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 as a democratic superpower
The country is more than capable of providing leadership that the world often needs
at scale, quality and price.
India’s trade minister Piyush
Goyal was right when he said that the
new Australia-India trade deal’s ambition just to double trade within a
decade was too modest. Why
shouldn’t PM Modi’s “make in India”
campaign extend to all the consumer
lines and the intermediate goods currently made in China?

Tony Abbott

As a Rhodes scholar travelling from
Sydney to Oxford, way back in 1981, I
didn’t feel that I could fly over nearly
a billion Indians without stopping to
learn, and to pay my respects. Even
then, in the three months I spent
back-packing here, it was obvious to
me that democratic, free India was
going to be one of the world’s leading
countries.
Today, with the world’s third largest economy — at least in purchasing power terms — with a vibrant free
market, a booming tech sector, a
population that’s eager to learn and
to innovate, a gloriously rumbustious press, and an honest judiciary;
with a government that’s rapidly
closing the infrastructure deficit; and
with an openness to the wider world,
symbolised by a vast diaspora including 7,00,000 Indian-born Australians, India is no longer the emerging
democratic super power that I frequently referenced as Prime
Minister.
India has emerged as a democratic
superpower, more than capable of
providing leadership that the world
often needs and that America cannot
always give. These ominous times,
that would have seemed almost unthinkable just a few years back, when
history had supposedly ended, are
India’s chance to step up in support
of free countries and free people. Because make no mistake, this newly
minted “no limits” partnership, this
new Beijing-Moscow axis, these dictators on the march; unless deterred,
or somehow touched for the better,
will end what until recently have
been the best times ever.
‘War of national extermination’
Russia’s latest war has not been provoked by anything Ukraine has done.
It is Ukraine’s existence as a free and
independent country that Russia’s
ruler objects to. It is a war of national
extermination to which no free country can be indifferent. I know this because Vladimir Putin told me himself, when I verbally shirt-fronted
him after a Russian missile battery
shot down MH17 in 2014, killing 38

Foreign Ministers of the Quad (India, Australia, United States and Japan) in
Tokyo on October 6, 2020. AP
*

Australians among 298 victims, insisting as he did even then, in the first
phase of this invasion, that the Ukrainian government was fascist, that Ukrainians were really Russians, and
that Ukraine had no right to exist as
an independent country.
He wants to correct what he sees
as the greatest geo-political disaster
of the last century by restoring Greater Russia. That is his dream, and it
means that the Baltic states and Poland are next in the firing line, once
Ukraine is pulverised into submission, war crime by war crime, atrocity by atrocity, in a war his pride cannot let him lose, and his ministers are
too indoctrinated or intimidated to
stop.
And do not think that China is not
watching, nursing grievances of its
own over its “century of humiliation”, determined to take Taiwan,
and to demonstrate that China is
once more the Middle Kingdom, the
world’s top country, around which
all others must cluster, tremble and
obey. Australia knows what a world
dominated by China would look like,
because of the 14 demands publicly
made of us in late 2020, that we accept all Chinese investments, Chinese students, cease all criticism of
China, and end our alliance with the
United States.
As a fellow member of the Quad,
Australia stands with India in resisting Chinese aggression over the line
of control in Ladakh. That’s what
Australia has always done: stand
with the victims of aggression, from

Belgium in the Great War, to Poland
in World War II, to the people of East
Timor when they sought their independence, to the people of Iraq
against Islamic State in my time as
PM, and now Ukraine to which Australia was the first country to dispatch heavy armoured vehicles.
Trade as a strategy
Russia’s attack on Ukraine has
caused commodity prices to spike
and disrupted vital supply lines, for
food quite as much as for energy.
With these dictators set on national
glory, everything bends to the power
of the state; and trade is just a strategy to be turned on and off like a tap.
Almost unavoidably, the world will
be more disrupted as countries rethink who can be relied on.
Prime Minister Narendra Modi
grasped this when he withdrew India
from the China-led Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership
deal. These times have turned
fraught; demanding a re-think of the
China-centred globalisation of the
past couple of decades — notwithstanding a world that, until very recently, was more free, safer, and richer than ever before.
As long as China has brutal and hegemonic ambitions, businesses in
countries like mine have a patriotic
duty not to be dependent on a country that could threaten us. But that’s
also an opportunity for India, trustworthy trade partner, to substitute
for China in fellow democracies’ supply chains requiring manufacturing

