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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Iran has rejected a U.S.-backed ceasefire
proposal amid ongoing conflict with Israel.
The conflict reportedly escalated after the
assassination of Ali Khamenei (as per Iranian
claims), triggering retaliatory attacks.
The U.S. proposal included:

Sanctions relief
Rollback of Iran’s nuclear and missile
programmes
Reopening of the Strait of Hormuz

Iran instead proposed its own peace
conditions, emphasizing sovereignty and
reparations.
Missile exchanges continue between Iran and
Israel, with possible U.S. troop deployment in
West Asia.

Key Points
Iran’s Five Conditions for Peace:Complete halt
to military aggression and targeted
assassinations
Binding mechanisms to prevent future attacks
War reparations
End to multi-front conflict (including proxies)
Recognition of Iran’s sovereignty over the
Strait of Hormuz
Strategic Developments:Iran launched missile
attacks on Israel and U.S. bases in the Persian
Gulf
Israel targeted Iranian military infrastructure in
Isfahan
U.S. considering deployment of the 82nd
Airborne Division

Diplomatic Tensions:Iran denies ongoing
negotiations despite U.S. claims
Pakistan reportedly acted as an intermediary
for U.S. proposals
Statements from Donald Trump suggest
optimism, but lack clarity

Static Linkages
Strait of Hormuz handles ~20% of global oil
trade → critical chokepoint
Freedom of navigation under UNCLOS (1982)
vs coastal state control
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT): Iran is
a signatory, Israel is not
Concept of deterrence and proxy warfare in
international relations
Role of sanctions in global diplomacy (UN, U.S.
unilateral sanctions)
West Asia as a geopolitically volatile region due
to energy and religious factors

Critical Analysis 
Escalation Risk: Regional conflict may expand
into a wider West Asian war
Energy Shock: Disruption in Hormuz can spike
oil prices → inflationary pressure globally
Legal Issues: Iran’s claim over Strait conflicts
with international maritime law
Diplomatic Breakdown: Weakening of nuclear
deal frameworks (e.g., JCPOA-type
arrangements)
India’s Concern: High dependence on West
Asian oil + diaspora safety

Way Forward 
Revive nuclear diplomacy through multilateral
negotiations
Ensure freedom of navigation under UNCLOS
norms
Promote de-escalation via neutral mediators
(UN, middle powers)
Diversify energy imports (strategic reserves,
renewables)
Strengthen global non-proliferation
mechanisms
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar
defended India’s diplomatic stance amid
escalating tensions involving Iran, United
States, and Israel.
Remarks came during an all-party meeting
chaired by Rajnath Singh.
Opposition questioned:

India’s “silence” on U.S.-Israel strikes on
Iran
Alleged mediatory role of Pakistan

Government highlighted:
Strategic petroleum reserves (~74 days)
Safe passage of Indian ships via Strait of
Hormuz

India emphasized maintaining a balanced
diplomatic position due to its stakes in the
region.

Key Points
India follows strategic autonomy in foreign
policy.
Around 1 crore Indians reside in West Asia →
major source of remittances (RBI data).
Energy Security:

India imports ~85% of crude oil (Economic
Survey).
West Asia accounts for a major share of
imports.

Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR):
Capacity ~74 days (including commercial
stocks).
Managed by Indian Strategic Petroleum
Reserves Ltd (ISPRL).

Strait of Hormuz significance:
Handles ~20% of global oil trade (IEA
estimates).

India maintains ties with:
U.S. → largest trading partner
Israel → technology & defence cooperation
Iran → connectivity (Chabahar Port), energy

India continued importing discounted Russian
oil despite sanctions.

