DAILY
NEWSP

APER
ANALYSIS

DATE - 27/03/2026

SOURCE
THE HINDU & INDIAN EXPRESS

CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY
SECTOR 25 CHANDIGARH



Iran grants India, 4 others Hormuz passage

Shisps from India, Ching, Russia, Irag, and Pak. can Pregident

jpass through the Strait, says Iran Foreign Minister
Stanly fohny

ndia and four other
“Hiendly  nations”

Mingster thanks Indss, Sri Lanka for transferring
maval ships facing 5. threat to.a safe location

India has oil for 60
days, LPG supplies

were sl & s
thelr ships through the
Strai of Hormaiz, Irans Fr
reigs M Abbus
Araghahi has said, ading
that Tehram has esir

for one month: govt.

Trump has eadd iran should ‘get serbous:
bifare it's too late, after that there's no way back®

e Energy security measures:
o 60 days of crude oil secured + 60 days existing
stock.

B W oy e i o o Total fuel reserve capacity: ~74 days.
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i S i T e LPG scenario:
n i A S e : o 9
o e r e o m Seaeen. © Domestic production increased by ~40%.
:‘am m:krmrlum P - M PG e e ool . .
@kﬁwﬂ E‘-i‘::ﬂ‘i;?‘: FEIitT. o ~8lakh tonnes of LPG imports en route.
e ST g e _w:_'h e Currency strategy:
E“:‘%Eﬁ”:“ EH&EFEW E’f_‘:ﬁ{cﬁmm o Proposal to settle ~80% of oil imports in local
ey O et e . v e currencies (especially with GCC nations).
ﬁlﬂ?ﬁ"r‘hm‘;::‘j The Strait of Hoswass, Indla l Prbse Mirmbed sl Foregt huhmrd.,\m:.: :::’m . GeopOlltlcal SIgnalS:
etabinhed there, Afer the which moee than 'E)"CS Gca]mn(:y Minter lehaq Dur said in- | the already up by 40%. This, it sakd, . o . .
e (S ANET fadeforWestAsinall | Sabn | TEanen oty o No formal Iran-US negotiations, but indirect
hoogh e Sl he  seentrafic plunge soingle being | pent stncks, whidh inchude  which i mose than 60% of . . . .. . . .
T Ll bl TP T———— R e e Kol Rl g communication continues via intermediaries like
iy s ks g v, Viamimest  lpen by i e . .
AT e T T T T o e Pakistan, Tlrkiye, and Egypt.
sitcant help ntranster- o the strak since the LS. oomducsing rade with the s ol imports using bocal o extendng their sup-  pently Bas a toal reserve  da from the United States,
ring two other ships io s and el busched the Wit Aslan countries in cureencies rther dhanthe  port o this il ® M (orage) capacity of M Bumda, Aantrabia, and oth
Iocation,” b addid kxal. sk ™ D wede i asocisl media  days of feel socks, inchad- o o

_-mu-wi,h

1o pury ot emper s roen M Trusmpen Theewlsy  diesel.
mbmusine on March pric andl the GOC IGulf Coopeeation 12k ean shenskd “beties gt mm-mnm
4ol the coast of 5 Lanka  the Ui5. before the war, ab  ruper, according ofen  Gouncl) countries in bl soon” i talis, e Local production up”  procun
oran while okl notallks wor being  serior officals is the curenci,” fore i too late, becswme | “Neary twe months of
rerrriong e i heldwith hells [y et ofhcial it oo thithicpen, there B gieady s avalable  wiaded
Visklopamam, Atkast 87 e fimiythatthere  Anothey sbferthelsim smtn o rumming hack®. 1L5. me- | for every Indian citisen re- Erlber i the dy, Vilns
slorwerekiledintheat s been mo Bep dia Bave peporied that the  gardless of what huppens  Kushul, diree
with the LS. Hewever, i1 [H moer  pobally.” the Minkery sid.  B0r af ste-cumed Hinda-

ms Lain and RIS reocn days, the American  messages L Fresident Donakd  moops 0 West Al i “Pewt ron months of onde Petrokeum sakd, “Over
Busheby, which abso came  side hans beun sending i frienc” be sasd. Mn.\m"pmmmrd' a o e pat bwo dny, sales
0 the gt take pastin  rhows mewages thiwegh W presen, ow posk pround offrmuive agaient | secwred. Inda iseomplte-  Bave Increased by more
the dffcrent mbrrmedianes. Hom b in conenas fee ilbr-lru“('r_'rb Tran Iy secure for the nest many  than 9% on an alHndabr @
decked in Kochd aed S and we have respondedby  Ing, continue fraserucrure, montl mnd the quintityin b our sepply dhits i
Lankss  Trincomalee,  ating our possSom. It 6 . We have ne uuthhun,.n nn wmasse strategsccavem sorage b= main srong. o ]
ety dmply an ewhange of irsbonofneping”  Tehnn, Fakisan’s Depuy n sevomcary Insach s are fully soced

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

e Strait of Hormuz emerged as a major
geopolitical flashpoint amid the ongoing
conflict involving Iran, United States and Israel.

e [ran claimed it allowed selective passage to
“friendly nations” including India, China, and
Russia, asserting sovereignty over the strait.

* Anlranian naval vessel (IRIS Dena) was sunk by
a U.S. submarine near Sri Lanka, escalating
tensions.