India’s standing in the world
Especially now that it is clearer that
trade can only be free and fair if it is
based on the values that democracies largely have in common. For obvious reasons, independent India sometimes kept the West at a distance.
But now, 75 exemplary years on,
with its democracy entrenched,
there is no reason for mutual wariness, or for India to be anyone’s junior partner. If the free world is to
have a leader 50 years hence, that’s
likely to be India.
As a country that earned its freedom, most honourably, largely
through moral suasion and peaceful
protest, through satyagraha, India
would know the love and passion
that is now moving millions of Ukrainians to risk everything they hold
dear for that which they hold dearest
of all, freedom itself.
If there’s one country whose traditional friendship with Russia, and
whose historic aloofness from power
plays, and whose palpable goodwill
to all might just get through to the
Kremlin and to the ordinary Russians
whose lives are also being blighted by
this war, it is India.
To the extent the Russian leader
still has a conscience, India is uniquely placed to appeal to it, should it
have a go at summoning the better
angels of Russia’s nature to a new beginning; so that what’s now being
torn down in spite may yet be rebuilt
in spirit of generosity and goodwill.
Why not exercise the moral leadership, of which India might be
more capable than any other country, to urge Russia to give up the territory it has seized? If Russia listens,
untold further bloodshed would be
averted.
Even unheeded, being the great
power, most ready to put principle
before calculation would only enhance India’s standing in the world.
Tony Abbott was the 28th Prime Minister of
Australia
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EXPLAINER

India’s designation by the USCIRF

THE GIST
In its 2022 Annual report,
the United States
Commission on International
Religious Freedom (USCIRF)
has recommended that India
be designated a ‘Country of
Particular Concern’ (CPC),
i.e., the category of
governments performing
most poorly on the religious
freedom criteria.

B

CPCs are countries which
either engage in or tolerate
“particularly severe
violations” of religious
freedom. A total of 15
countries have been
recommended for the CPC
designation.

B

The USCIRF’s decision is
not binding on the U.S.
government. The State
Department and its Office of
International Freedom (IRF),
takes into account other
diplomatic, bilateral and
strategic concerns before
making a decision on a CPC
designation.

B

What is the USCIRF? Which other countries have been labelled as a ‘Country of particular Concern’?
Sampath G.

violations, is Special Watch List (SWL)

The story so far: In its 2022 Annual report,
the United States Commission on
International Religious Freedom (USCIRF)
has recommended that India be designated a
‘Country of Particular Concern’ (CPC), i.e.,
the category of governments performing
most poorly on religious freedom criteria. It
has also called for “targeted sanctions” on
individuals and entities responsible for
severe violations of religious freedom by
freezing those individuals’ or entities’ assets
and/or barring their entry” into the U.S.

Which other countries have been
designated as CPCs?
For 2022, based on religious freedom
conditions in 2021, a total of 15 countries
have been recommended for the CPC
designation. They include India, Pakistan,
Burma, China, Eritrea, Iran, North Korea,
Pakistan, Russia, Saudi Arabia, Tajikistan,
Afghanistan, Nigeria, Syria and Vietnam.
Countries recommended for a SWL
designation include Algeria, Cuba,
Nicaragua, Azerbaijan, Central African
Republic, Egypt, Indonesia, Iraq,
Kazakhstan, Malaysia, Turkey, and
Uzbekistan.

What is the USCIRF and how is it
constituted?
The USCIRF is an independent, bipartisan
body created by the International Religious
Freedom Act, 1998 (IRFA) with a mandate to
monitor religious freedom violations globally
and make policy recommendations to the
President, the Secretary of State, and the
Congress. It is a congressionally created
entity and not an NGO or advocacy
organisation. It is led by nine part-time
commissioners appointed by the President
and the leadership of both political parties in
the House and the Senate.
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

The USCIRF, in its annual report,
states that in 2021, “religious freedom
conditions in India significantly
worsened
According to the IRFA, commissioners are
“selected among distinguished individuals
noted for their knowledge and experience in
fields relevant to the issue of international
religious freedom, including foreign affairs,
direct experience abroad, human rights, and
international law.”
What does a ‘Country of Particular
Concern’ (CPC) designation mean?
IRFA requires the USCIRF to annually
identify countries that merit a CPC
designation. As per IRFA, CPCs are countries
whose governments either engage in or
tolerate “particularly severe violations” of
religious freedom, which are defined as
“systematic, ongoing, egregious violations of
the internationally recognized right to
freedom of religion”.
The other designation, for less serious

Why does USCIRF want India to be
designated as a CPC?
The USCIRF, in its annual report, states that
in 2021, “religious freedom conditions in
India significantly worsened.”
Noting that the “Indian government
escalated its promotion and enforcement of
policies —including those promoting a
Hindu-nationalist agenda — that negatively
affect Muslims, Christians, Sikhs, Dalits, and
other religious minorities,” the report
observed that “the government continued to
systemise its ideological vision of a Hindu
state at both the national and State levels
through the use of both existing and new
laws and structural changes hostile to the
country’s religious minorities.”
It highlighted the use of the Unlawful
Activities Prevention Act (UAPA) against
those documenting religious persecution
and violence, detailed the creation of
“hurdles against the licensure and receipt of
international funding” by religious and
charitable NGOs, and observed that
“numerous attacks were made on religious
minorities, particularly Muslims and
Christians, and their neighborhoods,
businesses, homes, and houses of worship”.
It also criticised the spate of fresh
anti-conversion legislations, noting that
“national, State and local governments
demonised and attacked the conversion of
Hindus to Christianity or Islam.”
Taking into account all these aspects, it
concluded that India met the criteria of
“systematic, ongoing, egregious” violations
of religious freedom and therefore deserved
a CPC designation.