Static Linkages
Principle of Non-Alignment → evolved into
Strategic Autonomy
Energy security as a core component of
national security
Diaspora diplomacy as a tool of foreign policy
Sea lanes of communication (SLOCs) critical
for trade
Sanctions in international relations and
sovereignty debates
Role of Parliamentary accountability in foreign
policy discussions

Critical Analysis 
Advantages of India’s Approach

Ensures multi-alignment flexibility
Protects energy and economic interests
Avoids entanglement in conflicts
Enhances role as a neutral actor

Challenges
Perception of strategic ambiguity
Dependence on unstable region
Oil price shocks → inflation
Pressure from competing global powers

Way Forward 
Diversify crude import sources
Expand SPR capacity
Accelerate renewable energy transition
Strengthen maritime security
Institutionalize diaspora protection
mechanisms
Continue issue-based alignment
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

India has updated its Nationally Determined
Contributions (NDCs) under the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change.
As a signatory to the Paris Agreement, India
was required to submit an updated NDC in
2025.
The new targets extend commitments up to
2035, building upon the earlier 2030 goals
submitted in August 2022.
Announcement follows global discussions
during Conference of Parties (CoP) and
outcomes of the Global Stocktake (GST).

Key Points
New Targets (by 2035):60% of installed
electricity capacity from non-fossil fuel
sources
47% reduction in emissions intensity of GDP
(from 2005 levels)
Creation of carbon sink of 3.5–4 billion tonnes
CO₂ equivalent
Existing Targets (by 2030):50% installed
capacity from non-fossil sources
44% reduction in emissions intensity
Carbon sink of 2.5–3 billion tonnes
Current Status:~52% installed capacity already
non-fossil (ahead of 2030 target)
Only ~25% actual electricity generation is non-
fossil
Emissions intensity reduced by ~36% (2005–
2020)
Carbon sink created: ~1.97 billion tonnes
(2005–2019)
Forest cover: ~24.6% (below 33% policy goal)
Guiding Principles:CBDR-RC (Common but
Differentiated Responsibilities and Respective
Capabilities)

Equity and climate justice
Balance between developmental needs and
climate commitments

Static Linkages
India’s climate commitments are voluntary and
nationally determined (bottom-up approach).
Emissions intensity = emissions per unit of GDP
(not absolute emissions).
Carbon sink mainly achieved through
afforestation (Green India Mission).
Energy mix diversification: solar, wind, hydro,
nuclear, biomass.
Constitutional backing:

Article 48A – Protection of environment
Article 51A(g) – Fundamental duty of
citizens

Critical Analysis
Pros:

Early achievement of 2030 targets
Enhances energy security
Leadership role of Global South

Challenges:
Gap: installed capacity vs actual generation
Renewable intermittency
Land & transmission constraints
Climate finance dependency
Forest cover below 33% target

Way Forward
Grid modernization & storage systems
Scale up green hydrogen
Increase afforestation
Improve energy efficiency
Strengthen climate finance mechanisms
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

A recent study by IIT Gandhinagar, published
in Earth’s Future, highlights declining
streamflow trends in the Cauvery basin
despite projected increases in rainfall due to
global warming.
The study projects a ~3.5% decline in Cauvery
river flows (2026–2050).
This contrasts with most major Indian rivers
(Ganga, Indus, Brahmaputra, etc.), which are
expected to witness increased flows and flood
risks.
The findings gain significance due to the long-
standing Cauvery water dispute between
Karnataka and Tamil Nadu.

Key Points
Historical Decline:

Cauvery streamflow declined by ~28%
(1951–2012) based on observed data
(Kollegal station).

Future Projections:
Near-term decline (~3.5%) in Cauvery basin
flows.
Other rivers likely to see increases:

Indus: ~25%
Ganga: ~8%
Krishna: ~16%

Methodology Innovation:
Use of “constrained modelling” (filtering
reliable CMIP6 models).
Only 8 out of 22 climate models accurately
captured Indian monsoon seasonality.

Key Insight:
Even with increased rainfall due to warming, Cauvery
basin may not benefit → suggests regional variability in
climate impacts.

Water Conflict Dimension:
CWDT (1990–2007) → allocated 740 TMC (normal
year).
2018 SC verdict:

Tamil Nadu: 404.25 TMC
Karnataka: 284.75 TMC

Recent (2023) disputes show continued inter-state
tensions during deficit rainfall years.

