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FOREWORD
We, at Team Vedhik is happy to introduce a new initiative - “Vedhik - Daily News 
Analysis (DNA)_The Hindu” compilations to help you with UPSC Civil Services 
Examination preparation. We believe this initiative - “Vedhik - Daily News Analy-
sis (DNA)_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 syl-
labus.

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 en-
deavour. 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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Brazilian leftist leader Luiz
Inacio Lula da Silva nar-
rowly defeated President
Jair Bolsonaro in a run-off�
election, but the far-right
incumbent did not con-
cede defeat on Sunday,
raising concerns that he
might contest the result.

The Supreme Electoral
Court declared Mr. Lula
the next President, with
50.9% of votes against
49.1% for Mr. Bolsonaro.
The inauguration is sche-
duled for January 1.

It was a stunning come-
back for the former Presi-
dent and a punishing blow
to Mr. Bolsonaro, the fi�rst
Brazilian incumbent to
lose a presidential race. 

“So far, Bolsonaro has
not called me to recognise

my victory, and I don’t
know if he will call or if he
will recognise my victory,”
Mr. Lula told tens of thou-
sands of jubilant suppor-
ters celebrating his win on
Sao Paulo’s Paulista Ave. 

Lula da Silva defeats
Bolsonaro in Brazil
presidential election

Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva

Reuters
SAO PAULO/BRASILIA

CONTINUED ON 
» PAGE 14



In contrast to Mr. Bolsonaro’s silence, congratula-
tions for Mr. Lula poured in from foreign leaders,
including U.S. President Joe Biden, Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin, German Chancellor Olaf
Scholz, French President Emmanuel Macron, and
Prime Minister Narendra Modi. 

The vote was a rebuke for the fi�ery far-right po-
pulism of Mr. Bolsonaro, who emerged from the
back benches of Congress to forge a novel conser-
vative coalition but lost support as Brazil ran up
one of the worst death tolls of the coronavirus
pandemic. 

Lula defeats Bolsonaro
in Brazil election 



The United States is plan-
ning to deploy up to six nu-
clear-capable B-52 bom-
bers to an air base in
northern Australia, amid
heightened tensions with
China.

Dedicated facilities for
the bombers will be set up
at the Royal Australian Air
Force’s remote Tindal
base, about 300 km south
of Darwin, the capital of
Australia’s Northern
Territory.

The development was
fi�rst reported by the Aus-
tralian Broadcasting Corp’s
Four Corners programme,
citing U.S. documents.

Prime Minister Anthony
Albanese said Australia en-
gages with the United
States on defence alliances
“from time to time”.

Australia’s Northern
Territory is already host to
frequent military collabo-
rations with the U.S.

When asked for a com-
ment at a regular briefi�ng
on Monday, Chinese Fo-
reign Ministry spokesman
Zhao Lijian said defence
and security cooperation
between countries should
not target third parties.

U.S. plans to deploy
B-52s to Australia
amid China tensions

The U.S. earlier deployed four
B-52s in Guam, a U.S. island
territory in the Western Pacifi�c.

Reuters
SYDNEY



T he Supreme Court of India has now
posted the 232 petitions challenging the
Citizenship (Amendment) Act (CAA) to be

heard on December 6, 2022. However, there is
another issue linked to the subject, i.e., the
unresolved status of Indian-origin Tamils who
repatriated from Sri Lanka. For over four
decades, nearly 30,000 Indian-origin Tamils have
been classifi�ed as stateless persons, based on
technicalities. Given their genealogical link to
India, the Government of India needs to consider
extending citizenship benefi�ts to them in
accordance with Indian bilateral obligations and
international humanitarian principles and
international conventions.

Plight of Indian-origin Tamils
Under the British colonial government,
Indian-origin Tamils were brought in as
indentured labourers to work in plantations.
They remained mostly legally undocumented and
socially isolated from the native Sri Lankan Tamil
and Sinhalese communities due to the policies of
the British. After 1947, Sri Lanka witnessed rising
Sinhalese nationalism, leaving no room for their
political and civil participation. They were denied
citizenship rights and existed as a ‘stateless’
population, numbering close to 10 lakh by 1960.
As an ethno-linguistic minority without voting
rights, this resulted in a double disadvantage till
the two national governments addressed this
issue.

Subsequently, under the bilateral
Sirimavo-Shastri Pact (1964) and the
Sirimavo-Gandhi Pact (1974), six lakh people
along with their natural increase would be
granted Indian citizenship upon their
repatriation. Thus, the process of granting
Indian-origin Tamils (who returned to India till
around 1982) began. However, the Sri Lankan civil
war resulted in a spike in Sri Lankan Tamils and
Indian-origin Tamils together seeking asylum in
India. This resulted in a Union Ministry of Home
Aff�airs directive to stop the grant of citizenship to
those who arrived in India after July 1983.