* [ndia assisted Iran in securing its naval assets
during the conflict.

e Disruptions in the Strait reduced maritime
traffic drastically, affecting global oil supply
chains.

e [ndiais exploring local currency trade
mechanisms with Gulf nations to reduce
dependence on the US dollar amid rising oil
prices and rupee depreciation.

e Government assured energy security with ~60
days of crude supply and 74 days of total fuel
reserves.

Key Points
e Strategic chokepoint:
o ~20-25% of global oil trade passes through
the Strait of Hormuz (as per EIA estimates).
* [ran’s stance:
o Claims partial control and plans new
arrangements for passage post-conflict.
e [ndia’s role:
o Assisted Iranian ships; continues oil import
operations through the strait.

nﬁStatlc Linkages

Strait as a chokepoint in global trade routes

affecting energy security.

India imports ~85% of its crude oil requirements

(Economic Survey data trend).

e Strategic Petroleum Reserves (SPRs) in India
(Visakhapatnam, Mangaluru, Padur).

e Concept of Current Account Deficit (CAD) linked to
oilimports.

e |nternational maritime law: UNCLOS provisions on
transit passage through straits.

e Exchange rate depreciation and its impact on
import bills.

Issues & Challenges

e Geopolitical Risk: Conflict near Strait of Hormuz
threatens supply routes.

e High Import Dependence: ~85% crude import makes
India vulnerable.

e Price Volatility: Oil shocks - inflation + CAD
worsening.

e Currency Pressure: Rupee depreciation raises
import bill; local currency trade uncertain.

e Maritime Security: Attacks/insurance risks increase
shipping costs.

e Diplomatic Tightrope: Balancing Iran-United States
relations.

e |imited SPR Coverage: Strategic reserves
insufficient for long disruptions.

Way Forward

e Diversify Imports: Reduce reliance on West Asia.

e Expand SPRs: Increase storage capacity.

e Energy Diplomacy: Secure long-term supply
agreements.

e | ocal Currency Trade: Strengthen rupee-based
mechanisms.

e Boost Domestic Output: Enhance exploration &
refining.

e Renewable Push: Scale solar, wind, green hydrogen.

e Maritime Security: Strengthen naval presence &
cooperation.

e Energy Efficiency: Promote EVs, ethanol blending.



The key to India’s multi-domain deterrence, capabilities

military poses 2 serious challenge
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o Priority capability areas:Missiles, drones,
and munitions stockpiles.

o Cyber, space, and electronic warfare.

o Integrated logistics and infrastructure.

o Multi-domain operations (land, air, sea,
cyber, space).

o China’s advantage:Large missile
inventory and rapid manufacturing
capacity.

o Strong civil-military fusion model.

Static Linkages

Deterrence theory: Credible minimum
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

e Concerns are rising over the widening military
capability gap between India and China,
particularly due to the rapid modernization of
the People’s Liberation Army.

e |ndia faces pressure to adopt a robust
defence-industrial strategy to maintain
credible deterrence.

* Debate has emerged on whether India should
adopt a bold technological leap, a
conservative modernization approach, or a
balanced “middle path” strategy.

* Theissue is compounded by evolving military
technologies outpacing doctrinal adaptation
and procurement reforms.

Key Points

o Three strategic approaches:Bold strategy:
Invest in next-gen technologies (Al, drones,
hypersonics) - high risk—high reward.

o Conservative strategy: Upgrade existing
systems + integrate emerging tech - limited
deterrence impact.

o Middle path: Combine legacy systems with
enabling layers (C2, ISR, logistics) » most
viable.

o Critical vulnerabilities:Weak defence-
industrial base (production scale & speed
issues).

o Inadequate C4ISR (Command, Control,
Communications, Computers, Intelligence,
Surveillance, Reconnaissance).

o Procurement delays and bureaucratic
inefficiencies.

deterrence and second-strike capability.

e Concept of “Revolution in Military Affairs
(RMA)” and network-centric warfare.

* Role of public-private partnership in
strategic sectors.

* Importance of logistics in warfare (e.g., WW-II
lessons).

e Budgetary allocation vs capital expenditure
in defence.

Critical Analysis
Advantages:
¢ Push for Atmanirbhar Bharat in defence
* Emphasis on modern warfare (Al, cyber,
drones)
e Private sector role - efficiency gains
Challenges:
e Weak defence-industrial base
e Budget constraints
e Slow procurement system
e Lack of doctrinal clarity in multi-domain
operations
* Technology evolving faster than policy

Way Forward

e Strengthen C4ISR capabilities

e Boost missile, drone, and ammunition
production

e Reform procurement system (speed +
transparency)

e Ensure long-term defence contracts

e Enhance private sector participation

* |Investin cyber, space, electronic warfare

e Focus on logistics & infrastructure for long
wars



A mislabelling of a Supreme Court handbook

_ The handbook, mltsﬁmlsen'loﬂ listskey

i February this vear, during a hearing on a judicial neasoning, the: h:un.llnok]’lm\'tl.e& ina

sexual assault case, the Chief Justice of India tabulated format, stereotype prom

(01, Justice Wya I(.ml rtmzrlmd ﬂ‘lilﬂ‘l: alongside recommended alumnvu which are
I Court H: ¥, further supported by case law. The goal is to

