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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

India and New Zealand signed a Free Trade
Agreement (FTA) in April 2026.
Signed by Piyush Goyal and Todd McClay in
New Delhi.
Negotiations: March 2025 – December 2025
(fast-track FTA).
Aims to enhance trade, investment, mobility,
and strategic partnership.

Key Points
Tariff Liberalisation

New Zealand: 100% tariff elimination on
Indian goods
India: ~95% tariff reduction/removal on
imports

Trade Data (2024–25)
Exports: $711.1 million (↑32.1%)
Imports: $587.1 million (↑75.2%)

Investment
Commitment: $20 billion investment over
15 years

Mobility
Facilitates movement of students and
skilled professionals

Sectoral Gains
Goods: textiles, pharma, agriculture,
engineering
Services: IT, education, healthcare

Sensitive Sector Protection (India)
Dairy products
Agricultural items (onion, pulses, corn, etc.)
Sugar, edible oils
Strategic sectors (arms, metals, gems &
jewellery)

Static Linkages
FTAs governed under WTO (GATT Article XXIV)
Key concepts:

Trade Creation vs Trade Diversion (Jacob
Viner)
Rules of Origin to prevent dumping

India’s cautious approach due to past
experiences (e.g., Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership exit)
Role of FTAs in improving Balance of Payments
(BoP) and export competitiveness

Critical Analysis
Positives

Expands market access for Indian exports
Boosts FDI inflows and infrastructure
Strengthens Indo-Pacific economic ties
Enhances services exports & mobility
Supports MSMEs and value chains

Concerns
Risk of import surge harming domestic
industry
Agricultural vulnerability despite exclusions
Low FTA utilisation rate historically
Monitoring challenges (Rules of Origin misuse)

Way Forward
Strengthen domestic manufacturing &
competitiveness
Improve export diversification
Ensure strict Rules of Origin compliance
Conduct regular FTA impact assessments
Align with Make in India & Atmanirbhar Bharat
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Iran has proposed conditional de-escalation: it
may ease its control over the Strait of Hormuz
if the U.S. lifts sanctions and ends hostilities.
The proposal, routed via Pakistan, seeks to
postpone discussions on Iran’s nuclear
programme.
The U.S. (under Donald Trump) remains
focused on preventing Iran’s nuclear weapon
capability, making acceptance unlikely.
Iran has intensified diplomacy—engaging
Russia (meeting with Vladimir Putin) and Gulf
countries (Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia).

Key Points
Strategic chokepoint: Strait of Hormuz carries
~20–30% of global oil trade (EIA).
Geographical location:

Connects Persian Gulf → Gulf of Oman →
Arabian Sea.
Bordered by Iran (north) and Oman (south).

Iran’s leverage: Ability to disrupt shipping gives
it asymmetric power in conflict.
Global impact:

Any disruption → spike in crude prices → global
inflationary pressures.

India’s concern:
~85% crude oil import dependence; major
supplies transit through this route.

Static Linkages 
UNCLOS (1982):

Defines international straits.
Ensures Right of Transit Passage (cannot be
suspended).

NPT (Non-Proliferation Treaty):
Iran is a signatory; disputes over uranium
enrichment persist.

Major Global Chokepoints:
Strait of Hormuz
Bab-el-Mandeb
Malacca Strait
Suez Canal

Energy Security (India):
Strategic Petroleum Reserves (Visakhapatnam,
Mangaluru, Padur).

Critical Analysis
Pros

Opens diplomatic space for de-escalation.
Reduces immediate risks to global oil supply
chains.

Cons
Core issue (Iran’s nuclear programme) remains
unresolved.
Proposal may be a tactical delay rather than a
durable solution.
Risk of escalation involving multiple actors (U.S.,
Israel, Russia).

Stakeholders
Iran: Seeks sanctions relief and strategic leverage.
U.S.: Focus on nuclear non-proliferation and
regional influence.
India: Energy security and stable oil prices.
Gulf States: Regional stability vs Iran’s growing
influence.

Challenges
Deep trust deficit between Iran and the U.S.
Complex geopolitical alignments.
Ensuring freedom of navigation amid conflict.

Way Forward
Revive nuclear negotiations (JCPOA-type
framework).
Strengthen adherence to UNCLOS principles.
Promote multilateral mediation (UN, regional
actors).
India should:

Diversify energy imports.
Expand Strategic Petroleum Reserves.
Maintain balanced diplomacy in West Asia.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Rajya Sabha Secretariat updated its party-
wise list, showing seven MPs from Aam Aadmi
Party (AAP) merged with the Bharatiya Janata
Party (BJP).
The MPs include Raghav Chadha, Sandeep
Pathak, Harbhajan Singh, among others.
The merger was accepted by the Chairman, C.
P. Radhakrishnan, indicating prima facie
recognition of the move.
BJP’s strength in the Rajya Sabha increased to
113 seats, while Indian National Congress
remains at 29.
AAP has challenged the move, invoking the
Tenth Schedule (Anti-Defection Law) and
seeking disqualification of the MPs.