Furthermore, the focus of the Indian and
Tamil Nadu governments shifted to refugee
welfare and rehabilitation. Over the next 40
years, the legal destiny of Indian-origin Tamils
has been largely intertwined with that of Sri
Lankan Tamil refugees, and both cohorts have
been relegated to ‘refugee’ status. This is because
Indian-origin Tamils who arrived after 1983 came
through unauthorised channels or without
proper documentation, and came to be classifi�ed
as ‘illegal migrants’ as per the CAA 2003. This
classifi�cation has resulted in their statelessness
and blocking of potential legal pathways to
citizenship.

Overcoming statelessness
While constitutional courts have not had an
occasion to deal with the question of
statelessness, there have been two recent
judgments (Madurai Bench of the Madras High
Court, Justice G.R. Swaminathan), taking these
issues head on. In P. Ulaganathan vs Government
of India (2019), the status of citizenship of
Indian-origin Tamils at the Kottapattu and
Mandapam camps came up for consideration.

The court recognised the distinction between
Indian-origin Tamils and Sri Lankan Tamils and
held that a continuous period of statelessness of
Indian-origin Tamils off�ends their fundamental
right under Article 21 of the Constitution of India.
The court further held that the Union
Government has implied powers to grant
relaxation in conferring citizenship and
prescribed that a humanitarian approach, shorn
of the rigours of law, should be adopted.

On October 11, the court held in Abirami S. vs
The Union of India 2022, that statelessness is
something to be avoided. The court further held
that the principles of the CAA, 2019, which
relaxes the conditions for citizenship for Hindus
from Afghanistan, Pakistan and Bangladesh,
would also apply to Sri Lankan Tamil refugees. As
such, these judgments have provided categorial
judicial guidance to the Union of India on how to
utilise an expanded and liberal interpretation of

the CAA, 2019 to overcome statelessness.
The situation of statelessness of Indian-origin

Tamils is ‘de jure’, created from the failure in
implementing the 1964 and 1974 pacts. De jure
statelessness is recognised in international
customary law. Therefore, India has an obligation
to remedy the situation. In the case of the
Chakma refugees, the Supreme Court (Committee
for C.R. of C.A.P. and Ors. vs State of Arunachal
Pradesh 2015) held that an undertaking made by
the Government of India with respect to grant of
citizenship inheres a right in the stateless or
refugee population. As such, India has made
repeated undertakings, through the 1964 and
1974 pacts, which have created a legitimate
expectation among the Indian-origin Tamils and
would entitle them to be granted citizenship.

Remedying statelessness is not a novel process
in law. While dealing with a similar situation, in
1994, the United States enacted the Immigration
and the Nationality Technical Corrections Act to
retroactively grant citizenship to all children born
to an alien father and citizen mother. Similarly,
Brazil, through the Constitutional Amendment
No. 54 of 2007 retroactively granted citizenship to
children under jus sanguinis, which was earlier
stripped by an earlier amendment, i.e.,
Constitutional Amendment No. 3 of 1994.
Therefore, any corrective legislative action by the
Government of India to eliminate statelessness
should necessarily include retroactive citizenship
for Indian-origin Tamils.

According to a recent report by the United
Nations High Commission for Refugees,
“Comprehensive Solutions Strategy for Sri
Lankan Refugees”, there are around 29,500
Indian-origin Tamils currently living in India. As
such, when the Union Government makes its case
before the Supreme Court to extend citizenship
to Indian-origin persons from Pakistan,
Afghanistan and Bangladesh seeking asylum in
India, it cannot deny Indian-origin Tamils their
rightful pathway to citizenship.

Inputs from Sheeba Devi L., advocate

A pathway to citizenship for Indian-origin Tamils 
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T he original intent of the reservation
policy in newly independent India was
to level the playing fi�eld for the most
marginalised sections, those

stigmatised and discriminated against on account
of their birth into specifi�c caste and tribal groups.
While these groups were also economically
deprived, that was not the main rationale for
instituting compensatory discrimination in favour
of these groups.

Over the decades, the instrument of
reservation has expanded to include more groups
under its ambit, leading to furious debates both
about the general principle of affi�rmative action
and about which groups deserve to be
benefi�ciaries. These disputes have resulted in
complex legal cases, with the rulings providing
the nuts-and-bolts mechanics that guide the
implementation of the reservation policy on the
ground.