Conmbating Gender T.rermmm- relmsﬂl in 2023 ensure that jucicial linguage aligns with
by then CJ1 DY. Chandrachud to combat gender constitutional commitments o dignity and

stercotypes, was ‘technical’ and ‘too Tiasha Mukheriee | equality.
Hanvard-oriented. The CJI requested thr: Nallona]
Judicial Academy to i ;ﬂml ks ms:f and |
experts, academk‘_lansandlxwyers wm.ie\l the the Unrwersity Consider, for instance, the Courts decisbon in
handbook and submit a report. [t was noted of Cambridge 2000 in 1. Velwsamy vs D, Patchatammal. In

during the hearing that the forensic terms used in

tha: handdbook to describe different aspects of cualify as a “relationship in the nature of

sexual assault cases may not be readily marriage” under the Protection of Women from

undmoodb} survivors, |hc¢r[amllu5 or Domestic Violence Act, 2005, the Court used the
. The Court al e the need term “keep” to describe a woman “he mai

discussing whether a Fve-in relationship would

that reject the
earlier. These are settled prmclplcs of law w}nch
are brought together in a structured and
accessible manner. For instance, it is noted that
the absence of injuries in a sexual violence case
must be evaheated contextually, This has alsoe
been cited recently by the Court in an order
comcerning sexual assault where it was noted that
there b no ‘cormect” or “appropriate’ way for a
survivor to behave.

‘Wha the handbook is meant for
Mare importanty, to call the handbook “too
|edu1lcal rlsksmnundmmd]ngllsaudmnm It

rn: greater practical training of judges. financially and uses mainly for sexal purpose
amdd/or as a servant”. The language later drew
Not ‘Harvard-oriented’ at all sharp criticism in court, from then Aduditional
While the emphasis on judicial training is Solicitor General ]nd.na]ansmg for |Bpunan:ha.l
welcome, a close reading of the handiook Thee hanclbook ags precisely such
suggests that it is far from “Harvard-oriented”. On expressions (o ensuse that ﬁnmvpujgmglm avold

m-lmsand lawyers who are rmi\munal.s :mnul
o interpret statutes, weigh evidence and craft
reasoned judgments.

None of this is to suggest that the handbook is
beyomd improvement. The handbook must
evolve, particularly in response 1o feedback from
the Bench, the bar and civil society, But, reform
should be informed by an acourate
understanding of what the document actually

does.

Tbe puhlcallnn of the handbook marked a
i that
Lanyguage can entrench ar dismantle |nuwa||ty
By Idem:fylng stereotypes and grounding judici
values, llu(:ourl lonk

the contrary, it is firmly grounded in Indian Calling the sexist language.
precedent and courtroom realities. By its own Handhook on Similarly, Indian judgments have at times used
terms, the handbeok sets out three modest but Combating the word “ravished™ to describe rape. The term
Imiportant objectives — first, o ientify language Gender carries archalc, moralistic undemxm focusing
in judicial reasoning that perpetuates gender Steremiypes’ more on i
o Suggest ives; second, Harvard- andd boddily autonomy. The use vl'r:mtﬂrmali-:

to highlight common reasoning patterns based on oriented Banguage in judgments in India has been
such stereotypes and explain why they are overlooks its documentexd for decades by feminist legal
incorrect; and third, to compdle binding decisions scholars. Across jurisdictions, i has
of the Supreme Court of India that have already practical. the feminist udgments project have
rejected these stereotypes. unm wt-driven demonstrated how Iunhmtkrulmgxr—an be

After ing the impact of an rewritten without patriarchal unc

ater internal
rhllq(u “technical and ‘Harvard-oriented” risks
the

{ that step.

o Absence of injuries does not negate
assault (as per SC precedents).
Target Audience:
o Judges and lawyers (not general
public).
o Aimed at improving judicial reasoning
and courtroom language.

Static Linkages

Article 14 - Equality before law and
equal protection of laws.

Article 15(1) & 15(3) - Prohibition of
discrimination and protective

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News
* During a hearing on a sexual assault case, the
Chief Justice of India Justice Surya Kant
remarked that the Supreme Court Handbook
on Combating Gender Stereotypes (2023) was
“technical” and “too Harvard-oriented”.
* The handbook was released under former CJI
D. Y. Chandrachud.
e The Court directed the National Judicial

Academy to review the handbook via a panel of

experts.
e Concern raised: forensic/legal terminology

may not be easily understood by survivors and

laypersons.
e Court emphasized need for practical judicial
training alongside doctrinal material.

Key Points
e Objective of the Handbook (2023):

o |dentify stereotypical language in judicial
reasoning.

o Suggest constitutionally appropriate
alternatives.

o Compile binding Supreme Court
precedents rejecting gender stereotypes.

* Nature of Content:
= Based on Indian case law, not foreign
theory.

o Provides tabulated examples of
problematic language vs. neutral
alternatives.

e Judicial Language Concerns:

o Terms like “ravished” or “keep” reflect
patriarchal biases.

o Example: D. Velusamy vs D. Patchaiammal
used problematic terminology in live-in
relationship context.

e Legal Principle Highlighted:

o No “uniform behaviour” expected from

sexual assault survivors.

discrimination for women.

* Article 21 - Right to life with dignity
(expanded via judicial interpretation).

¢ Protection of Women from Domestic
Violence Act, 2005 - Recognises
“relationship in the nature of marriage”.

e Justice Verma Committee Report (2013)
- Emphasized gender-sensitive judicial
processes.

* NCRB Reports - Highlight issues of
underreporting and victim treatment.

e Law Commission Reports (172nd, 273rd)
- Reforms in rape laws and victim
protection.

Critical Analysis
Pros
* Promotes gender-just jurisprudence.
e Removes patriarchal bias in judgments.
e Strengthens constitutional morality (Art.
14, 21).
e |nstitutional recognition of bias in
judiciary.
Cons/ Issues
e Perceived over-technical nature.
* Implementation gap at lower judiciary
levels.
e Limited accessibility for non-legal
stakeholders.
e Requires training support for effective
use.