Key Points
Merger vs Defection Issue:

MPs claimed a “merger” with BJP to avoid
disqualification.
AAP argues it is a defection, violating
constitutional provisions.

Role of Chairman:
The Rajya Sabha Chairman is the final
authority to decide disqualification under
the Tenth Schedule.
His decision is subject to judicial review (as
per Supreme Court rulings).

Strength in Rajya Sabha:
BJP’s increased numbers improve
legislative leverage, though still short of
absolute majority (currently 245 strength).

Legal Trigger:
Petition filed by Sanjay Singh seeking
disqualification under anti-defection
provisions.

Political Context:
Reflects fluidity in party alignments and
coalition politics at the national level.

Static Linkages 
Tenth Schedule (52nd Constitutional
Amendment Act, 1985):

Introduced to curb political defections.
Grounds: voluntary giving up membership,
voting against party whip.

91st Constitutional Amendment Act, 2003:
Strengthened anti-defection law.
Removed exemption for “split” (earlier 1/3
members).

Merger Provision:
Valid if at least 2/3 members of a legislature
party agree to merge with another party.

Kihoto Hollohan v. Zachillhu (1992):
Supreme Court upheld validity of anti-
defection law.
Allowed judicial review of
Speaker/Chairman’s decisions.

Rajya Sabha Composition:
Maximum strength: 250 (currently 245).
Permanent body; 1/3 members retire every
2 years.

Critical Analysis
Positive Aspects:

May enhance legislative efficiency and
stability
Reflects flexibility within parliamentary
democracy

Concerns:
Possible misuse of merger provision to
bypass disqualification
Undermines party discipline and voter
mandate
Raises questions about neutrality of the
Chairman
Weakens opposition in a bicameral system

Constitutional/Ethical Issues:
Balance between legislator autonomy vs
party loyalty
Integrity of democratic representation

Way Forward
Establish clearer guidelines for determining a
valid merger
Ensure time-bound decisions on
disqualification petitions
Consider independent tribunal instead of
presiding officer
Strengthen intra-party democracy to reduce
defections
Enhance judicial oversight in contentious cases
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

The Election Commission of India undertook a
Special Intensive Revision (SIR) of electoral
rolls in several States.
Reports indicate large-scale deletion of voters,
many marked under “logical discrepancy”.
A significant number of eligible citizens were
allegedly excluded from voting due to removal
from electoral rolls.
Concerns raised regarding:

Timing of revision (pre-election period)
Procedural lapses and lack of due process
Jurisdictional issues related to citizenship
verification

Key Points
Article 326:

Provides for universal adult suffrage based
on citizenship, age (18+), and non-
disqualification.

Legal Framework:
Section 21, Representation of the People
Act, 1950:

Mandates revision of electoral rolls
before elections.

Rule 25, Registration of Electors Rules,
1960:

Summary revision → before elections.
Intensive revision → when elections are
not imminent.

Observed Issues in SIR:
Intensive revision conducted close to
elections (deviation from law).
Exclusion of common identity documents
(Aadhaar, ration card, EPIC).
Undefined category: “logical discrepancy”
not recognized in law.

Absence of hearing before deletion →
violation of natural justice.

Scale of Deletions:
Lakhs of voters reportedly removed across
States.

Jurisdictional Concern:
Citizenship determination lies with Union
government, not ECI.

Static Linkages
Universal Adult Franchise (Indian
Constitution).
Article 324: Powers and functions of ECI.
Representation of the People Act, 1950.
Principles of Natural Justice (Audi alteram
partem).
Doctrine of Ultra Vires.
Rule of Law and procedural fairness.

Critical Analysis
Advantages

Helps eliminate duplicate/fake entries in
electoral rolls.
Aims to enhance accuracy and integrity of
elections.

Challenges / Concerns
Disenfranchisement risk: Genuine voters
excluded.
Procedural violations:

No adequate notice or hearing.
Legal inconsistency:

Intensive revision conducted at
inappropriate time.

Administrative overreach:
ECI prescribing citizenship proof criteria.

Equity concerns:
Marginalized and rural populations
disproportionately affected.

Democratic impact:
Undermines free and fair elections.

Way Forward
Union government should notify clear list of
citizenship documents.
Strict adherence to statutory provisions (RPA
1950 & Rules 1960).
Ensure pre-deletion notice and hearing.
Strengthen grievance redressal mechanisms.
Use technology with safeguards for
verification.
Promote inclusion-oriented electoral
management.
Enable judicial and parliamentary oversight.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Draft amendments to Information Technology
Rules released by Ministry of Electronics and
Information Technology (MeitY) on March 30,
2026.
Amendments expand government oversight
over digital intermediaries and online content.
Raise concerns regarding freedom of speech,
intermediary liability, and data privacy.