Policy Implication:
Suggested need for river interlinking projects (e.g.,
Godavari–Cauvery link).

Static Linkages
India’s rivers are classified into Himalayan (perennial) and
Peninsular (rain-fed) systems.
Peninsular rivers like Cauvery are more dependent on
monsoon rainfall → higher variability.
Article 262: Parliament empowered to adjudicate inter-
state water disputes.
Inter-State River Water Disputes Act, 1956 governs
tribunals.
Monsoon variability linked to factors like ENSO, IOD, and
climate change.
River interlinking part of National Perspective Plan (1980).

Critical Analysis
Positives

Use of observational constraints improves reliability over
raw climate models.
Highlights regional disparities in climate impacts, aiding
better policy targeting.
Draws attention to future water stress hotspots.

Concerns
Model-based projections → uncertainty remains.
Declining flows may intensify interstate conflicts.
River interlinking raises:

Ecological concerns (biodiversity loss)
High economic costs

Over-reliance on supply-side solutions vs demand
management.

Stakeholder Issues
Farmers: irrigation insecurity
States: political tensions
Environment: ecosystem flow disruption
Urban areas: rising water demand (e.g., Bengaluru,
Chennai)

Way Forward
Integrated River Basin Management (IRBM) approach
Improve water-use efficiency (micro-irrigation, crop
diversification)
Strengthen real-time hydrological data sharing between
states
Promote rainwater harvesting & groundwater recharge
Reassess river interlinking projects with environmental
safeguards
Enhance climate-resilient water governance policies
Use advanced climate modelling + local data integration
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Parliament has passed the Transgender
Persons (Protection of Rights) Amendment Bill
with approval from both Lok Sabha and Rajya
Sabha.
The Bill seeks to amend the Transgender
Persons (Protection of Rights) Act, 2019.
Opposition members demanded referral to a
Select Committee citing concerns over dignity,
self-identification, and procedural safeguards.
The government stated that the amendments
aim to provide administrative clarity and
targeted protection for transgender persons.

Key Points
Legal Recognition: Continues recognition of
transgender persons as a distinct gender
category.
Certification Process: Concerns raised about
mandatory medical board certification,
potentially limiting self-identification rights.
Welfare Measures: Government highlighted
establishment of Transgender Welfare Boards
in 30+ States.
Coverage: Focus on individuals facing
discrimination due to “biological reasons” (as
per government stance).
Implementation Gap:

Only ~32,000 transgender persons have
obtained identity certificates
(PRS/Parliament data).
Estimated population ~4.9 lakh (Census
2011).

Social Concerns:
High vulnerability: Reports indicate
significant mental health issues and suicide
attempts among transgender youth (cited
in parliamentary debate).

Static Linkages
Fundamental Rights:

Article 14 – Equality before law
Article 15 & 16 – Prohibition of
discrimination
Article 19(1)(a) – Freedom of expression
(includes gender identity)
Article 21 – Right to life with dignity

Judicial Landmark:
NALSA v. Union of India (2014) –
Recognized transgender persons as “third
gender” and upheld right to self-
identification.

Directive Principles:
Social justice and welfare of marginalized
groups

Institutional Mechanisms:
National Council for Transgender Persons
(under 2019 Act)

Critical Issues
Conflict with self-identification principle
(NALSA)
Risk of bureaucratic exclusion via certification
process
Low registration indicates lack of trust
Persistent social stigma and discrimination
Weak implementation and outreach

Way Forward
Ensure self-identification without mandatory
medical certification
Simplify procedures → self-declaration model
Strengthen welfare schemes (health,
education, jobs)
Improve awareness + social acceptance
Robust grievance redressal mechanisms
Updated and reliable data collection
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Transgender Persons (Protection of Rights)
Amendment Bill, 2026 was introduced in Lok
Sabha on March 13, 2026.
It seeks to amend the Transgender Persons
(Protection of Rights) Act, 2019.
The Bill introduces changes in definition,
certification process, and penal provisions.
It has triggered debate regarding rights,
identity, and constitutional protections of
transgender and intersex persons.
Concerns raised by activists relate to bodily
autonomy, self-identification, and exclusion of
diverse identities.