Way Forward

e Simplify language without compromising
legal precision.

e Mandatory integration in judicial training
(NJA).

e Regular updates based on case laws.

e Sensitization of police, prosecutors,
judiciary.

* Promote gender-sensitive legal
education.



Faiths and fences
Limiting reservation benefits to specific
religious groups is appropriate

hee Supreme Court of India has reiterated
T along-held, et contested, principle of In-
dia’s anti-discriminazion jurisprudence —
that protections and special provisions for Sche-
duled Caste (SC) communities will be available
only to those who practise Hinduism, Sikhism
and Buddhism. The March 24 Court judgment
arose from a Christian pastor who sought progec-
tiens under the SC/ST (Prevention of Atrocities)
Act, in Andhra Pradesh. The Court upheld a High
Court decision that any member of the SC com-
munity who has converted out of the three reli:
ghons specified In the Constiution (Schedubed
Castes) Order, 1950, lsswed under Article 341,
crases to be an SC member, The original defing:
tion of SC included enly Hindus, bat was extend-
ed 1o Sikhs (1956) and Buddhists (1990). India's
founding leaders, including first Prime Minister
Jawaharlal Nehru, were clear that the extreme
form of discrimination manifested in untoucha-
Tlity was unique 1o Hindu society. But political
and social realities forced amendments later. SC
commumities began using refigious conversion it
self as an act of assertion and Dr. B.R.
Ambedkar himself led a mass conversion of 5C
members to Buddhism. Notably, he converted 1o
Buddhisim in 1956, the year whenall SCcomnen:
ities practising the Sikh refigion were browught un-
der special provisions, including reservation,
There ane theological and begal argumients for
ihis distincrion reiterated by the Court. It is often
argued that in Christianity and Islam, there is no
theol | defence of discrimi based on
social stratification. That Sikhism and Budidhism
are part of the civilisational universe of Hinduism
is an argument which has gained politcal and
constitutional legitimacy. Under Explanation 11 to
Artiche 252) of the Constitwtion, the definition of
Hinch includes the Sikh, Buddhist and Jain fiths,
Neither the thealogical nor the constitutional ar-
guments for the exclusion of converts o Islam
and Christianity from special protections are log-
feally or empirically watertight, and hence ihe
question continues to fester. Christdan or Muslim
comverts continue to Bce discrimination, inched-
iing umouchability, even within their new reli-
gious world, After all, discrimination needs no
theological sanction. But the question of thedr in-
clusion remains a politically surcharged topic,
with a commission headed by former Chief Jus-
tice of India K.G. Balakrishnan examining this,
Many Dalit activists oppose the inclusion of con:
verts within the existing quantum of reservation,
Many members of SC communities who have
converted to Christtanity or 1slam recefve bene-
s under provisions meant for Soctally and Edu-
cationally Backwand Classes under Article 15(4) of
the Constitution, The Court’s decision is appro:
[priate under the existing legal and constitutional
scheme, and amy can only come through
a political process and the legishative route.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

e The Supreme Court of India (March 24, 2026)
reaffirmed that Scheduled Caste (SC) status is
restricted to Hindus, Sikhs, and Buddhists.

e Case arose from a Christian pastor in Andhra
Pradesh seeking protection under the SC/ST
(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989.

e Court upheld that conversion outside
specified religions leads to loss of SC status, as
per the Constitution (Scheduled Castes) Order,
1950 under Article 341.

e The Order originally included only Hindus;
later extended to Sikhs (1956) and Buddhists
(1990).

Key Points
e Article 341: Empowers the President to specify
SCs; Parliament can amend the list.
e Constitution (SC) Order, 1950: Restricts SC
status to specific religions.
e Judicial Position:
o SC status linked to historical practice of
untouchability.
o Conversion is seen as breaking from caste-
based disabilities (legal assumption).
e Socio-political reality:
o Evidence shows Dalit converts to
Christianity and Islam still face caste-based
discrimination.

Alternative provisions:

o Converted SCs may access benefits under SEBC/OBC
category via Article 15(4).

Committee in focus:

o Commission headed by K. G. Balakrishnan examining
inclusion issue.

Historical dimension:

o B.R. Ambedkar led mass conversion to Buddhism
(1956).

o Jawaharlal Nehru viewed untouchability as rooted in
Hindu social structure.

Static Linkages

Article 14, 15, 16 - Equality and affirmative action
framework

Article 17 - Abolition of untouchability

Article 25(2) Explanation Il - Defines “Hindu” to include
Sikhs, Buddhists, Jains

SC/ST (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 - Protection
against caste atrocities

Mandal Commission & Indra Sawhney Case (1992) -
Reservation jurisprudence

Concept of “protective discrimination” (NCERT - Indian
Polity)

Eritical Analysis

rguments Supporting the Judgment

Constitutional validity: Based strictly on Article 341 and
Presidential Order.

Historical rationale: Untouchability linked to Hindu caste
system.

Reservation dilution concern: Inclusion may reduce
benefits for existing SCs.

Legal clarity: Maintains consistency in affirmative action
framework.

P rguments Against the Judgment

Ground reality mismatch: Caste discrimination persists
post-conversion.

Violation of equality (Article 14): Religion-based exclusion
appears arbitrary.

Freedom of religion (Article 25) indirectly constrained.
Empirical gap: No robust data supporting assumption that
conversion removes caste stigma.

Stakeholder Perspectives

Dalit activists: Divided—some support inclusion, others
fear quota dilution.

