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FOREWORD
We, at Team Vedhik is happy to introduce a new initiative - "Daily Current
Affairs_The Hindu" compilations to help you with UPSC Civil Services
Examination preparation. We believe this initiative - "Daily Current
Affairs_The Hindu" would help students, especially beginners save time
and streamline their preparations with regard to Current Affairs. A content
page and an Appendix has been added segregating and mapping the
content to the syllabus.
It is an appreciable efforts by Vedhik IAS Academy helping aspirants of
UPSC Civil Services Examinations. I would like to express my sincere
gratitude to Dr. Babu Sebastian, former VC - MG University in extending
all support to this endeavour. Finally I also extend my thanks to thank
Ms. Shilpa Sasidharan and Mr. Shahul Hameed for their assistance in the
preparing the compilations.
We welcome your valuable comments so that further improvement may
be made in the forthcoming material. We look forward to feedback,
comments and suggestions on how to improve and add value for students.
Every care has been taken to avoid typing errors and if any reader comes
across any such error, the authors shall feel obliged if they are informed
at their Email ID.
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India’s Central Asian outreach
Afghanistan’s situation has thrown up challenges for New Delhi

HARSH V. PANT
AYJAZ WANI

The dramatic developments in Afghanistan
have catalysed new geostrategic and geoeconomic concerns for the region. The evolving
situation has also thrown up renewed challenges for India’s regional and bilateral ties
with Central Asia and the Caucasus, prompting India to recalibrate its rules of engagement with the region.
External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar was
in the region earlier this month — his third
within a span of four months. In Kyrgyzstan,
Mr. Jaishankar extended a credit line of $200
million for the support of development projects and signed an memorandum of understanding (MoU) on High-Impact Community
Development Projects (HICDP). His next stop
was the Kazakhstan capital, Nur Sultan,
where he attended the 6th Foreign Ministers’
Conference on Interaction and ConfidenceBuilding Measures in Asia (CICA).
At CICA, Mr. Jaishankar targeted China’s
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). Admonishing
China’s methods in promoting the BRI, he
said while greater connectivity was essential
for the promotion of regional stability, it
must not be pursued for parochial interests.
He also confronted Pakistan for its support
towards cross-border terrorism. Before
reaching Armenia on October 13, Mr. Jaishankar met his counterparts from Russia, Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan to discuss regional cooperation.
India-Armenia ties
Mr. Jaishankar has become the first Indian
External Affairs Minister to visit Armenia.
The Minister and his Armenian counterpart,
Ararat Mirzoyan, agreed to enhance trade
and cultural exchanges to boost bilateral relations. During the visit, Mr. Jaishankar also
supported efforts for a peaceful solution of
the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict between
Azerbaijan and Armenia under the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe’s (OSCE) Minsk group.
The Taliban re-establishing its supremacy
over Afghanistan has also exposed the weaknesses of coalitions such as the Shanghai
Cooperation Organization (SCO), created in
response to the threats of terrorism that
sprang from Afghanistan. However, the SCO
has been used by most member countries
for their own regional geostrategic and security interests, increasing the trust-deficit