This article draws attention to a crucial
impending implementation decision about the
economically weaker sections (EWS) quota, and
shows how the sequence of implementation
would result to diverging outcomes.

The reservation system in India takes two
forms: vertical reservation (VR), which until 2019
was defi�ned for stigmatised and marginalised
social groups (SCs, STs and OBCs); and horizontal
reservation (HR), applicable to cross-cutting
categories such as women, people with disability
(PWD), domicile, etc. As long as the VR system
was social group-based, no individual was eligible
for multiple VR categories, since no individual
can belong to multiple caste or tribal groups.

The 103rd Constitution Amendment Act in
2019, popularly known as the 10% quota for the
so-called EWS, fundamentally altered the original
raison d’être of reservations by opening VR to
groups that are not defi�ned in terms of hereditary
social group identity (caste or tribe). EWS status
is transient (that individuals can fall into or
escape out of ), but social groups are permanent
markers of identity.

While this meant that in principle, an
individual could belong to two VR categories (say,
SC and EWS), the amendment explicitly removed
individuals who are already eligible for one VR
(SC, ST, or OBC) from the scope of EWS
reservations. As a result of this exclusion, an
individual could still be only eligible for at most
one vertical category.

Exclusion of SCs, STs, OBCs from the scope of
EWS reservation was immediately challenged in
court on the grounds that it violated individual
right to equality (that roughly corresponds to

Articles 14-18 of the Indian Constitution).
On the last day of hearings at the

Constitutional Bench of the Supreme Court, the
following “compromise” proposal was made by
G. Mohan Gopal: do not revoke the amendment
but interpret the language of the amendment in a
way that does not exclude SCs, STs, OBCs from
the scope of EWS reservation.

Overlapping VR categories and ambiguity
Allowing for overlapping VR categories (such as
SC and EWS, etc.) generates an important
ambiguity under the current legal framework,
most notably stemming from the ruling of the
Indra Sawhney case ( 1992). Under this, any
member of a reserved category who is entitled to
an open-category position based on “merit”
(examination) score should be awarded an
open-category position, and not be slotted under
a VR position. Technically, this implies that
open-category positions must be allocated based
on merit in the fi�rst step, and VR positions should
be allocated to eligible individuals in the second
step. This procedure is called “over-and-above”
choice rule in the literature. This is to be
distinguished from the “guaranteed minimum”
rule which would guarantee a minimum number
of positions to members of benefi�ciary groups,
regardless of whether they enter through
reserved or open (“merit”) positions.

When VR categories are mutually exclusive,
i.e., no individual can be a member of multiple
vertical categories, it is completely immaterial in
what sequence vertical categories are processed
in relation to each other. However, if individuals
can belong to two vertical categories, the relative
processing sequence of vertical categories
becomes very important, as Sönmez and his
fellow economist Utku Ünver show in their 2022
paper.

How will sequencing matter? EWS-fi�rst:
Consider the scenario where EWS positions
before other VR categories, immediately after the
open category seats. In her 2019 paper with
economist Rajesh Ramachandran, Deshpande
shows that under the current income limit for
EWS reservation, more than 98% of the
population qualifi�es, i.e., almost everyone is
eligible for EWS reservation. If EWS reservations
are fi�lled fi�rst, the outcome would be the same as
treating EWS positions as open positions.

This would eff�ectively end up making the EWS
reservation redundant. Since the richest
applicants are not eligible for EWS, the actual
outcome would be slightly diff�erent, but not a
whole lot as the richest 2% may not even apply to

public institutions where quotas are applicable.
EWS-last: If EWS positions are allocated after

all other VR positions are fi�lled, this issue will not
arise. Now, while all individuals with incomes
lower than the EWS limit are equally eligible for
EWS positions (which is still eff�ectively all
individuals), the system awards the EWS
positions to eligible individuals who have highest
merit scores. But since some of the higher score
individuals from SCs, STs and OBCs would be
admitted under their respective quotas, this
sequencing will make EWS positions more
accessible to members of forward castes.

On which sequence is better
The purpose of this article is to demonstrate that
two routes imply very diff�erent policy outcomes.
We are highlighting the fact that overlapping VR
categories lead to a major ambiguity (or
loophole) in the system. If the objective is to
make EWS equally applicable to the current VR
categories, then EWS-fi�rst should be adopted with
the recognition that this sequencing will
eff�ectively convert EWS into what are currently
open category positions. If the objective is to
minimally interfere with the amendment, then
EWS-last should be adopted with the recognition
that this sequencing will still tilt the EWS category
in favour of forward castes. Since the impact of
these two routes will be vastly diff�erent, it would
be best if this subtle aspect of EWS reservation is
carefully evaluated and integrated into the
implementation of the policy.