Religious minorities: Demand recognition of “caste among
converts”.

State: Balancing social justice with political sensitivities.

Way Forward

Evidence-based policy: Use socio-economic surveys (like
SECC) to assess discrimination among converts.
Sub-categorisation within SC quota to address dilution
concerns.

Parliamentary intervention: Amend Constitution (SC)
Order, 1950 if required.

Strengthen anti-discrimination laws irrespective of
religion.

Judicial review scope: Revisit link between caste and
religion in evolving society.

Awareness & social reform: Address caste beyond legal
categories.
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Tepid promises
Indlia must enhance battery storage to
fully use non-fossil capacity

ndia came in kte, but it was worth the wait.
l A section of the Paris Agreement, under

which all countries except the Undted States
have agreed 1o keep temperatures from rising
beyomd 2°C of pre-Industrial times, requines up-
dating their targets every five years from 2020, As
of December last year, India and Argentina were
the only two G-30 countries that had not an-
nounced updated Nationally Determined Contri-
butions (NDC) for 2035, This was despite India’s
Environment Minister committing at COP30 in
Brazil, in November 2025, to update by the “year-
end'. The saving grace s that this happened in
time before Financial Year 202526 ends in a
wieek, The ktest set of NDCs by India commits to,
by 20035, an installed electric capacity that is G0%
From non-fossil sources; reducing, by 47%, the in-
tensity of emissions per unit of GOF and having a
1.5 billion tonne-4 billion tonne OO carbon sink.
This ks an update over India’s 2020 NDCs: of an
installed electric capacity that is 30% from non-
Foasil sources; reducing, by 45%, the intensity of
emissions per unit of GDF and having a 2.5 billion
tonne-3 billion tonme CO: carbon sink. Thus, the
necessary boxes have been teked.

The EU has committed to 3 40%-49% cut be-
borw 20605 lervies, As a cheveloping nation, bisdia - a
significant contributor of net emissions in recent
years but below the world average in per capita
emissions — will not cut annual emissions but
promises to emit less carbon per unit of energy
and source more of its power from non-fossil
sources. It has also commined 1o being net 2ero
by 3070 through increasing its tree and forest
cover (which absorb COs) and the recently an-
nounced technology pathways such as carbon
capture, utllisation, and storage. India’s 2035
goals are easily achievable and the government
has expressed that plainky. India already met its
2030 non-fossil target last year, with 52% capaci-
ty instalbed. The rub is that only about 25% of the
power generated is non-fossil due to nsufficient
battery storage which is unable to harness all the
available solar and wind power, The Power Minis-
try's National Generation Adequacy Flan itselfiex-
pocts 70% of the projected installed 1,821 GW car
pacity by 202536 1o be non-fossil, It is tempting
to Lavid India for embellishing iis green commit-
menis amidst a war in West Asia that has
squeezed supply of a vital fossil fuel. However,
without actual improvements in generated sup-
ply, these numbers mean litthe. With the war de-
monstrating the chokehold that a fossil fuel has,
Inclia must exhibit mare urgency toward enlanc-
g bartery storage and improving its electric grid
to better atilise existing non-fossil capacity.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News
e Under the Paris Agreement, countries must
update their Nationally Determined
Contributions (NDCs) every 5 years starting
2020.
* India delayed its updated NDCs for 2035
despite a commitment at COP30.

* India and Argentina were the only G-20 nations

pending submission as of Dec 2025.

e |ndia has now submitted updated NDCs before

FY 2025-26 closure.

Key Points
* New 2035 Targets (Updated NDCs):

o 60% installed electric capacity from non-

fossil sources
o 47% reduction in emissions intensity of
GDP (from 2005 levels)
e Carbon sink:
o 3.5-4 billion tonnes CO:
o Earlier 2020 Targets:50% non-fossil
capacity
o 45% emission intensity reduction
o 2.5-3 billion tonnes CO; sink
e Other Commitments:
o Net-zero target by 2070
o Focus on carbon capture, utilisation and
storage (CCUS)

Current Status:
o India already achieved 52% installed non-
fossil capacity (2024)
o However, only ~25% actual power
generation is non-fossil
Structural Issue:
o Lack of battery storage + grid inefficiency
o National Generation Adequacy Plan: 70%
non-fossil capacity by 2035-36

Static Linkages

Climate change: Greenhouse effect, carbon
cycle

Mitigation vs Adaptation strategies
Renewable energy sources: solar, wind, hydro
Carbon sequestration: forests as carbon sinks
Energy security and energy mix in India
Sustainable development & intergenerational
equity

India’s constitutional duty: Article 48A, 51A(g)

Critical Analysis
Strengths

Shows commitment to global climate regime
Targets are realistic and achievable

Aligns with principle of climate justice (low per
capita emissions)

Encourages renewable energy expansion

Limitations

Focus on installed capacity rather than actual
generation

Insufficient storage technology reduces
renewable utilisation

Continued reliance on coal for baseload power
Marginal increase in ambition (45% - 47%)
Delay affects India’s credibility

Key Issue

Gap between capacity creation vs actual
energy generation

Way Forward

Develop large-scale battery storage systems
Upgrade grid infrastructure & transmission
networks

Promote green hydrogen and hybrid energy
systems

Gradually reduce coal dependency with a just
transition

Strengthen carbon markets and pricing
mechanisms

Enhance forest cover for carbon sinks

Shift policy focus from capacity to actual
energy output



| Asthe US retreats from renewables
and climate financing hopes falter,
India has signalled that it remains
committed to clean energy pathway

ts
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News
* [ndia announced its updated Nationally
Determined Contributions (NDCs) for 2035
under the Paris Agreement.