Key Points
Narrowed Definition:

Restricts “transgender person” to specific
socio-cultural identities (e.g., hijra, kinner,
eunuch).
Excludes gender-fluid and non-
heteronormative identities.

Removal of Self-Identification:
Deletes provision of self-perceived gender
identity.
Introduces medical board-based
certification.

Institutional Control:
Certification authority led by Chief Medical
Officer.
Mandatory reporting of surgeries to
District Magistrate.

Intersex Inclusion Issue:
Continues to include intersex persons
within transgender category, despite
biological distinction.

Penal Provisions:
Punishment (5–14 years imprisonment) for
forcing individuals into transgender
identity for exploitation.

Data and Policy Gaps:
Lack of reliable data on transgender and
intersex populations.
No provisions on marriage, adoption,
inheritance, or civil rights.

Static Linkages
Article 14 – Equality before law
Article 15 & 16 – Prohibition of discrimination
Article 19(1)(a) – Freedom of expression
(includes identity expression)
Article 21 – Right to life, dignity, and privacy
NALSA Judgment (2014) – Recognition of third
gender and self-identification
Fundamental Rights vs Directive Principles
balance
Concepts of bodily autonomy and informed
consent
Census and welfare targeting mechanisms
Social justice and vulnerable sections
framework

Critical Analysis
Positives

Stronger penal provisions against exploitation
Attempts to remove ambiguity in law

Issues
Violates self-identification principle (NALSA)
Medicalisation of identity
Exclusion of gender-fluid identities
Conflation of sex and gender
No protection against intersex surgeries
Absence of civil rights framework

Way Forward
Restore self-identification
Separate sex & gender legally
Ban non-consensual intersex surgeries
Ensure civil rights (marriage, adoption)
Improve data and inclusion policies
Strengthen privacy safeguards
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Protests by Indian Youth Congress during an
international AI summit sparked controversy
over limits of dissent and national image.
Political reactions framed the protest as “anti-
national,” leading to arrests under charges
such as rioting and promoting enmity.
The episode reignited debate on:

Legitimacy of protests in democratic
systems
Distinction between criticism of
government and disloyalty to the nation
Role of media and political narratives in
shaping public perception

Historical parallels drawn with centralised
leadership tendencies and suppression of
dissent (e.g., Emergency in India).

Key Points
Dissent as Democratic Tool:

Considered a “safety valve” enabling
citizen participation and accountability.

Government vs State Distinction:
State = permanent sovereign entity
Government = temporary executive
authority managing state affairs

Narrative of Strong Leadership:
Increasing tendency to equate criticism of
leadership with attack on nation

Federal vs Unitary Tensions:
Constitution of India: Federal in structure,
unitary in spirit
Centre’s dominance via Concurrent List
often leads to friction

Media’s Role:
Amplifies narratives; sometimes blurs
dissent with anti-nationalism

Past Instances:
Protests during Citizenship
Amendment Act and farmers’
agitation framed similarly

Static Linkages
Fundamental Rights include freedom of
speech and expression (Article 19(1)(a))
Reasonable restrictions under Article
19(2)
Concept of “State” under Article 12
Separation of powers: Legislature,
Executive, Judiciary
Federalism with unitary bias (K.C. Wheare
classification)
Role of opposition in parliamentary
democracy
Doctrine of basic structure (limits on
state power)

Critical Analysis
Positives

Strengthens democratic accountability
Enhances citizen participation
Reflects democratic maturity globally

Negatives
May affect international perception
Risk of misuse by anti-state elements
Law and order concerns

Key Issues
Criminalisation of dissent
Blurring of government vs nation
Politicisation of nationalism
Media polarisation

Way Forward
Uphold constitutional morality over
political narratives
Ensure peaceful protest space with clear
legal safeguards
Strengthen institutional checks and
balances
Promote responsible media discourse
Encourage dialogue-based conflict
resolution
Maintain balance between rights and
national integrity
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The United States has intensified coercive
measures against Cuba since December 2025,
including:

Interdiction of Venezuelan oil shipments.
Threat of punitive tariffs on countries
supplying fuel to Cuba.
Deterrence of Russian crude and diesel
exports.