What if the current income limit of the EWS
category is changed (lowered)? That would
change the calculus somewhat since poorer
individuals from all social groups (including
non-SC-ST-OBC) would be eligible. In this
scenario, the richer (above the presumed new
income cut-off�) SC-ST-OBC individuals will be
eligible only for the social group-based VR
positions. However, changing income limits is
likely to open a whole new Pandora’s box,
especially in the absence of reliable income data.
Realistically, shifting the income cut-off� for EWS
seems unlikely.

Therefore, the court would be well-advised to
consider the implications of the implementation
routes and to make sure there are no ambiguities,
i.e., no loopholes. Ambiguities in reservation
rules have led to court cases, leading to long
delays in fi�lling up positions. Given the enormity
of the unemployment situation, as well as the
importance of addressing social cleavages, the
urgency of working out an optimal
implementation strategy cannot be overstated.

Sequence of implementation, EWS quota outcomes 
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On September 27, a Constitution Bench led
by CJI U. U. Lalit heard multiple petitions
against reservations based solely on
economic criteria introduced by the
Constitution (103rd) Amendment Act,
2019. After extensive hearings, the Bench
reserved its judgment in the case. In this
article dated January 22, 2019, Anup
Surendranath tackles the idea that EWS
reservations are unconstitutional.

T he 103rd Constitution
Amendment Act introducing
special measures and
reservations for ‘economically

weaker sections’ (EWS) has been
perceived as being obviously
unconstitutional. This article is sceptical
of such a reading and takes the view that
a constitutional challenge to the
amendment will take us into unclear
constitutional territories. The strongest
constitutional challenge might not be to
the amendment itself but to the manner
in which governments implement it.
There is no foregone conclusion to a
potential challenge and we would do well
to start identifying the core constitutional
questions that arise. To be clear, I am
here concerned only with questions that
arise within constitutional law.

Special measures
Article 15 stands amended enabling the
state to take special measures (not limited
to reservations) in favour of EWS
generally with an explicit sub-article on
admissions to educational institutions
with maximum 10% reservations. The
amendment to Article 16 allows 10%
reservations (and not special measures)
for EWS in public employment and does
so in a manner that is diff�erent from
reservations for Scheduled
Caste/Scheduled Tribes and Other
Backward Classes. The amendment leaves
the defi�nition of ‘economically weaker
sections’ to be determined by the state on
the basis of ‘family income’ and other
economic indicators. Also critical to this
amendment is the exclusion of SC/STs,
OBCs and other benefi�ciary groups under
Articles 15(4), 15(5) and 16(4) as

benefi�ciaries of the 10% EWS reservation.
A good point to start the constitutional

examination is the Supreme Court’s view
on reservations based purely on
economic criteria. Eight of the nine
judges in Indra Sawhney (November 1992)
held that the Narasimha Rao
government’s executive order (and not a
constitutional amendment) providing for
10% reservations based purely on
economic criteria was unconstitutional.
Their reasons included the position that
income/property holdings cannot be the
basis for exclusion from government jobs,
and that the Constitution was primarily
concerned with addressing social
backwardness.

Basic structure doctrine
However, the decision in Indra Sawhney
involved testing an executive order
against existing constitutional provisions.
In the current situation, we are concerned
with a constitutional amendment brought
into force using the constituent power of
Parliament. The fact that we are not
concerned with legislative or executive
power means that the amendment will be
tested against the ‘basic structure’ and
not the constitutional provisions existing
before the amendment. The pointed
question is whether measures based
purely on economic criteria violate the
‘basic structure’ of the Constitution? I do
not think it is a suffi�cient answer to say
that ‘backwardness’ in the Constitution
can only mean ‘social and educational
backwardness’. Citing the Constituent
Assembly debates is not going to take the
discussion much further either. It is
diffi�cult to see an argument that measures
purely on economic criteria are per se
violative of the ‘basic structure’. We can
have our views on whether such EWS
reservations will alleviate poverty (and
they most certainly will not), but that is
not really the nature of ‘basic structure’
enquiry. Providing a justifi�cation for these
measures as furthering the spirit of
substantive equality within the Indian
Constitution is not very diffi�cult.