* The update is part of the mandatory 5-year
revision cycle required under global climate
commitments.

India reaffirmed its commitment to clean
energy transition despite global uncertainty
due to shifting policies in countries like the
United States.

The announcement comes amid concerns over
inadequate climate finance from developed
countries (notably after COP29 Baku Climate
Conference outcomes).

Key Points

* Non-fossil fuel capacity target:

o 60% of installed electricity capacity by
2035 (* from 50% target for 2030).

Emissions intensity reduction:

o 47% reduction from 2005 levels (* from

45% target for 2030).
Carbon sink creation:

o Additional 3.5-4 billion tonnes CO.

equivalent via forests/tree cover.
Progress status:

o Indiais already on track to achieve 2030
targets ahead of time (as per government
assessments).

Strategic signalling:

o Reinforces commitment to renewables

despite global fossil fuel resurgence.

Climate finance concern:
o Developed nations pledged only $300
billion/year by 2035, far below $1.3 trillion
demand of developing nations.

== o Policy stance:

o India prefers flexible commitments,
avoiding over-ambitious binding targets
without financial support.

Static Linkages

* Principle of Common But Differentiated
Responsibilities (CBDR-RC).
Definition of carbon intensity (emissions/GDP).
Role of carbon sinks (forests in climate
mitigation).
India’s commitments under Panchamrit goals
(COP26):

o 500 GW non-fossil capacity by 2030

o Net-zero target by 2070
Role of institutions like:

o Central Electricity Authority (CEA)

o Intergovernmental Panel on Climate

Change (IPCC)

Concepts:

o Mitigation vs Adaptation

o Energy security vs sustainability trade-off

Critical Points
Positives
* Reinforces India’s clean energy transition
e Enhances energy security + sustainability
balance
e Strengthens India’s global climate leadership
Concerns
Targets are conservative despite higher
potential
Dependence on climate finance from
developed countries
Implementation issues:
o Land constraints
o Renewable intermittency
o Forest quality vs quantity

Way Forward

e Scale up renewable + storage (battery,
hydrogen)
Develop domestic carbon markets & green
finance
Improve afforestation quality (not just area)
Push for equitable climate finance globally
Focus on adaptation + resilience strategies
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Context of the News
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Manufacturing Hub VisionFocus sectors:
solar modules, batteries, hydrogen,
electrolysers.

Financing the TransitionInstruments: green
bonds, blended finance, carbon markets.

e Escalating geopolitical tensions in West Asia

have highlighted India’s structural energy
vulnerability due to heavy import dependence.
India imports over 85% of its crude oil, making
it highly exposed to supply disruptions, price
shocks, and inflationary pressures.

The crisis underscores the need to redesign
India’s energy architecture towards resilience,
sustainability, and self-reliance.

Key Points

o Renewable Energy ExpansionCurrent
target: 500 GW by 2030; proposed scaling
to ~1500 GW.

o India added ~49 GW clean energy recently
vs China’s massive expansion (~1600 GW).

o Grid & Storage Challenges~50 GW capacity
stranded due to inadequate transmission.

o Need for battery storage + pumped hydro
integration.

o Household Energy TransitionLPG improves
health but increases import dependence.

o Shift toward electric cooking (induction-
based) suggested.

o Transport ElectrificationTarget:

= 2W & 3W » 100% electrification by 2030
= Buses - near term
= Cars & trucks » by 2035

o |ssues with PLI scheme for batteries need
restructuring.

o Nuclear EnergyTarget: 100 GW by 2047

o Role: firm, non-intermittent power for grid
stability.

o Critical MineralsNeed domestic capability
in processing & refining, not just extraction.

Static Linkages

Energy security: availability, affordability,
accessibility

National Action Plan on Climate Change
(NAPCC)

Paris Agreement commitments (NDCs)
Electricity Act, 2003 - grid & transmission
reforms

UJALA Scheme (demand aggregation model)
PM Ujjwala Yojana - LPG access

PLI Scheme - manufacturing incentives
Basics of nuclear energy: base-load power
Balance of Payments - impact of oil imports

Critical Analysis
Positives

Reduces import dependence
Supports climate goals
Boosts domestic manufacturing

Challenges

High investment requirement
Renewable intermittency
Weak grid infrastructure
Critical mineral dependence

Way Forward

Scale renewable capacity with storage
Strengthen grid infrastructure
Promote EVs & electric cooking
Reform PLI schemes

Expand nuclear energy

Secure critical minerals

Develop green finance



Iran remains a fortress state,
built to endure
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Context of the News

* Recent geopolitical tensions involving Donald
Trump and Benjamin Netanyahu vis-a-vis Iran
have highlighted Iran’s resilience despite

external pressure.

* |nitial claims of backchannel negotiations have
weakened amid Iran’s continued strategic

posture.

e The discussion shifts from purely military

analysis to understanding Iran’s political

economy, institutional structure, and social
legitimacy.
e Theoretical lens drawn from Antonio Gramsci

on state resilience and civil society.