and divergence within the forum.
As the SCO failed to collectively respond
to the Afghan crisis, the Central Asian leaders met in Turkmenistan in August to voice
their concerns over the Afghan situation,
and also discussed the presence of Central
Asian terror groups within Afghanistan and
along their borders.
After the breakup of the Soviet Union and
the formation of the independent republics
in Central Asia, India reset its ties with the
strategically critical region. India provided financial aid to the region and established diplomatic relations. New Delhi signed the
Strategic Partnership Agreements (SPA) with
Kazakhstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan to
stimulate defence cooperation and deepen
trade relations. In 2012, New Delhi’s ‘Connect Central Asia’ policy aimed at furthering
India’s political, economic, historical and
cultural connections with the region. However, India’s efforts were stonewalled by
Pakistan’s lack of willingness to allow India
passage through its territory. China took advantage of the situation and unveiled the
much-hyped BRI in Kazakhstan.
The growing geostrategic and security
concerns regarding the BRI’s China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC) and its violation
of India’s sovereignty forced New Delhi to fix
its lethargic strategy. Soon after assuming office, Prime Minister Narendra Modi visited
all the Central Asian countries in July 2015.
Eventually, Central Asia became the link that
placed Eurasia in New Delhi’s zone of interest. India signed MoUs with Iran in 2015 to
develop the Chabahar port in the Sistan-Baluchistan province that was in the doldrums
from 2003. Most of the Central Asian leaders
view India’s Chabahar port as an opportunity to diversify their export markets and control China’s ambitions. China’s assertive approach led to rising social discontent on the
ill-treatment of their ethnic brethren in
neighbouring Xinjiang.
Central Asian countries have been keen to
have India as a partner as they have sought
to diversify their strategic ties. They have admitted New Delhi into the Ashgabat Agreement, allowing India access to connectivity
networks to facilitate trade and commercial
interactions with both Central Asia and Eurasia, and also access the natural resources
of the region. Rising anti-Chinese sentiments
within the region and security threats from
the Taliban allow New Delhi and Central Asia
to reimagine their engagement. India cannot
afford to lose any time in recalibrating its regional engagements.

Gorias feel heat of
eviction drive in Assam
They fear losing grazing land
RAHUL KARMAKAR
SANOWA (ASSAM)

Indigenous Muslims in
northern Assam’s Darrang
district are now feeling the
heat of an eviction drive that
was ostensibly aimed at migrant Bengali Muslim settlers on the banks of the
Brahmaputra.
Between June 7 and September 23, the district authorities evicted more than
1,000 migrant Muslim families from the Dhalpur area
to make way for the Government-run Garukhuti farm
project. The eviction was
paused after two persons,
one a minor, were killed in
police firing.
A month on, the indigenous Gorias — a category of
Assamese Muslims who
played a part in bringing the
‘encroachment’ issue to the
fore six years ago — have
found themselves at the receiving end.
They are worried about
losing access to the land
they had been using
through generations for seasonal farming and grazing
their livestock.
“We have nothing against
the Government’s Garukhuti project and the eviction of
the encroachers. We also
gave up about 700 bighas
for the project but sought to
retain about 300 bighas
closer to our village. But
they took that too, leaving
us with hardly anything to
subsist on,” Sanowa resident Abed Ali told The
Hindu.
Mr. Ali is the son of Kobad
Ali, president of the local
milk producers’ association
and one of four who had

A policeman patrolling the
government land after the
recent eviction in Garukhuti.
*

RITU RAJ KONWAR

filed a case in 2015 under
the Assam Land Grabbing
(Prohibition) Act, 2010,
seeking the eviction of encroachers from the village
grazing reserve and professional grazing reserve south
of Sanowa and the adjoining
Rajapukhuri inhabited by
Assamese Hindus.
“We had a discussion
with the local authorities
and those in charge of the
Garukhuti farm project. We
were told that our land
would be taken temporarily,
but now they have ordered
us not to till our land because we have no documents though our forefathers have been using this
land for farming and grazing
our livestock since the
1800s,” said Julhas Ali, a village leader.
District officials pointed
out that the land is Government-owned and the onus
was on the authorities to decide how it would be used.
“We have just started the
project. There is a long way
to go,” said BJP legislator
Padma Hazarika, who heads
the committee set up to implement the project.

Harsh V. Pant is Professor of International Relations at
King’s College London and Director of Research at
Observer Research Foundation (ORF), New Delhi.
Ayjaz Wani is a Fellow at ORF, Mumbai
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‘U.S. sabotaging CPEC with India’s support’
They are trying to manoeuvre Pakistan out of BRI, says Imran Khan’s aide
Press trust of India
Islamabad