Cuba, heavily dependent on petroleum (≈83%
of power generation), is facing:

Multiple nationwide grid collapses (March
2026).
Breakdown of essential services and
industrial shutdowns.

These developments are rooted in the long-
standing U.S. embargo (since 1962), further
strengthened by the Helms-Burton Act.
Cuba’s designation as a “state sponsor of
terrorism” has restricted access to global
financial systems.
The issue has raised concerns about unilateral
coercive measures and their compatibility with
international law.

Key Points
Energy Vulnerability:

Cuba’s energy mix is highly import-
dependent; disruptions directly affect
governance and daily life.

Nature of U.S. Measures:

Secondary sanctions and trade restrictions
targeting third countries.
Economic coercion aimed at political regime
change.

Humanitarian Impact:
Power outages, food spoilage, healthcare
disruptions.
Urban sanitation crises (e.g., waste accumulation
in Havana).

Historical Continuity:
U.S.-Cuba tensions date back to the Cuban
Revolution.
Embargo sustained beyond the Cold War,
indicating geopolitical rather than purely
security motivations.

Global Dimension:
Involvement of countries like Venezuela and
Russia.
Raises questions on sovereignty and non-
intervention norms.

Static Linkages
UN Charter principles:

Sovereign equality of states (Article 2(1)).
Non-intervention in domestic affairs (Article 2(7)).

Concept of economic sanctions as a foreign policy
tool.
Distinction between unilateral sanctions vs. UN
Security Council-approved sanctions.
Role of energy security in national stability.
Impact of trade embargoes on developing
economies.
Cold War legacy in international relations.
Importance of multilateralism and rules-based
order.

Critical Analysis
Issues

Unilateral sanctions undermine international law (no
UN approval).
Severe humanitarian consequences.
Sets precedent for economic coercion globally.
Weakens multilateral order.

Stakeholders
U.S.: strategic and domestic political interests.
Cuba: sovereignty, economic survival.
Global South: concern over similar coercion.
India: balancing neutrality with principles.

Way Forward
Promote multilateral solutions via United Nations.
Ensure humanitarian exemptions in sanctions.
Strengthen global norms against unilateral coercion.
Diversify energy sources in vulnerable economies.
India: uphold strategic autonomy + rules-based
order
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

India is promoting AI and data infrastructure
through policy measures, including a tax
holiday for foreign companies to establish data
centres.
Commitments worth $240 billion were
announced at the AI Summit for AI and data
infrastructure development.
Rising geopolitical risks (e.g., attacks on data
centres in West Asia, sanctions affecting digital
services) highlight vulnerabilities of digital
infrastructure.
Concerns also include environmental stress
(water, power consumption) and lack of
technology transfer to domestic firms.
Legal ambiguities exist regarding data
protection laws and exposure to international
sanctions regimes.

Key Points
Tax Incentive Policy21-year tax holiday to
prevent double taxation and attract foreign
investment.
Applies to companies using “specified data
centres” owned by Indian entities.
FDI and Ownership NormsData centres must
be Indian-owned (>50% ownership).
Sales routed via Indian resellers.
Geopolitical RisksData centres seen as
strategic infrastructure targets.
Vulnerable to sanctions (e.g., EU, US CLOUD
Act implications).
Legal IssuesAmbiguity under Digital Personal
Data Protection Act, 2023 (DPDPA) regarding
foreign data.
Judicial scrutiny of Double Taxation Avoidance
Agreements (DTAA) after recent rulings.