Are USCIRF recommendations binding
on the U.S. government?
No, they are not. The USCIRF typically
recommends more countries for a CPC label
than the State Department will designate.
This happens because the USCIRF is
concerned solely with the state of religious
freedom when it makes a recommendation,
but the State Department and its Office of
International Freedom (IRF), although
mandated by IRFA to factor in religious
freedom in the framing of foreign policy, also
takes into account other diplomatic, bilateral
and strategic concerns before making a
decision on a CPC designation.
Is this the first time India is being
designated as a CPC by the USCIRF?
What has been India’s reaction?
This is the third year in a row that India has
received a CPC recommendation. India has
in the past pushed back against the grading,

questioning the locus standi of USCIRF. In
2020, External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar
called the Commission an “Organisation of
Particular Concern.”
What is the likely impact of the
USCIRF’s recommendation?
The U.S. State Department hasn’t acted on
such recommendations so far. But India may
come under greater pressure this time, given
its divergence from the American position
on the Ukraine war and refusal to endorse
U.S.-backed resolutions against Russia at the
UN.
While the USCIRF’s suggestion of targeted
sanctions may be a non-starter, its other
recommendation — that the “U.S. Congress
should raise religious freedom issues in the
U.S.-India bilateral relationship and highlight
concerns through hearings, briefings, letters
and congressional delegations” seems more
likely to fructify.

Zero tolerance: Residents
shout from behind a bolted
iron gate during the
demolition of
Muslim-owned shops at
the Jahangirpuri
neighbourhood, in New
Delhi on April 20. AP
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U.S. hosts weapons summit as
Moscow warns of world war
NATO, in essence, is engaged in a war with Russia through a proxy, says Lavrov
Agence France-Presse
Reuters
Ramstein Air Base/Moscow

Top U.S. officials hosted
emergency talks with allies
in Germany on Tuesday on
supplying Kyiv with more
weapons to fend off Russia’s
assault, as the UN’s chief
headed to Moscow in a bid to
avert further escalation of
the conflict.
The meeting of 40 countries at the U.S. Ramstein Air
Base in Germany comes after
Russian Foreign Minister
Sergey Lavrov accused Ukraine of only “pretending” to
negotiate a cease-fire and
warned of a “real” risk of a
new world war.
Moscow’s invasion of its
neighbour, now in its eighth
week, has triggered widespread outrage among Western nations who have provided weapons and other
assistance to Ukraine’s embattled President Volodymyr
Zelensky.
“We believe that they can
win if they have the right
equipment, the right support,” U.S. Defense Secretary
Lloyd Austin said following
his visit to Kyiv on Sunday
with Secretary of State Antony Blinken.
The two officials pro-

Desperate bid: Sergey Lavrov, right, and Antonio Guterres
after their conference in Moscow, Russia, on Tuesday. REUTERS
*

mised $700 million in new
aid to Ukraine, after months
of pleas by Mr. Zelensky for
heavier firepower.
Russian Foreign Minister
Sergey Lavrov was asked on
state TV about the prospect
of World War Three and
whether the current situation was comparable to the
1962 Cuban Missile Crisis
that nearly caused nuclear
war. “The risks now are considerable,” he said, according to the Ministry's transcript of the interview.
“The danger is serious,
real. And we must not underestimate it,” Mr. Lavrov said.
“NATO, in essence, is engaged in a war with Russia
through a proxy and is arm-

ing that proxy. War means
war.” And Germany said it
would begin supplying antiaircraft tanks, a clear shift after refusing for weeks to provide more advanced equipment, and a sign that Berlin
was abandoning its cautious
approach towards Moscow.
Military specialists said
Western allies wanted to
equip Ukrainian forces to
halt the long-range bomb-

ings by Russia in the eastern
Donbas region.
Attack drones, anti-aircraft missiles and sophisticated intelligence from Western agencies could prove
vital for slowing the advance
of Russia’s military might,
they said.
But stoking fears of a wider conflict, several blasts
were reported on Tuesday in
the neighbouring ex-Soviet
state of Moldova, in the Russian-backed separatist region of Transnistria.
In-person talks
In Moscow, UN SecretaryGeneral Antonio Guterres
was to hold his first in-person talks with Mr. Putin
since the fighting began on
February 24.
“We are extremely interested in finding ways in order to create the conditions
for effective dialogue, create
the conditions for a ceasefire
as soon as possible, create
the conditions for a peaceful
solution,”Mr. Guterres said
at the start of talks with Mr.
Lavrov. The UN’s refugee
agency said on Tuesday it
now expects more than eight
million Ukrainians will eventually flee their country, up
from 5.2 million already.
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Focused on diplomacy, not sanctions: Blinken
U.S. wants countries to voluntarily give up Russian oil rather than forcing them
Sriram Lakshman
Washington DC

The U.S. is focused on voluntarily getting countries to
move away from purchasing
Russian oil at discounted
prices and not imposing secondary sanctions now, Secretary of State Antony Blinken told the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee on
Tuesday, at a hearing on the
FY2023 State Department
Budget.
Questioned by Senator
Chris van Hollen (Democrat,

Maryland) on why the U.S.
was not imposing secondary
sanctions on countries purchasing Russian oil at a discount, following Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, Mr.
Blinken said that where preferable, the U.S. wanted to
“get countries to voluntarily
not engage” in the practice.
Imposing sanctions could
also have the opposite of the
desired effect, and end up
being profitable for Russian
President Vladimir Putin,
the Secretary said.