The chief of the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
(CPEC) Authority has accused the U.S. of sabotaging
the multi-billion dollar project, the economic lifeline of
Pakistan, a media report
said.
The ambitious CPEC was
launched in 2015 when Chi-

nese President Xi Jinping visited Pakistan. It aims to connect western China with the
Gwadar port in southwestern Pakistan through a network of roads, railways and
other projects of infrastructure and development.
“From the point of view of
the emerging geo-strategic
situation, one thing is clear:
the United States supported

by India is inimical to CPEC.
It will not let it succeed.
That’s where we have to take
a position,” Khalid Mansoor,
the Special Assistant to Pakistan Prime Minister Imran
Khan on CPEC affairs said
while addressing the CPEC
Summit in Karachi on Saturday. Islamabad is the seventh
largest recipient of Chinese
overseas development fi-

nancing with 71 projects
worth $27.3 billion under
way as part of the CPEC.
Mr. Mansoor said the U.S.
and India continue to “make
attempts to manoeuvre Pakistan out of ” China’s Belt
and Road Initiative (BRI) under which the Chinese government has been investing
heavily in about 70 countries, the Dawn reported.

In Glasgow, all eyes on 2030
D. Raghunandan

T

he stage is set for the 26th UN
Climate Change Conference
of the Parties (COP26) in
Glasgow, starting October 31. Major preparatory conferences and
bilateral meetings have been held
to persuade countries to raise
their emission reduction commitments from the Nationally Determined Contributions (NDC) under
the Paris Agreement. Some positive outcomes have been achieved.
Yet, many high-emitter countries
are woefully short of the emissions
reductions required by 2030 to
restrict global temperature rise to
“well below 2°C” or the now de
facto goal of 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels. The loudest buzz now,
however, is around net zero emissions by 2050 i.e., greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions equalling absorption by sinks such as forests,
even though the substance is
much less than the slogan
suggests.

Net zero mirage
Media reports and commentary in
India and abroad greeted the Sixth
Assessment Report (AR6) of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change released in August 2021
with shock and awe, but the revealing scientific data were
glossed over. Far from emphasising net zero alone, AR6 emphasised that to keep temperature rise
within 1.5°C, global emissions
should be reduced by 45% from
2010 levels by 2030, on the way to
net zero 2050.
Importantly, in the net zero
drumbeats spurred on by the U.S.
and the UN Secretary General, the
foundational principle of the UN

Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), which is
common but differentiated responsibilities (CBDR), has been forgotten. Developed countries, responsible for over 75% of
accumulated atmospheric GHGs
causing climate change, should
shoulder most of the burden for
reducing emissions, while developing countries should do what
they can, with technological and
financial assistance from the former. So, if the goal is global net zero
emissions by 2050, all countries
cannot be obliged to reach that
goal by the same year. CBDR
would imply that developed countries should reach net zero by, say,
2035-40, while developing countries can get there later.
Net zero 2050, as currently
posed, is at best a distracting message and at worst deliberately diverts attention away from the urgent 2030 target that COP26
should focus on. The net zero
2050 target is also no proverbial
silver bullet, as clearly shown by
numbers put out in the UNFCCC
Synthesis Report on the updated
NDCs, released in September 2021.
2030 targets critical
One hundred and thirteen parties
out of 194 submitted updated
NDCs by end-July 2021. The UN
NDC report tells us that even accounting for these, global emissions in 2030 are expected to be
16.3% above the 2010 level, whereas the IPCC has called for 2030
emissions to be 45% less from
2010 levels for the 1.5°C goal. The
report therefore calls for “a significant increase in the level of ambition of NDCs” till 2030.
Several large emitters have announced deeper emission cuts
than in the Paris Agreement. The
U.K. and the European Union have
raised their targets to a significant
68% and 55%, respectively, compared with 1990 levels by 2030.
The U.S. is still lagging behind,

AP

COP26 must focus sharply on reducing emissions till 2030, rather than on net zero 2050, which is too distant a goal

