Description (AD) for visually
impaired
Same Language Subtitles (SLS) for hearing
impaired

Based on Guidelines of Accessibility Standards
(2024) by Ministry of Information &
Broadcasting.
Legal basis: Section 42, RPwD Act, 2016.
Triggered by Delhi High Court (2023) case on
lack of accessibility in films.

Key Points
Mandatory accessibility for all new films from
2026.
Already required for:

National Award eligibility
Multilingual films

Technology:
Mobile apps sync with movie audio to
deliver AD & captions.

OTT platforms:
Given phased compliance (up to 3 years).

Beneficiaries:
~2.68 crore PwDs (Census 2011).

Ministry of I&B responsible for
implementation.

Static Linkages
Article 14 – Equality before law
Article 21 – Right to dignity
Article 41 – Assistance to disabled
UNCRPD – Rights of persons with disabilities
Inclusive development & social justice
Role of assistive technology

Critical Analysis
Positives

Promotes inclusive access to culture
Strengthens rights-based framework
Aligns with global conventions (UNCRPD)
Encourages assistive tech innovation

Challenges
Compliance cost for film industry
Lack of trained professionals
Weak enforcement mechanism
OTT delay reduces effectiveness
Digital divide (smartphone dependency)

Way Forward
Subsidies/incentives for accessible filmmaking
Standardisation of accessibility norms
Faster OTT compliance
Skill development in accessibility services
Strong monitoring & enforcement
Awareness among stakeholders
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Ministry of Statistics and Programme
Implementation released a new GDP series
with a revised base year (2022–23).
India periodically revises GDP base years
(earlier: 2011–12, 2004–05, 1999–2000).
Concerns have emerged over rising “statistical
discrepancies” in GDP estimates.
Despite overall GDP growth (~7%), core
components (consumption, investment,
government spending) show lower growth.
Discrepancies have surged to ₹4.9 lakh crore
(FY26), raising questions on data reliability.

Key Points
GDP Definition: Total market value of all final
goods and services produced within a country.
Base Year Revision:

Reflects structural economic changes.
Updates price indices, sector weights, and
methodologies.

Two Approaches to GDP:
Production (GVA): Measures value added
across sectors.
Expenditure (GDP): Sum of consumption,
investment, government spending, net
exports.

Identity:
GDP = GVA + Net Indirect Taxes
Discrepancies:

Arise due to data gaps, especially in
expenditure estimates.
Ideally should be <2% of GDP (as per
experts like Pronab Sen).

Current Trend:
Discrepancies sharply rising in recent
years.

Increase more visible in real GDP (inflation-
adjusted) than nominal GDP.

Deflator Issue:
Real GDP depends on price deflators.
Poor-quality inflation data leads to measurement
errors.
MoSPI increased deflators from 180 → 600+ to
improve accuracy.

Static Linkages
National income accounting uses three methods:
production, income, expenditure.
Base year revision ensures constant price
comparisons and removes distortions.
Private Final Consumption Expenditure (PFCE) ≈
largest GDP component (~60%).
Gross Fixed Capital Formation (GFCF) reflects
investment and economic capacity.
Inflation measurement via GDP deflator vs CPI/WPI
differences.
Statistical systems guided by UN System of National
Accounts (SNA).

Critical Analysis
Positives

Base year revision improves accuracy and relevance.
Use of more deflators (600+) enhances sectoral
precision.
Aligns with international statistical standards (SNA).

Concerns
Rising discrepancies undermine credibility of GDP
data.
Weak expenditure data (especially informal sector)
creates measurement gaps.
Divergence between real and nominal GDP raises
inflation doubts.
Over-reliance on production-side estimates biases
results.

Stakeholder Perspective
Government: Emphasizes improved methodology and
future revisions.
Economists: Concerned about data transparency and
reliability.
Investors/Markets: Depend on accurate GDP for
policy and investment decisions.

Key Challenges
Capturing informal sector activity.
Improving timeliness and quality of data collection.
Ensuring robust inflation measurement (deflators).

Way Forward
Strengthen real-time data collection systems (GST,
digital payments integration).
Improve survey coverage of informal sector.
Enhance transparency in methodology and revisions.
Regular audit of statistical systems by independent
bodies.
Better coordination between MoSPI, RBI, and other
agencies.
Invest in data infrastructure and statistical capacity
building.
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