“...We want to make sure
that we are not taking actions in the near term that
may have the result of spiking energy prices, and thus
lining Putin’s pockets instead
of taking resources away,”
Mr. Blinked said.
China singled out
“We have to do it in a deliberate way so that we don’t have
an effect contrary to the one
that we’re trying to achieve,”
he said.
While China was singled

out during this exchange,
there was no direct mention
of India. The U.S. has been
pressuring India, which imports a few percentage
points of its total energy import bill from Russia to not
increase its purchases of oil
from Moscow. New Delhi has
purchased discounted oil
from Moscow, with Finance
Minister Nirmala Sitharaman
saying that India’s national
interest comes first and the
country would buy fuel at
lower prices, if available.
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RAJEEV CHANDRASEKHAR

‘India needs a plan so that we are not vulnerable to the splinternet’
We have to ensure that we cannot be unplugged; intermediaries will have to play by the rules and laws of India, says Minister of State for Electronics and IT
Nistula Hebbar
Yuthika Bhargava

Hours after billionaire entrepreneur Elon Musk’s takeover of
social media platform Twitter, Minister of State for Electronics and IT Rajeev Chandrasekhar spoke on the need for a
legislative overhaul of the 22-year-old IT Act, stressing the
need to ensure that India is not vulnerable to weaponisation
of the Internet.
Elon Musk has just bought
social media site Twitter. Do
you have a view on it?

Our view towards intermediaries has always been the
same: that all intermediaries,
big or small, have to comply
with our expectations of
openness, safety and trust
and accountability. That is
why we have the law and the
rules; it doesn’t matter who
owns what, we have a standard set of expectations and
we keep to it.
■

Are you happy with the IT

rules and what has been
achieved so far? Do we need
more tightening?

■ The relationship between
intermediaries and consumers was bereft of any framework and the rules established some accountability.
Is it fully optimised? Do we
need a legislative overhaul?
Yes, we do. It is common
sense that if you are in 2022
and operating on a law enacted in 2000, you need a relook since 22 years is a long
time in Internet history. I
think we will continue to see
progress in the way we

ponisation of the Internet, or
“splinternet”, is something
we need to plan not being
vulnerable to. It is an objective for us.

evolve the framework under
which everybody on the Internet can expect openness,
and consumers, especially
women and children, can expect safety and trust and accountability. Those are the
basis of the thinking, not just
in India but across the world.
The role and influence of Big
Tech has been brought into
sharp relief by the conflict
between Ukraine and
Russia. How do you think we
should react to this?

We are going to have a trillion dollar digital economy in
a few years, and a large number of businesses will be on
the Indian Internet, so the Internet becomes an important
economic component of our
country. So if anybody has
the power to unplug the Internet, it’s not a good thing.
■

How is that to be achieved?

doesn’t matter
<
> Itwho
owns what, we

have a standard set
of expectations and
we keep to it

We don’t like the idea that
any country should be, could
be, must be, can be, vulnerable to that kind of conduct —
politically directed conduct,
for any blackmail-directed
conduct.
What can we do? We have
to ensure that we cannot be
unplugged; intermediaries
will have to play by the rules
and laws of India. The wea-

■ There are many things
happening and they are complex things, nothing is easy.
Increasingly bilateral or multilateral arrangements between countries will have to
evolve in a way that nothing
can be done in isolation from
other countries. A conversation has already started on
these issues, on issues that
technology intermediaries
cannot be left unregulated,
also to dispel the belief that
the Internet has no boundaries, that no law of any land
will be able to reach those
who commit crimes in
another jurisdiction whereas

the victim is in another
jurisdiction.
What do you have to say
about the relationship
between intermediaries and
the government — there have
been frictions in the past.

Our view is very clear, Article
19(2) carves out the exceptions to freedom of speech.
In cyberspace, there is jurisprudence that will move
beyond 19(2) because there is
also user harm. As long as it
meets a certain test, that content will be taken down or
the
individual
de-platformed. What is the test of
the law that that person fails?
Currently, under certain
Sections, the government
has the right to take down
content, and as long as the
process is transparent, it is a
right that is there with every

sovereign government.
A new cybersecurity policy
was supposed to be out...