even as U.S. Special Presidential
Envoy for Climate John Kerry tours
the world pushing other countries
for deeper emission cuts. The U.S.
has now promised net zero emissions by 2050 compared to the
80% reduction that it had promised earlier. The Biden administration has also promised to reduce emissions by 50–52% below
2005 levels by 2030. This is grossly
insufficient as the U.S. is the
world’s second largest emitter,
and the 2005 baseline makes its
commitment considerably lower
than those of the EU, the U.K. and
others using the Kyoto 1990 baseline. Others standing in the way of
rapid reductions are Russia, Brazil
under Jair Bolsonaro ravaging the
Amazon forests, and China, the
world’s largest emitter, whose relentless push to add maximum infrastructure, industrial and power-generation capacities before
peaking in 2030, may use up much
of the cumulative global emissions
available for 1.5°C.
The gravity of the situation may
be better appreciated through the
more scientific metric of carbon
budgets, as highlighted in AR6 and
AR5. Carbon budgets represent
the quantum of CO2 the atmosphere can hold for a given global temperature, best assessed through
cumulative emissions and not annual flows. The report of updated
NDCs states that “the cumulative
CO2 emissions in 2020–2030 based
on the latest NDCs would likely use
up 89% of the remaining carbon
budget, leaving a post-2030 carbon budget of around 55 Gt CO2,

which is equivalent to the average
annual CO2 emissions in 2020–
2030.” Although negotiators and
analysts are steeped in using annual flows, estimates based on carbon budgets should be used at
Glasgow, if only to assess flowsbased arrangements arrived at. As
the NDC report says, reaching net
zero is necessary to stabilise global
temperature rise at a particular level, “but limiting global temperature increase to a specific level
would imply limiting cumulative
CO2 emissions to within a carbon
budget.”
Whither Glasgow COP26?
To reiterate, COP26 must focus
sharply on reducing emissions till
2030, rather than on net zero
2050, which is too distant and
with possibilities of gaming the
system. If COP26 does not focus on
achieving the 45% emission cuts
from 2010 levels required by 2030
for limiting temperature rise to
1.5°C, and continues with geopolitics as usual, then the world may
well have squandered away one of
its last chances to avert disastrous
climate impacts. Pressure will undoubtedly come from Africa, Least
Developed Countries (LDCs),
Small Island States and others, but
will that tilt the scales against the
powerful status quo? It was suggested some years ago that the
COP ensures that Parties iteratively raise their commitments till
they add up to the requisite 45%
reduction by 2030. But who will
hold their feet to the fire? Or will
the U.S. and others succeed in focusing on the false net zero 2050
solution, escaping their own obligations for 2030 and dangerously
kicking the can down the road?
As usual, India is in its own double-edged position. The country
emits 7% of global emissions, has
extremely low per-capita emissions that are far below the global
average and yet ranks as the
world’s third largest emitter. It is a

G20 member and reputed economic and industrial power. India
has so far resisted pressures to
raise its Paris Agreement emission
reduction commitments. But it
has not yet submitted its updated
NDC as required and may face difficulties at Glasgow, especially
from LDCs and most vulnerable
countries feeling existentially
threatened even as powerful nations wheel and deal. The wellknown website Climate Tracker
has now placed India in its secondworst performing category of
countries regarding conformity
with global 1.5°C goals, down from
the top category for 2°C just after
the Paris Agreement. India can,
without much difficulty, raise its
NDC pledge of reducing Emissions
Intensity (ratio of emissions to
GDP) by 33-35% from 2005 levels
by 2030 to 38-40%. This is quite
achievable since India has been averaging around 2% p.a. reduction
in EI as per its own NDC. Given the
net zero chorus, India could also
offer to achieve that by 2070-75, invoking CBDR and comparing well
with China’s 2060 pledge. If
pressed on a peaking year, a 204045 guesstimate may not be far off
the mark, especially if increasing
forest and tree cover are stepped
up instead of undermined. For India to convert its ambitions of installing 450GW of renewable power by 2030, adding green
hydrogen or increasing electric
vehicles into commitments may
require more homework than
done so far. Will India have the
gumption to leverage these offers
to push the U.S. and other developed country laggards to step up
their commitments and actions towards the 2030 goal, without
trade-offs on promises of financial
assistance? Only time, of which
the world has little left, will tell.
D. Raghunandan is with the Delhi Science
Forum, a constituent of the All- India
Peoples Science Network
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No change
The FATF must ensure that the investigation of
Pakistan comes to an effective conclusion soon

Mitigating a crisis
The COP can at best incentivise adaptation
that aids a transition towards clean energy