Key Points

e |nstitutional Resiliencelran has a dual

structure:

o elected (President, Majlis) + unelected

(Supreme Leader, Guardian Council).

o Overlapping institutions ensure continuity
even after leadership loss (“decapitation-

proof system?”).

e Parallel military structure:

o Artesh (regular army) + Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC).
o Decentralised GovernanceFlexible

command-and-control structure enhances

shock absorption capacity.

o Power diffusion prevents collapse during

crises.

o Political Economy & WelfareExtensive
welfare network through state + quasi-state

foundations (bonyads).

o Strong support base among rural poor, war

veterans.
e Social indicators:

o near universal female literacy (*99% in youth).

o ldeological Legitimacylslamic republicanism
blends religion + governance.

o Narrative of mostazafin (oppressed) vs
mustakbirin (oppressors).

o Positioned as an alternative to both capitalism
and communism.

o Weak OppositionDiaspora lacks domestic
legitimacy.

o Left remains marginalised.

o Reformists lack organisational strength.

o Movements like “Zan, Zendegi, Azadi” show
potential but lack leadership cohesion.

Static Linkages

e Concept of State and Civil Society — NCERT Political
Theory.

e Separation of Powers & Checks and Balances -
Indian Polity (Laxmikanth).

* Role of Ideology in State Formation - Modern World
History.

* Welfare State Model & Redistribution — Indian
Economy (Economic Survey).

e |Internal Security & Non-state Actors - GS3 Security.

Eritical Analysis
ositives
e |nstitutional depth ensures continuity and stability.
e Strongideological base generates mass legitimacy.
e Welfare outreach creates durable social support.
* Decentralisation enhances crisis resilience.
Negatives

e Democratic limitations due to unelected

institutions.

e Economic strain from sanctions and isolation.

* Rising youth dissatisfaction and protests.

e |deological rigidity may hinder reforms.
Challenges

e Balancing ideology with economic needs.

* Managing internal dissent.

e Ensuring leadership transition stability.

e Overcoming external isolation.

Way Forward

e Gradual political reforms with accountability.

* Focus on economic diversification and resilience.

e Strengthen state-society engagement mechanisms.

e Encourage inclusive governance and dialogue.

e External actors should adopt non-military, multi-
dimensional engagement.




No peace plan will work
without a ceasefire

IS DEADLINE looming, US President Donald Tramp

has submitted a 15-point plan to end the warin West

Asia, sald to have been delivered to Iran via Pakistan,

Notsurprisingly, officials inIran have rejected it sub-
miitting a counter-proposal of thelr owm. Yet the fact that both
sides appear to have established a channel of communication,
amid the five-day “pause”, could bethestanting point of amuch-
needed diplomatie process. That could be clutching at straws
given Trump's bellicose “get serious”™ message to Iran Thursday
and arders to deploy troops from the 82nd Airborme Division to
the region. Trump insists he is engaging with “the right people”
inlran, whilelranian leaders say the USIs "negotiating with itsell™,
and it Is still unclear who is calling the shots in Iran. Since his
father's killing, Mejtaba Khamenef hasbeen heard but not seen,

While the détails of the planare not yet public, itsbroad con-
tourssuggest a listof maximalist demands — particularty regard-
ing Iran's ballistic missile arsenal and its nuclear weapons pro-
gramme. More consequential, for now, isTrump's claimthat his
regime-change objective has been accomplished — thismay not
describe the reality on the ground, but it creates political space
for a negotiated exit. The key to any diplomatic off-ranp, how-
ever, will be the Strait of Hormuz, where Iran’s chokehold has
strained global supply chalns, driving up energy costs. Tehran's
counter-proposal includes the demand for international recog-
nition of Iran’s “sovereim right to exerciseauthority over the Strait
af Hormuz™, while Trump demands that it be fully reopened. Re-
solving this impasse isessential Without aconsensus, there can
be no durable framework for a long-term agreement.

‘What Is required for talks to move forward Is an iImmexdiate
ceasefire. In this, acritical factor, and hurdle, islsrael. Asthe pros-
pect of US-Tran engagement grows, Ismael has intensified s strikes
on Iran. It announced Thursday that it had killed the lran Navy
chiefbehind the Hormiz blockade and hasescalated opérations
in southem Lebanon as part of its campaign against Hezbellah,
Inthe past, Benjamin Metamyahu has sought toderail US-Irandi-
plomacy to further hisown interests. For Washington, therefore,
advancing a proposal for the endgame ks notenough. It also has
to convince Iran — and Israel, too — that the plan is not a smo-
kescreen for the next phase of the military camypalgn. To expect
Tehran toconsider any peace plan as missiles rain down and its
leaders are killed is to expect the near-impossible. A ceasefire,
therefore, is the best next step but given how Trump is shooting
his mouth off, trashing Iran and its leaders, that seems distant.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

e The Donald Trump administration has opened
limited backchannel talks with Iran via Pakistan
amid rising military tensions.

* [ran has rejected the US proposal and offered
a counter-plan, indicating a fragile diplomatic
opening.

e The crisis centres around the Strait of Hormuz,
where disruptions have affected global energy
supply.

e Simultaneously, military escalation continues,
including US troop deployment and Israeli
strikes under Benjamin Netanyahu.

* Absence of ceasefire makes negotiations
uncertain.

Key Points
e Strait of Hormuz:
o Handles ~20% of global oil trade - critical
for energy security.
o Strategic chokepoint - disruption impacts
global economy.
e US Position:
o Limits on Iran’s nuclear & missile
programme.
o Free navigation in Hormuz.
e [ran’s Position:
o Sovereign control over Hormuz.
o Security guarantees (no regime change).
e Core Issue:
o Conflict between freedom of navigation vs
national sovereignty.

Static Linkages
¢ United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea:
o Defines transit passage in international
straits.

e Balance of Power (IR theory).

e Energy Security (Economic Survey).

e Chokepoints in Geography (NCERT).