There is clearly a need for
an overall framework of laws
and policies and rules.
Should we move to a model
where you have a new legislative framework, with the
new rule-making capability
that deals with all related issues in a modern, contemporary way and they are all
harmonised with each other.
For example, cybersecurity
sits in a silo, it will be in a silo
of user harm. Nothing will be
done in this Ministry without
public consultation. I cannot
give a timeline, but the concept note and what we propose will be out as early as
May.
■

There has been a lot of talk
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on verification of accounts?
What is your view?
■ We don’t believe verification of accounts solves anything. We already have the
rules for identification of the
first originator, which is in litigation, but we are clear on
our position. That position is
sound in law. I said in Parliament that we do not believe
in verification because verification means I know who
you are and that will curb
your free speech. You cannot
say many things if I know
who you are. As a government, we don’t want to restrict right to free speech and
therefore, you can be anonymous. However, having given
you that, if there is a crime,
you cannot then say that we
will not allow the clauses
dealing with identification of
first originator.

SC to hear two petitions
on sedition law today
CJI questioned need for colonial law
Krishnadas Rajagopal
NEW DELHI

The Supreme Court has listed for Wednesday two petitions challenging the constitutionality of the sedition
law.
The petitions, one by Major General S.G. Vombatkere
(retd) and the other by the
Editors Guild of India, have
been listed for hearing before a three-judge Bench led
by Chief Justice of India N.V.
Ramana. The other judges
are Justices Surya Kant and
Hima Kohli.
Last year, the CJI voiced
what could be an unprecedented judicial criticism of
the way sedition was used
by the government to crush
liberties. He had questioned
why a colonial law used
against Mahatma Gandhi
and Bal Gangadhar Tilak
continued to survive in the
law book after 75 years of
Independence.

“Sedition is a colonial
law. Is this law necessary after 75 years of Independence?” Chief Justice Ramana, had orally addressed
Attorney-General K.K. Venugopal and Solicitor-General
Tushar Mehta, appearing
for the Centre.
Chief Justice Ramana had
said sedition or Section 124A
of the Indian Penal Code
was prone to misuse by the
government.
The CJI’s oral statement
in open court marks a significant note amid rising public denouncement of law
enforcement agencies using
the sedition law to silence
dissent, muffle free expression and deny bail to activists, journalists, students
and civil society members.
A number of petitions have
been filed highlighting the
“chilling effect” sedition has
on the fundamental right of
free speech.
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Will list Hijab plea in two days: SC
Karnataka High Court had held that it was not an essential practice in Islam
Legal Correspondent
NEW DELHI

Chief Justice of India N.V. Ramana on Tuesday asked students who have been denied
access to their classrooms
for choosing to wear hijab to
wait for two days for their
appeals to come up in the
Supreme Court.
“Please wait for two
days... I will list,” Chief Justice Ramana assured senior
advocate Meenakshi Arora,
who made an oral mentioning for early hearing of the
case on behalf of the
students.
Students
have
approached the Supreme
Court against a Karnataka
High Court judgment which
had held that wearing hijab
was not an essential religious
practice in Islam.
One of them, Niba Naaz,
countered the High Court’s
conclusion by arguing that
the “Indian legal system ex-

plicitly recognises the wearing/carrying of religious
symbols... Motor Vehicles
Act exempts turban-wearing
Sikhs from wearing a helmet... Sikhs are allowed to
carry kirpans into an
aircraft”.
Denying access
She argued that denying
Muslim girls like her access
to education, and thus, punishing them for wearing hijab to college was a violation

of their right to privacy.
“Freedom of conscience
forms a part of the right to
privacy,” her petition said.
Any infringement of her
right to privacy should be on
the basis of a valid law, for a
legitimate state interest and
the law must be proportionate. No law prohibited hijab,
the petitioner said.
Ms. Naaz argued that the
High Court judgment had
created a “dichotomy of freedom of religion and freedom
of conscience”.
“This freedom would include the freedom to lawfully express one’s identity in
the manner of their liking.”
The student said she and several others like her had approached the Karnataka
High Court, expecting it to
protect her fundamental
rights and quash a State government order of February
5 directing college development committees to pre-

scribe uniforms for them.
She termed the State government’s order a “ridiculing attack” on Muslim students wearing hijab, under
the “guise of attaining secularity and equality on the basis of uniform”.
Not mandatory
She said the State could not
prescribe uniforms for students. It was for educational
institutions to do so. Further, Karnataka Educational
Institutions Rules of 1995 did
not make it mandatory for a
school or institution to prescribe a uniform.
In their case, no uniform
had been prescribed by their
respective institutions. Ms.
Naaz said the law did not require a student to be punished for not wearing a particular uniform.
The act of denying students like her access to classrooms was illegal.
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Act against communal
hate, SC tells two States
Uttarakhand, Himachal Pradesh told to take preventive steps
Krishnadas Rajagopal
New Delhi