I

n a week, heads of state from at least 120 countries
are expected to convene in Glasgow for the 26th
meeting of the United Nations Conference of the Parties (COP). The annual two-week-long exercise was disrupted last year due to COVID-19. The year 2020 was to
have been an important year in the COP calendar as
most of the major economies were expected to review
the actions undertaken so far in meeting voluntary targets to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in line with the
Paris Agreement of 2015. However, the disruption has
meant that these discussions will now move to Glasgow.
Following the exit by former U.S. President Donald
Trump from the Paris Agreement, the Biden administration is making a concerted effort to commemorate
the country's return. To this end, it has sent emissaries
and multiple delegations to several countries to coax
them into committing to some sort of a deadline or a
'net zero’ timeline by when their emissions would peak
and eventually abate.
To limit global warming to 1.5°C, net zero emissions
would have to be achieved by 2050 and emissions
would need to be drastically cut by at least 45% from
2010 levels by 2030. India and China are the major
emitters of the world that haven’t committed to any
2050 deadline. Their argument, which has been consistent for many years, is that the climate crisis exists because of excess emissions by the developed West for
more than a century. Any attempt at solving the crisis
would involve the western countries doing much more
than what they have committed to and, at the very
least, making good on promises already enshrined in
previous editions of the COP. As years of COP negotiations have shown, progress is glacial and the effort is
more on delivering a headline announcement rather
than genuine operationalisation of the steps that need
to be taken. In real terms, for developed countries,
complying with the demand by developing countries to
pay reparations means shelling out sums of money unlikely to pass domestic political muster. And for developing countries, yielding to calls for ‘net zero’ means
that governments such as India will appear as having
caved into international bullying. The COP, despite all
the media interest it generates, can at best incentivise
adaptation that aids a transition to clean energy. But
even without immediately retiring fossil fuel assets, the
world needs to frame a meaningful response to a warming globe.

I

n a repetition of its decisions over the past three
years, the Financial Action Task Force (FATF) said
that members of the 39-member grouping voted to
retain Pakistan on its ‘grey list’ of jurisdictions under increased monitoring. The FATF, which evaluates countries on efforts to check terror financing and money
laundering, also placed Turkey on the grey list and
cleared Mauritius from it. The FATF found that Pakistan
had cleared 30 of a total of 34 tasks assigned in two
batches, and would face another review in February
2022. In particular, the FATF President, Marcus Pleyer,
said that Pakistan had failed to resolve the single task
that remains from the first batch, of demonstrating that
effective investigations and prosecutions are being pursued against the senior leadership of United Nations-designated terror groups. From New Delhi’s perspective,
the most significant of these are Jaish-e-Mohammed
( JeM) chief Masood Azhar, Lashkar-e-Toiba (LeT) chief
Hafiz Saeed, Dawood Ibrahim and other command and
control chiefs of terror groups that target India, that
have yet to be brought to justice for the 26/11 Mumbai
attacks in 2008, the IC-814 hijacking in 1999 and several
major attacks and bombings in Jammu and Kashmir. It
is indeed disappointing that the increased monitoring
by the FATF of Pakistan — from 2008-2009, 2012-2015,
and 2018-2021 — has failed to ensure that while some of
these leaders have been tried and convicted for terror
financing charges in Pakistani courts, none of them has
been effectively prosecuted for violence in India. These
much-delayed outcomes speak as much to Pakistan’s
lack of credibility on terrorism as to the FATF’s own
lack of effectiveness.
Despite Pakistan’s failure to fulfill its task list, the
FATF President has made it clear that they are not considering placing Pakistan on the ‘black list’, as they say
it “continues to cooperate”. On the other hand, the
FATF has also said that it will not remove Pakistan from
the grey list, despite the country completing 26/27 of
the original tasks it was assigned. The actions open the
world body to accusations of ‘politicising’ the process,
both from those who would like to see tough action for
non-compliance by Pakistan, and from Pakistan itself,
which has accused India of turning the technical process into a political one by “targeting” Pakistan. As a result, the FATF must stop kicking the proverbial can
down the road. It must ensure that the investigation of
Pakistan is not an open-ended process, and is brought
to a credible and effective conclusion at the earliest. In
light of the developments in Afghanistan, and concerns
over the growth of transnational terror groups such as
al-Qaeda and ISIL, as well as JeM and LeT taking advantage of the Taliban takeover to build new safe havens
and financing networks, it is particularly important that
the FATF keep its commitment from 2001 (when it added terror financing to its mandate) to prevent all terror
groups from accessing these funding networks.
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China’s new
law ‘formalises’
its LAC actions