Critical Analysis
Positives
¢ Diplomatic channel exists -» reduces war risk.
e Opportunity for negotiated settlement.
Negatives
* No ceasefire » low trust.
e Maximalist demands by both sides.
* |srael’s actions may derail talks.
Key Challenge
¢ Reconciling:
o lIran’s sovereignty
o Global need for free navigation

Way Forward
* Immediate ceasefire
¢ Third-party mediation (UN / neutral states)
¢ Phased negotiations (step-by-step
concessions)
e Guarantee of navigation rights under UNCLOS
* De-escalation by all stakeholders



Court verdictis anudge
for responsible design

HE VERDICT delivered by a California court this week

holding Meta and YouTube accountable in a social

mediaaddictioncase could be abellwether forthe larger

movement tewardsaccountability for Big Tech. The 20-
year-old plaintiff, who claimed that the platforms run by these
companies led to anxiety and depression, was awarded millions
ofdollars in damages — Meta s topay $4.2 million and YouTube
S1.8 million. The verdict Is being called technology’s Blg Tobacco
moment The analogy may be imperfect, but the underying shift
it points to is real: A diffuse, widely felt harm has finally been
named and, importamtly, attributed.

The idea that social media is engineered to be addictive has
hovered at the level of common sense., T‘Imxmij.inlmdsgmalel
weight towhat insiders like fo ethicist Tristan
Harrisand Justin Rosenstein, creator ofthe Facebook “like™ but-
ton, have long angued: Soctal media platforms are bullt to capture
and hold attention through design cholces that exploit hiiman
peyehology. From the allure of <likes”, described by Rosenstein
asthe "bright dings of pseudo pleasure”, tothe pull-to-refresh fea-
ture which has been likened toslot machines, from Snapstreaks
torthe subtle coercion of WhatsApp read receipts, these choices
hawve shaped behaviour, recalibrated social expectations, and
blurred the boundary between cholee and compulsion.

The challenge mow s to work out the most sustainable ways
for mindmising harms. Governments across the workd, from Aus-
traliato France, and within India, Kamatakaand Andhra Pradesh,
are experimenting withbans and age restrictions, drivenby begit-
imate concerns about children, whose neuroplasticity makes
themespediallyvulnerable and susceptible. But inaworld whene
education, work, and social lifeare deeply entangledwith digital
platforms, prohibition canmot be the full or only solution, The
harder path lies in shared responsibility. Public pushback in re-
cent years hasalready prompled some rethink in Big Tech, lead-
ing tomeasures like the removal of beauty and “plastic surgery”™
filters on Instagram and the implementation of age verification
on multiple platforms. But it must go further, factoring in care,
notcompulsion, at the level of conception and design. Children,
oo, must beequipped with the cognitive and emotional tools to
navigate the attention economy. It may not be possible to push
the social media genle back Into the bottle, It can, however, be
miade less predatory.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

e A California court awarded damages to a 20-
year-old plaintiff against Meta Platforms ($4.2
million) and YouTube ($1.8 million) for mental
health harms linked to social media addiction.

* The verdictis being termed a “Big Tobacco
moment” for Big Tech—signifying legal
recognition of diffuse societal harms.

* Growing global concern over algorithm-driven
addictive design (likes, infinite scroll, streaks,
etc.) and its impact on youth mental health.

e Countries like Australia, France and Indian
states (Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh) are
exploring restrictions and safeguards.

Key Points

* Social media platforms use behavioral design
techniques (dopamine loops, variable rewards)
to maximize engagement.

e |nsider critiques (e.g., Tristan Harris) highlight
attention economy exploitation.

* Evidence links excessive social media use with
anxiety, depression, and reduced attention
span (WHO, UNICEF reports).

* Legal accountability for tech companies is
evolving—similar to liability regimes for
tobacco, pharma, etc.

e Policy responses include:

o Age restrictions & parental controls
o Algorithmic transparency demands
o Data protection and child safety laws

e |n India:
o |IT Rules 2021 mandate grievance redressal and
due diligence
o Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023
includes child data safeguards

Static Linkages

e Fundamental Rights: Article 21 (Right to Life -
includes mental well-being)

e Directive Principles: Protection of children and
youth (Art. 39(f))

e Behavioral Economics: Nudging, bounded
rationality (NCERT Economics)

e Role of technology in society (NCERT Sociology)

e Consumer Protection Act, 2019 - unfair trade
practices

e |T Act, 2000 - intermediary liability

Critical Analysis
Positives
e Establishes legal accountability of Big Tech
e Recognizes mental health as a legitimate harm
e Encourages ethical design and platform
responsibility
e Empowers consumers/users
Concerns / Challenges
e Difficulty in proving causal link between platform
use and harm
e Risk of over-regulation impacting innovation and
free speech
e Jurisdictional issues in regulating global tech firms
e Digital platforms are now integral to education/work
—complete bans impractical
e Algorithmic opacity limits enforcement
Stakeholder Perspectives
e Governments: Need regulation but avoid stifling
growth
e Companies: Argue user choice and self-regulation
e Parents/Children: Demand safety and
accountability
e Civil society: Push for digital rights and
transparency

Way Forward

e Move from prohibition - responsible design
regulation

e Mandate algorithmic audits & transparency reports

e Strengthen child-centric digital laws (age-
appropriate design codes)

e Promote digital literacy & emotional resilience
(NCERT curriculum integration)

¢ Independent regulatory authority for digital
platforms (like TRAI model)

e Encourage ethical tech frameworks (NITI Aayog Al
ethics guidelines)

e Global cooperation for cross-border tech
governance
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