The Supreme Court on Tuesday turned the heat on BJPruled Uttarakhand and Himachal Pradesh to take “corrective measures” against
the peddling of communal
hate in ‘dharam sansad’
events and warned that the
Chief Secretaries of the two
States will be held responsible for any “untoward statements” made during these
programmes.
A Bench led by Justice
A.M. Khanwilkar said the
Chief Secretaries, Home Secretaries and the police in
these States were “bound”
to stop hate crimes and follow the preventive and punitive measures against hate
crimes laid down by the Supreme
Court
in
its
judgments.
“We want to see you take
corrective measures... These
events do not take place
overnight. Advance notice is
given... Please explain what
preventive action you have
taken, and did you take action against those responsible after that?” Justice Khanwilkar addressed the State

counsel for Himachal Pradesh and Uttarakhand.
Senior advocate Kapil Sibal said a ‘dharam sansad’
was scheduled at Roorkee in
Uttarakhand on Wednesday.
He showed the court the
purported communal statements made by speakers in
an earlier event which took
place in Himachal Pradesh
between April 17 and 19.
“They are not taking action despite judgments from
this court... These events are
happening in different places,” Mr. Sibal submitted.
‘FIRs filed’
Counsel for Uttarakhand
said FIRs had been filed in
the case of earlier events of
similar nature. He said two
communities “who are at

loggerheads with each other” were both holding such
events. The State had taken
action in the past without
any communal bias. He said
preventive action against untoward statements being
made in the Roorkee event
were under way. “We do not
know what they will say in
their speeches... But we are
taking steps... Your Lordships may have faith in us,”
the lawyer said.
“There is no problem of
trust... The doctrine of trust
is applicable 24x7. But we
want action and we want to
see you take corrective measures and not explain yourselves here in court,” Justice
Khanwilkar responded.
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Act against communal
hate, SC tells two States
The Uttarakhand lawyers
said the “community he (Mr.
Sibal) is trying to protect is
also holding events”.
“This is not the way you
(State of Uttarakhand) present yourself here... And if
you are so confident about
yourself, we will hold your
Chief Secretary, Home Secretary and Inspector-General concerned responsible,” Justice Khanwilkar
said. The court ordered the
Himachal Pradesh Home Secretary to file an affidavit by
May 7 on the action taken, in
terms of the Supreme Court
judgments, against those
responsible for making hate
speeches in the State.
The court further recorded the statements of the Uttarakhand counsel that the
State
authorities
were
“more than confident” that
no untoward statements
would be made in the Roorkee event. The court directed the Uttarakhand Chief
Secretary to file a report
stating the corrective measures which were taken before the next date of hearing
on May 9.
The court referred to how
hate speeches continue to
hold sway with impunity

despite its 2017 judgment in
Tehseen Poonawalla case.
‘Zero tolerance’
In this verdict, the court had
called for zero tolerance on
the part of the Centre and
States for hate crimes. It had
termed hate crimes as a
“product of intolerance,
ideological dominance and
prejudice”.
“It is our constitutional
duty to take a call to protect
lives and human rights.
There cannot be a right
higher than the right to live
with dignity and further to
be treated with humanness
that the law provides,” the
Court had emphasised.
Among other steps, the
Supreme Court had directed
State governments to form
special task forces to prevent hate crimes and “procure intelligence reports
about the people who are
likely to commit such
crimes or who are involved
in spreading hate speeches,
provocative statements and
fake news”.
Any failure in the part of
the authorities would be
viewed as an “act of deliberate
negligence
and/or
misconduct”.
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‘Mission Antyodaya’ should not fall by the wayside
M.A. Oommen

T

he Indian Constitution mandates local governments to
prepare and implement
plans for ‘economic development
and social justice’ (Articles 243G
and 243W). Several complementary institutions and measures
such as the gram sabha to facilitate
people’s participation, the District
Planning committee (DPC) to prepare bottom up and spatial development plans, the State Finance
Commission (SFC) to ensure vertical and horizontal equity, onethird reservation for women (in
most States, now 50%), population-based representation to Scheduled Caste/Scheduled Tribe communities, and so on were
introduced to promote this goal.
Even so, India’s decentralisation
reforms (with no parallel in federal
history) have failed to take the decentralisation process forward in
delivering social justice and progress in rural India.
This article argues that given
the right momentum, the ‘Mission
Antyodaya’ project of the Government of India launched in 2017-18
(and cast in a convergence framework avowedly to eradicate poverty in its multiple dimensions
among rural households) bears
great promise to revive the objectives of these great democratic reforms. The Ministry of Panchayati
Raj and the Ministry of Rural Development act as the nodal agents to
take the mission forward.
The Bharatiya Janata Party government which came to power in
2014 had several reasons to reimagine rural development. The tradi-