China’s law ‘formalises’
its LAC actions
The law “stipulates that the
sovereignty and territorial
integrity of the People’s Republic of China are sacred
and inviolable”, the text
said, adding that “the state
shall take measures to safeguard territorial integrity
and land boundaries and
guard against and combat
any act that undermines territorial sovereignty and land
boundaries”.
It also calls on the state to
“take measures to strengthen border defence, support economic and social
development as well as
opening-up in border areas,
improve public services and
infrastructure in such areas,
encourage and support people’s life and work there,
and promote coordination
between border defence
and social, economic development in border areas”.
The law designates the
various responsibilities of
the military, the State Coun-

cil or Cabinet, and provincial governments in managing the security and
economic issues in border
areas.
Article 22 of the law says
the PLA “shall carry out border duties” including “organising drills” and “resolutely prevent, stop and combat
invasion, encroachment,
provocation and other
acts”.
The law also says China
will “handle land border-related affairs with neighbouring countries through negotiations to properly resolve
disputes and long-standing
border issues”.
The passing of the law
coincides with stepped up
Chinese activity along the
land borders, which have
mirrored actions in disputed waters in the East and
South China Sea. The law
will give a stamp of approval
for the military’s recent actions in disputed areas.

Ananth Krishnan
HONG KONG

China’s legislature has
adopted a new border law,
to take effect on January 1,
that calls on the state and
military to safeguard territory and “combat any acts”
that undermine China’s
territorial claims.
The law was first proposed in March this year, a
year into tensions that
erupted along the Line of
Actual Control (LAC) with
India after the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) mobilised two divisions in forward areas and carried out
multiple transgressions.
China has unresolved
border disputes with India
and Bhutan. The new law,
observers said, would formalise some of China’s recent actions in disputed
territories with both India
and Bhutan, including the
PLA’s massing of troops in
forward areas along the India border, multiple transgressions across the LAC,
and the construction of
new “frontier villages”
along the border with
Bhutan.
The legislature, which is
largely ceremonial and
controlled by the Communist Party, on Saturday
“voted to adopt a new law
on the protection and exploitation of the country’s
land border areas,” the
Xinhua news agency said.
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History of Indian culture will cover the salient aspects of art forms, literature and architecture from
ancient to modern times;
Modern Indian history from about the middle of the eighteenth century until the present-significant
events, personalities, issues;
Freedom struggle-its various stages and important contributors / contributions from different parts of
the country;
Post-independence consolidation and reorganization within the country;
History of the world will include events from 18th century such as industrial revolution, world wars,
re-drawal of national boundaries, colonization, decolonization,
Political philosophies like communism, capitalism, socialism etc.-their forms and effect on the
society
Salient features of Indian Society, Diversity of India;
Effects of globalization on Indian society;
Role of women and women’s organization;
Social empowerment, communalism, regionalism & secularism
Salient features of world’s physical geography;
Geographical features and their location- changes in critical geographical features (including water
bodies and ice-caps) and in flora and fauna and the effects of such changes;
Important Geophysical phenomena such as earthquakes, Tsunami, Volcanic activity, cyclone etc.
Distribution of key natural resources across the world (including South Asia and the Indian
subcontinent);
Factors responsible for the location of primary, secondary, and tertiary sector industries in various
parts of the world (including India);
Population and associated issues;
Urbanization, their problems and their remedies

General Studies Paper II

A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H
I
J

India and its neighbourhood- relations;