Environmental ConcernsHigh water usage for
cooling and electricity demand.
Many data centres located in water-stressed
regions.
Domestic Capability GapAbsence of mandatory
technology transfer.
Risk of India remaining in “infrastructure tier”
rather than innovation tier.

Static Linkages
Concept of data sovereignty and localization
Double Taxation Avoidance Agreements (DTAA)
FDI norms and ownership rules
Right to Privacy (Puttaswamy Judgment, 2017)
Environmental sustainability and resource
management
Globalisation vs strategic autonomy
Digital economy and knowledge economy

Critical Analysis
Positives

Boosts foreign investment and infrastructure
development.
Strengthens India’s ambition to become a
global AI hub.
Promotes data localization and sovereignty
concerns.
Generates employment and digital ecosystem
growth.

Negatives
Unequal benefits: domestic firms excluded
from tax incentives.
Lack of technology transfer limits indigenous
innovation.
Exposure to geopolitical conflicts and
sanctions risks.
Environmental strain due to water and energy-
intensive operations.
Legal ambiguity under DPDPA reduces
regulatory clarity.

Stakeholder Concerns
Government: balancing growth vs sovereignty
Domestic industry: concerns over competitive
disadvantage
Citizens: data privacy and security risks
Environment: sustainability challenges

Way Forward
Introduce mandatory technology transfer
clauses.
Provide incentives for domestic data centre
operators.
Strengthen legal clarity under DPDPA,
especially for foreign data.
Develop green data centre standards (water
recycling, renewable energy use).
Create sanctions-resilient legal frameworks to
protect infrastructure.
Promote indigenous AI ecosystem via R&D and
manufacturing support.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

All India Institute of Medical Sciences (AIIMS) is
leading India’s AI-driven healthcare
transformation.
Recognised as Centre of Excellence (CoE) for AI
in Health under Ministry of Health & Family
Welfare.
Collaboration with Indian Institute of
Technology Delhi and Indian Institute of
Science (IISc) to develop indigenous AI
solutions.
Focus on affordable, scalable, and India-
specific AI tools for public healthcare delivery.

Key Points 
AI applications:

Cancer screening, TB detection, maternal &
child health
Chronic disease management

Indigenous innovations:
Madhu Netr AI – diabetic retinopathy
detection using low-cost devices
Arogya Aarohan App – oral cancer risk
detection via smartphone
AI-based cough analysis for tuberculosis

AI in hospitals:
Radiology AI acts as decision-support
system (co-pilot)
Helps reduce diagnostic delays

Core issues:
Data bias (non-Indian datasets)
Need for context-specific AI models

Capacity building:
AI integrated into medical curriculum
Open anonymised datasets to promote
innovation

Static Linkages
Article 21 – Right to Health (Judicial
interpretation)
National Health Policy, 2017 – Technology in
healthcare
Digital India Programme
Ayushman Bharat – strengthening healthcare
infrastructure
NITI Aayog – AI for All strategy
Ethics: Transparency, accountability, non-
maleficence

Critical Analysis 
Advantages

Improves accessibility in rural areas
Enables early diagnosis and preventive care
Reduces burden on healthcare system
Promotes cost-effective innovation

Challenges
Algorithmic bias and lack of Indian datasets
Data privacy concerns
Infrastructure gaps in rural areas
Lack of clear regulatory framework

Ethical Concerns
Trust deficit in AI decisions
Accountability for errors
Balancing technology with human judgement

Way Forward
Develop indigenous datasets and AI models
Strengthen AI regulation and data protection
framework
Expand digital health infrastructure
Promote public-private partnerships
Ensure human oversight in AI decision-making
Integrate AI training in medical education
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Annual Survey of Unincorporated Sector
Enterprises (ASUSE) 2025 released by Ministry
of Statistics and Programme Implementation
highlights trends in India’s informal
(unincorporated non-agricultural) sector.
The survey shows:

Increase in enterprises from 7.34 crore
(2023–24) to 7.92 crore (2025) (~8%
growth).
Employment rose to 12.8 crore workers
(increase of 6.2%).