tional poverty line linked to the calorie-income measure, religiously
pursued by the former Planning
Commission with great academic
support proved inane and failed to
serve as a purposive policy tool.
Moreover, the revealing statistics brought into the public domain by the SocioEconomic and
Caste Census (SECC) 2011 were ‘demanding’ remedial intervention.
That 90% of rural households have
no salaried jobs, 53.7 million households are landless, 6.89 million
female-headed households have
no adult member to support, 49%
suffer from multiple deprivations,
51.4% derive sustenance from manual casual labour, 23.73 million
are with no room or only one
room to live, and so on (https://
secc.gov.in). cannot be easily dismissed by any democratic government. Paradoxically, this happened in a country that spends
more than ₹3 trillion every year for
the rural poor from the Central
and State Budgets and bank-credit
linked self-help programmes
(https://bit.ly/3KfUF1O). Indeed,
the ‘Mission Antyodaya’ project
was a needed intervention.
Key goal
The main objective of ‘Mission Antyodaya’ is to ensure optimum use
of resources through the convergence of various schemes that address multiple deprivations of poverty, making gram panchayat the
hub of a development plan. This
planning process (whose intellectual heritage is traced to the people’s plan of Kerala) is supported
by an annual survey that helps to
assess the various development
gaps at the gram panchayat level,
by collecting data regarding the 29
subjects assigned to panchayats by
the Eleventh Schedule of the Constitution.
These subjects are broken
down into 112 parameters for data

RITU RAJ KONWAR

With the right momentum, the project can help transform rural India — in terms of development and social justice

collection using detailed questionnaires. Also, data regarding health
and nutrition, social security,
good governance, water management and so on are also collected.
The idea of the Ministry of Panchayati Raj to identify the gaps in
basic needs at the local level, and
integrating resources of various
schemes, self-help groups, voluntary organisations and so on to finance them needs coordination
and capacity-building of a high order. If pursued in a genuine manner, this can foster economic development and inter-jurisdictional
equity. Although two major reports, one on infrastructure and
service gaps and the other on a
composite index, have been in the
public domain, they do not seem
to
have
attracted
public
discussion.
Gaps in gram panchayats
The ‘Mission Antyodaya’ survey in
2019-20 for the first time collected
data that shed light on the infrastructural gaps from 2.67 lakh gram
panchayats, comprising 6.48 lakh
villages with 1.03 billion population. The data set updated annually enables development planning
sectorally and spatially, from the
village level to the State and the
country as a whole (https://
bit.ly/3kbJpsr). For an insight into
the gap report, we may use the
State-wise break-up of the scorevalues. The maximum score values assigned will add up to 100

and are presented in class intervals of 10. While no State in India
falls in the top score bracket of 90
to 100, 1,484 gram panchayats fall
in the bottom bracket. Even in the
score range of 80 to 90, 10 States
and all Union Territories do not
appear. The total number of gram
panchayats for all the 18 States that
have reported adds up only to 260,
constituting only 0.10% of the total
2,67,466 gram panchayats in the
country. If we consider a score
range of 70-80 as a respectable attainment level, Kerala tops but accounts for only 34.69% of gram
panchayats of the State, the corresponding all-India average is as
low as 1.09%. Even for Gujarat
which comes next to Kerala, gram
panchayats in this bracket are only
11.28%.
Social justice still distant
The composite index data, a sort
of surrogate for human development, are also not encouraging.
Although only 15 gram panchayats
in the country fall in the bottom
range below 10 scores, more than
a fifth of gram panchayats in India
are below the 40 range. All the
gram panchayats in Kerala are
above this and stand out in contrast to the rest of the States. While
in the country as a whole only
7.37% have a composite index in
the 70-100 bracket, Gujarat (which
tops the list) has 20.5% in the
range, followed by Kerala (19.77%)
and Karnataka (17.68%). The gap
report and the composite index
show in unmistakable terms that
building ‘economic development
and social justice’ remains a distant goal even after 30 years of the
decentralisation reforms and nearly 75 years into Independence.
Nearly four years have passed
since the former Finance Minister,
Arun Jaitley, announced the Mission Project in his Budget speech
of 2017-18 with the specific target

“to make 50,000 gram panchayats
poverty free by 2019, the 150th
birth anniversary of Gandhiji”.
Nothing happened but the goal
posts have been moved to 2022, to
coincide with the 75th anniversary
of Independence, on August 15.
Removing goal posts is a poor
game.
Rectify these lapses
The scope to reduce the growing
rural-urban disparities is tremendous. Given the ‘saturation approach’ (100% targets on select
items) of the Ministry of Panchayati Raj, the possibilities of realising
universal primary health care, literacy, drinking water supply and
the like are also immense. But
there is no serious effort to converge resources (the Mahatma
Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Act, the National
Rural Livelihood Mission, National
Social Assistance Programme,
Pradhan Mantri Awas Yojana, etc.)
and save administrative expenses.
Another lapse is the failure to
deploy the data to India’s fiscal
federalism, particularly to improve the transfer system and horizontal equity in the delivery of
public goods in India at the subState level. Evidently the Fifteenth
Finance Commission has missed
it. The constitutional goal of planning and implementing economic
development and social justice
can be achieved only through
strong policy interventions. The
policy history of India has been
witness to the phenomenon of announcing big projects and failing
to take them to their logical consequence. ‘Mission Antyodaya’ is a
striking case in recent times.
M.A. Oommen is Honorary Fellow, Centre
for Development Studies,
Thiruvananthapuram and Distinguished
Fellow, Gulati Institute of Finance and
Taxation, Thiruvananthapuram
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More COVID jabs for children get nod
Corbevax and
Covaxin cleared
for emergency use
Bindu Shajan Perappadan
New Delhi