Key Points
Rule 3(4): Compliance with government
advisories/directions made necessary for safe
harbour protection.
Safe harbour (Section 79, IT Act) becomes
conditional on executive instructions.
Potential dilution of Supreme Court
safeguards (content removal only via court
order/law).
Expansion of regulatory ambit to include
individuals posting news/current affairs.
Inter-Departmental Committee empowered to
review any “matter” (undefined scope).
Increased data retention obligations for
intermediaries.
Likely rise in self-censorship and over-
compliance by platforms.

Static Linkages
Article 19(1)(a) – Freedom of Speech and
Expression
Article 19(2) – Reasonable Restrictions
Section 79, IT Act – Intermediary Liability
Doctrine of Delegated Legislation
Judicial Review
Right to Privacy (Puttaswamy Judgment, 2017)

Critical Analysis
Positives

Strengthens state capacity to tackle
misinformation and harmful content
Enables faster response to national security
threats in digital space

Negatives
Risk of executive overreach and bypassing due
process
Chilling effect on free speech
Legal uncertainty leading to over-censorship
Weak procedural safeguards
Privacy concerns due to extended data
retention
Expansion of delegated legislation beyond
parent law

Way Forward
Ensure conformity with Supreme Court
judgments
Clearly define scope and limits of executive
powers
Strengthen judicial and parliamentary
oversight
Introduce independent regulatory mechanisms
Ensure transparency in content takedown
processes
Limit data retention and enforce data
protection principles
Provide effective grievance redressal for users
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

On April 24, seven out of ten Rajya Sabha MPs
of the Aam Aadmi Party announced a merger
with the Bharatiya Janata Party.
The Chairman of the Rajya Sabha accepted the
merger claim.
BJP’s strength rose to 113 seats, giving the
NDA a majority in the Upper House.
The move has been challenged before the
Supreme Court of India over the interpretation
of the Tenth Schedule (Anti-Defection Law).

Key Points
Tenth Schedule (52nd Constitutional
Amendment Act, 1985):

Introduced to curb political defections.
Grounds of Disqualification:

Voluntarily giving up party membership.
Voting/abstaining against party whip.

Merger Clause (Paragraph 4):
No disqualification if ≥ 2/3 members of
legislature party agree to merge.

Core Issue in News:
Whether legislature party alone can initiate
merger, or if political party consent is
necessary.

Judicial Insight:
Supreme Court of India has emphasized
that legislature party and political party are
distinct entities.

Authority:
Chairman/Speaker decides disqualification
cases (subject to judicial review).

Static Linkages
Presiding Officer acts as a quasi-judicial
authority.
Judicial review upheld in Kihoto Hollohan v.
Zachillhu.
91st Constitutional Amendment Act, 2003 →
strengthened anti-defection provisions.
Concept of party whip ensures legislative
discipline.
Anti-defection law balances stability vs dissent
in parliamentary democracy.
Linked to basic structure doctrine (democracy,
rule of law).

Critical Analysis
Positives:

May ensure numerical stability in legislature.
Allows flexibility in exceptional political
realignments.

Concerns:
Misuse of merger provision to bypass
disqualification.
Encourages opportunistic defections (horse-
trading).
Weakens mandate of voters and party
ideology.
Questions neutrality of presiding officers.
Ineffective deterrence due to judicial delays.

Constitutional/Ethical Dimensions:
Undermines representative democracy.
Raises issues of political morality and
accountability.

Way Forward
Clarify “merger” to include approval of
political party organisation.
Establish an independent adjudicatory body
instead of Speaker/Chairman.
Impose strict timelines for decision-making.
Strengthen internal party democracy.
Ensure consistent judicial interpretation of
Tenth Schedule.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

India follows a partially deregulated fuel
pricing system (petrol–2010, diesel–2014).
Despite deregulation, prices are influenced by
government taxation and informal controls →
“managed deregulation”.
Falling crude prices (2022–25) did not reduce
retail prices; instead, tax revenues and OMC
profits increased.
Rising crude prices now causing under-
recoveries for oil companies, indicating
structural issues.
Proposal: Fuel Price Transparency Framework
(FPTF) for rule-based pricing.