Despite expansion in numbers, productivity
and earnings show sluggish growth trends.

Key Points
Enterprise Growth~8% rise in
establishments → indicates expansion of
informal economic activity.
Employment Trends74.5 lakh new jobs
added in 2025.
Growth slower compared to previous year
→ signs of deceleration.
Productivity ConcernsGVA per worker
increased only by 4.5% → ₹1.56 lakh.
GVA per enterprise grew by just 2.85% →
₹2.52 lakh.
Income TrendsEarnings per hired worker
rose only 3.9% (down from ~13% earlier).
Macro-Economic ContrastInformal sector
growth lagged behind overall ~9% nominal
GDP growth.

Policy RelevanceData feeds into:
GDP estimation
Policy for MSMEs, textiles, labour
sector

Static Linkages 
Informal sector definition: Unregistered, small-
scale, low-productivity enterprises (NCERT –
Indian Economic Development).
Concept of Gross Value Added (GVA) and its
role in GDP calculation (Economic Survey).
Lewis Dual Sector Model – movement from
informal to formal sector.
Labour productivity and capital formation link.
MSME sector contribution:

~30% of GDP
~45% of exports (PIB/MSME Ministry)

Structural transformation: Agriculture →
Industry → Services shift.

Analysis 
Issues

Low productivity growth despite enterprise
expansion.
Stagnant wages → weak consumption demand.
Job quality concerns (informal, no social
security).
Growth mismatch: GDP (~9%) vs informal
sector lag.

Implications
Slows inclusive growth.
Limits structural transformation.
Constrains tax base expansion.

Way Forward 
Promote formalisation (GST, Udyam,
digitalisation).
Expand institutional credit (MUDRA, fintech).
Boost productivity via technology adoption.
Strengthen skill development.
Ensure universal social security (e-Shram).
Rationalise compliance burden for MSMEs.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Ministry of Home Affairs has
recommended the appointment of nodal
officers across cities to address racial
discrimination against people from Northeast
India.
The move follows repeated incidents of racism,
including violence, harassment, and
discrimination in metropolitan areas like Delhi
and Dehradun.
Recent cases include:

Murder of Anjel Chakma (Tripura) in
Dehradun (2025)
Harassment of women from Arunachal
Pradesh in Delhi

Existing mechanisms such as the Special Police
Unit for North Eastern Region (SPUNER) in
Delhi have had limited success.
The issue revives attention on the Bezbaruah
Committee recommendations, formed after
the 2014 killing of Nido Taniam.

Key Points
Systemic Racism:

Manifested in verbal abuse, housing bias,
workplace discrimination, and violence.

Administrative Response:
Proposal for dedicated nodal officers for
grievance redressal and coordination.

Existing Mechanisms:
SPUNER in Delhi and nodal officers in NCR
regions.
Low awareness and trust deficit among
Northeast communities.

Policy Gap:
India lacks a specific anti-racial
discrimination law.

Parliamentary Concern:
MP Nabam Rebia demanded stricter legal
safeguards and time-bound action.

Static Linkages
Article 14 – Equality before law
Article 15(1) – Prohibition of discrimination on
grounds of religion, race, caste, sex, place of
birth
Article 19(1)(d) – Freedom of movement across
India
Article 21 – Right to life with dignity
Fundamental Duties (Article 51A(e)) – Promote
harmony and spirit of common brotherhood
Indian Penal Code (IPC) – Sections on assault,
criminal intimidation, hate speech (limited
scope for racial crimes)
Bezbaruah Committee (2014):

Recommended anti-racism law, fast-track
courts, and police sensitisation

Critical Analysis
Pros

Institutional recognition of racism
Improves administrative response
Supports national integration

Cons
Risk of symbolic compliance
No dedicated anti-racism law
Weak implementation capacity
Trust deficit persists

Way Forward
Enact anti-racial discrimination law
Police sensitisation training
Strengthen SPUNER-type units nationwide
Awareness campaigns on inclusivity
Time-bound grievance redressal
Better data on hate crimes
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