Amid an uptick of fresh COVID-19 cases in the country,
the Drugs Controller General
of India (DCGI) on Tuesday
approved the emergency use
authorisation for two anticoronavirus vaccines in children between five and 12, senior officials in the Health

Ministry said.
The move comes at a time
when several State governments are re-implementing

COVID-19 protocols.
Biological E’s Corbevax
has been approved for administration in children bet-

ween the ages of five and 12
and Bharat Biotech’s Covaxin has been approved for restricted use in emergency situations in the 6-12 age group.
Currently, Bharat Biotech’s inactivated whole virion vaccine is being administered in children aged
15-18, and Biological E’s protein sub-unit vaccine in children between 12 and 15 under a national COVID-19
immunisation programme.
CONTINUED ON  PAGE 12
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More COVID jabs for
children get nod
The DCGI has also cleared
ZyCoV-D’s two-dose regimen for children aged over
12. The second dose of the
vaccine can be administered on the 28th day.
Dr. Sharvil Patel, MD, Zydus Lifesciences said: “The
approval of a two-dose regimen for ZyCoV-D is a welcome development. This
will increase the compliance of the vaccine and
reduce the overall time required for vaccination to improve immunity against the
virus. It will also help in administering the vaccine in a
larger population in a shorter time which is always de-

sirable in the midst of a pandemic.”
Approval by the DCGI for
Corbevax and Covaxin
comes following recommendations by the Subject Expert Committee (SEC) on COVID-19 of the Central Drugs
Standard Control Organisation (CDSCO). Last week,
the SEC reviewed the application of both the companies seeking emergency use
authorisation.
Meanwhile, Prime Minister Narendra Modi is scheduled to hold a meeting
with Chief Ministers on the
emerging situation on Wednesday.
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‘CBDT aims to lift tax-GDP ratio
to 15-20% from the current 12%’
India logs record net direct tax revenue in FY22: Mohapatra
jor indication of the strengthening of the Indian economy. This gives the clearest
signal that the Indian economy has bounced back after
two pandemic years,” Mr.
Mohapatra said.

Special Correspondent
BHUBANESWAR

India’s net direct tax collections
amounted
to
₹14,09,640.83 crore for
FY22, which is the highest
collection ever, signaling
that the Indian economy has
bounced back after two
years of the pandemic, Central Board of Direct Taxes
(CBDT) Chairman J.B. Mohapatra said here on Tuesday.
“As against ₹14.09 lakh
crore this year, our collection in 2020-21 was only
₹9.45 lakh crore. In a single
year, we moved upward by
nearly ₹4.5 lakh crore, registering a growth of 49%,” said
Mr. Mohapatra, addressing a
press conference.
“The collection... is the

J.B. Mohapatra

best-ever... as far as income
tax and corporation tax are
concerned.”
Gross direct tax collections (before adjusting for
refunds) grew 32.8% to
₹16,34,454.95 crore in FY22
compared with ₹12,31,270.52
crore in FY21.
“Increase in net and gross
collection numbers is a ma-

‘60% of overall tax take’
“The direct tax-to-GDP ratio
is around 12%,” he added,
noting that the CBDT was
working to raise the ratio to
15-20% in 5-10 years.
“The direct tax collection
this year has surpassed the
indirect tax collection which
was other way round till last
year. It is now 52%... our aim
is to look at 60% of tax contribution coming from direct
taxes in some years,” said
the CBDT chairman.
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General Studies Paper I

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

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

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;
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J
K
L
M
N
O
P
Q
R
S
T

Separation of powers between various organs dispute redressal mechanisms and institutions;
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

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.

K

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

L

Awareness in the fields of IT, Space, Computers, robotics, nano-technology, bio-technology;

M
N
O
P
Q

Indigenization of technology and developing new technology;

I
J

R
S

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;

DAILY NEWS ANALYSIS
COURT E SY

T H E

H IN D U

T
U
V
W
X

Various forces and their mandate;

A
B

Ethics and Human Interface: Essence, determinants and consequences of Ethics in human actions;

C

Security challenges and their management in border areas;
Linkages of organized crime with terrorism;
Role of external state and non-state actors in creating challenges to internal security;
Linkages between development and spread of extremism.

General Studies Paper IV

Dimensions of ethics;
Ethics in private and public relationships. Human Values - lessons from the lives and teachings of
great leaders, reformers and administrators;

D

Role of family, society and educational institutions in inculcating values.

E
F
G

Attitude: Content, structure, function; its influence and relation with thought and behaviour;

H
I
J
K
L
M
N
O
P
Q
R
S
T

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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