Important International institutions, agencies and fora- their structure, mandate;
Effect of policies and politics of developed and developing countries on India’s interests;
Bilateral, regional and global groupings and agreements involving India and/or affecting India’s
interests.
Indian Constitution, historical underpinnings, evolution, features, amendments, significant provisions
and basic structure;
Comparison of the Indian Constitutional scheme with other countries;
Functions and responsibilities of the Union and the States, issues and challenges pertaining to the
federal structure, devolution of powers and finances up to local levels and challenges therein;
Inclusive growth and issues arising from it;
Parliament and State Legislatures - structure, functioning, conduct of business, powers & privileges
and issues arising out of these;
Structure, organization and functioning of the executive and the judiciary, Ministries and
Departments;
Separation of powers between various organs dispute redressal mechanisms and institutions;
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Q
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S
T

Appointment to various Constitutional posts, powers, functions and responsibilities of various
Constitutional bodies;
Statutory, regulatory and various quasi-judicial bodies;
Mechanisms, laws, institutions and bodies constituted for the protection and betterment of these
vulnerable sections;
Salient features of the Representation of People’s Act;
Important aspects of governance, transparency and accountability, e-governance- applications,
models, successes, limitations, and potential;
Citizens charters, transparency & accountability and institutional and other measures;
Issues relating to poverty and hunger,
Welfare schemes for vulnerable sections of the population by the Centre and States, Performance
of these schemes;
Issues relating to development and management of social sector / services relating to education
and human resources;
Issues relating to development and management of social sector / services relating to health
General Studies Paper III

A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H
I
J
K
L
M
N
O
P
Q
R
S
T
U

Indian Economy and issues relating to planning, mobilization of resources, growth, development
and employment;
Effects of liberalization on the economy, changes in industrial policy and their effects on industrial
growth;
Inclusive growth and issues arising from it;
Infrastructure Energy, Ports, Roads, Airports, Railways etc. Government budgeting;
Land reforms in India
Major crops, cropping patterns in various parts of the country, different types of irrigation and
irrigation systems;
Storage, transport and marketing of agricultural produce and issues and related constraints;

e-technology in the aid of farmers; Technology Missions; Economics of Animal-Rearing.
Issues of buffer stocks and food security, Public Distribution System- objectives, functioning,
limitations, revamping;
Food processing and related industries in India – scope and significance, location, upstream and
downstream requirements, supply chain management;
Issues related to direct and indirect farm subsidies and minimum support prices
Awareness in the fields of IT, Space, Computers, robotics, nano-technology, bio-technology;
Indigenization of technology and developing new technology;
Developments and their applications and effects in everyday life;
Issues relating to intellectual property rights
Conservation, environmental pollution and degradation, environmental impact assessment
Disaster and disaster management
Challenges to internal security through communication networks, role of media and social
networking sites in internal security challenges, basics of cyber security;
Money-laundering and its prevention;
Various forces and their mandate;
Security challenges and their management in border areas;
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V Linkages of organized crime with terrorism;
W Role of external state and non-state actors in creating challenges to internal security;
X Linkages between development and spread of extremism.

A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H
I
J
K
L
M
N
O
P
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General Studies Paper IV

Ethics and Human Interface: Essence, determinants and consequences of Ethics in human actions;
Dimensions of ethics;
Ethics in private and public relationships. Human Values - lessons from the lives and teachings of
great leaders, reformers and administrators;
Role of family, society and educational institutions in inculcating values.
Attitude: Content, structure, function; its influence and relation with thought and behaviour;
Moral and political attitudes;
Social influence and persuasion.
Aptitude and foundational values for Civil Service , integrity, impartiality and non-partisanship,
objectivity, dedication to public service, empathy, tolerance and compassion towards the weaker
sections.
Emotional intelligence-concepts, and their utilities and application in administration and governance.
Contributions of moral thinkers and philosophers from India and world.
Public/Civil service values and Ethics in Public administration: Status and problems;
Ethical concerns and dilemmas in government and private institutions;
Laws, rules, regulations and conscience as
sources of ethical guidance;
Accountability and ethical governance; strengthening of ethical and moral values in governance;
ethical issues in international relations and funding;
Corporate governance.
Probity in Governance: Concept of public service;
Philosophical basis of governance and probity;
Information sharing and transparency in government, Right to Information, Codes of Ethics, Codes
of Conduct, Citizen’s Charters, Work culture, Quality of service delivery, Utilization of public funds,
challenges of corruption.
Case Studies on above issues.
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