Key Points
India imports ~85–90% crude oil → high
external vulnerability
Current system:

Gains during low prices not passed to
consumers
Losses during high prices absorbed by
OMCs

Tax component ~₹28–30/litre (Centre + States)
Pricing determinants:

Global crude oil prices
Exchange rate (₹ vs $)
Refining & distribution cost
Government taxes

Ethanol blending (~20%) has limited impact on
final price
FPTF proposes:

Transparent formula-based pricing
Defined margin for OMCs
Taxation within a fixed band

Static Linkages
Administered Pricing Mechanism (pre-2010)

Subsidy burden and oil bonds
Indirect taxes (excise duty, VAT)
Imported inflation and exchange rate effects
Energy security and diversification
Ethanol blending policy (E20 target)

Critical Analysis
Positives

Promotes market efficiency and transparency
Reduces policy uncertainty
Improves fiscal predictability

Negatives
Leads to price volatility for consumers
Fuel taxes are major revenue → political
reluctance to reform
Inflationary impact on economy

Challenges
Balancing consumer welfare vs fiscal needs
Managing global oil shocks
Ensuring true deregulation vs hidden controls

Way Forward
Implement rule-based pricing (FPTF)
Introduce tax bands instead of ad-hoc changes
Create price stabilization mechanism
Diversify import sources
Increase domestic exploration
Promote alternative fuels (ethanol, EVs)
Ensure public transparency in pricing
components
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Concerns over expansion and interpretation of
offences related to “hurting religious
sentiments” under the Bharatiya Nyaya
Sanhita, 2023.
Punjab passed a stringent anti-sacrilege law
focusing on desecration of the Guru Granth
Sahib.
Judicial developments include broad
interpretation of religious insult and
intervention by the Supreme Court of India to
protect free speech.
Debate centers on balance between public
order vs. fundamental rights.

Key Points 
Section 295A (continued in BNS):

Requires deliberate and malicious intent to
outrage religious feelings.

Punjab Law:
Life imprisonment + fine up to ₹25 lakh.
Removes insanity defense (departure from
classical criminal law).

Issues:
Increasing criminalization of expression.
Risk of mob violence and misuse.

Judiciary:
Acts as a safeguard through constitutional
interpretation.

Static Linkages 
Article 19(1)(a): Freedom of speech and
expression.
Article 19(2): Reasonable restrictions (public
order, morality, etc.).
Secularism = Basic Structure (S.R. Bommai
case).
Mens rea essential for criminal liability.
Insanity defense → McNaughten Rules.
Rule of Law and Due Process.

Critical Analysis 
Positives

Maintains public order in a diverse society.
Prevents deliberate provocation and
communal disharmony.

Negatives
Chilling effect on free speech.
Vague definitions → scope for misuse.
Encourages vigilantism and mob justice.
Religion-specific laws challenge secularism.
Removal of insanity defense weakens legal
safeguards.

Constitutional Tension
Article 19 vs Public Order
Secularism vs Religious Sensitivity
Individual Liberty vs Collective Sentiment

Way Forward 
Narrow and precise legal definitions.
Strict proof of intent (mens rea).
Safeguards against misuse (screening of FIRs).
Strong action against mob justice.
Promote constitutional morality over
majoritarian morality.
Periodic review of colonial-era provisions.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News 

Multiple alleged student suicides reported in
premier institutions such as NIT Kurukshetra
within a short span.
Haryana Human Rights Commission initiated
suo motu inquiry.
Similar cases reported in institutions like BITS
Pilani (Goa campus).
National Crime Records Bureau (2023):

13,892 student suicides (highest recorded).
~65% rise over the past decade.

Supreme Court of India (2025) directed
institutionalisation of mental health
mechanisms.

Key Points 
Causes:

Academic pressure, competitive exam
culture
Financial stress and unemployment
concerns
Social isolation, stigma around mental
health
Personal factors (relationships, debt, etc.)

Structural Issues:
Limited seats in premier institutions
Coaching culture starting early
adolescence
Inadequate counselling infrastructure

Institutional Gaps:
Poor student support systems
Lack of early identification of distress

Emerging Measures:
Peer-support systems, helplines, flexible
curriculum
Increasing focus on mental health
awareness

Static Linkages 
Article 21 – Right to life includes dignity and
mental well-being
Directive Principles – Public health
improvement
Mental Healthcare Act, 2017
National Mental Health Programme (1982)
WHO definition of health
NCRB reports – suicide data
Role of education in socialisation

Critical Analysis 
Positives

Judicial intervention improving accountability
Increasing awareness and institutional reforms
Policy framework exists (Mental Healthcare
Act)

Challenges
Implementation deficit in institutions
Shortage of mental health professionals
Persistent stigma
Exam-centric education system
Economic/job uncertainty intensifying stress

Ethical Concerns
Neglect of student well-being
Pressure-driven meritocracy
Institutional responsibility vs performance
metrics

Way Forward 
Mandatory counselling infrastructure in
institutions
Standard counsellor-student ratio
Curriculum reforms to reduce excessive
pressure
Strengthening implementation of mental
health laws
Financial and career support systems
Promote inclusive and supportive campus
culture
Early detection mechanisms for student
distress
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