Economic criteria (if seen as poverty)
forms the basis for diff�erential treatment
by the state in many ways and it would be
a stretch to suddenly see it as

constitutionally suspect when it comes to
‘special measures’ and reservations in
education and public employment.
Poverty infl�icts serious disadvantages and
the prerogative of the state to use special
measures/ reservations as one of the
means to address it (however misplaced it
might be as a policy) is unlikely to fall foul
of the ‘basic structure’ doctrine.

A challenge to the amendment may lie
in the context of Article 16 by virtue of
shifting the manner in which reservations
can be provided in public employment.
Under Article 16(4), reservations for
backward classes (SC/STs, OBCs) are
dependent on benefi�ciary groups not
being ‘adequately represented’ but that
has been omitted in the newly inserted
Article 16(6) for EWS. The amendment
through Article 16(6) ends up making it
easier for the state to provide reservations
in public employment for EWS than the
requirements to provide reservations for
‘backward classes’ under Article 16(4). In
a sense that is potentially a normative
minefi�eld for the Supreme Court. On the
one hand, it is confronted with the reality
that ‘backward classes’ like SC/STs and
OBCs are disadvantaged along multiple
axes and on the other, it is now far more
diffi�cult for the state to provide
reservations to these groups compared to
the EWS. The response might well be that
‘representation’ is not the aim of EWS
reservation and questions of ‘adequacy’
are relevant only in the context of
representation claims like those of the
backward classes under Article 16(4).

Questions and challenges
In many of the responses to the
amendment, breaching the 50% ceiling
on reservations has been cited as its
greatest weakness. It is hard to see the
merit of that argument because the
amendment by itself does not push the
reservations beyond 50%. While it might
be a ground to challenge the subsequent
legislative/executive actions, the
amendment itself is secure from this
challenge. But even beyond this narrow
technical response, the 50% ceiling
argument is far from clear. In Indra
Sawhney , the majority of judges held that
the 50% ceiling must be the general rule

and a higher proportion may be possible
in ‘extraordinary situations’.
Fundamentally this argument stems from
an unresolved normative tension in Indra
Sawhney. While committing to the
constitutional position that reservations
are not an ‘exception’ but a ‘facet’ of
equality, the majority in Indra Sawhney
also invokes the idea of balancing the
equality of opportunity of backward
classes ‘against’ the right to equality of
everyone else. When governments
implement the EWS reservations and
push quotas beyond 50%, the Supreme
Court will be forced to confront this
normative tension. If reservations further
equality, what then are the justifi�cations
to limit it to 50% when the identifi�ed
benefi�ciaries constitute signifi�cantly more
than 50%? The answer to that question
might lie in Indra Sawhney’s position that
the constitutional imagination is not one
of ‘proportional representation’ but one
of ‘adequate representation’. However, as
discussed above, if abandoning the
‘adequacy’ requirement per se is upheld
for EWS reservations, the basis for a 50%
ceiling becomes unclear.

While the constitutional amendment
by itself might survive the ‘basic
structure’ test, the hardest test for
governments will be the manner in which
they give eff�ect to the amendment. The
defi�nition of ‘economically weaker
sections’ will be a major hurdle because
the political temptation will be to go as
broad as possible and include large
sections of citizens. But broader the
defi�nition, greater will be the
constitutional risk. For example, if
benefi�ciaries are defi�ned as all those with
family income of less than ₹�8 lakh per
annum, it must necessarily fail
constitutional scrutiny. To justify that an
individual ‘below poverty line’ and
another with a family income of ₹�8 lakh
per annum belong to the same group for
purposes of affi�rmative action will involve
constitutional jugglery at an
unprecedented level. But then, the
history of our constitutional
jurisprudence has prepared us well for
such surprises.

The author teaches constitutional law at
the National Law University, Delhi

The ambiguity of reservations for the
poor: unconstitutional or not?
While the constitutional amendment by itself might survive the ‘basic structure’ test, the hardest test for governments will be the manner in which
they give eff�ect to the amendment. The defi�nition of ‘economically weaker sections’ will be a major hurdle

Matter of law: The 103rd Constitution Amendment Act introduces reservations for ‘economically weaker sections’ in education and employment. R. V. MOORTHY
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Unrecognised madrasas do
not need to be affi�liated
with the Madrasa Educa-
tion Board in various
States to continue func-
tioning, according to the
Jamiat Ulama-e-Hind.

Unrecognised madrasas
have been the subject of
much discussion following
the Uttar Pradesh govern-
ment’s decision to carry
out a survey of all such in-
stitutions. “We do not need
government aid for our
mosques and madrasas,
and there is no need for

madrasas to get affi�liated
with any government
board for obtaining aid,”
said Arshad Madani, presi-
dent, Jamiat Ulama-e-Hind.
His remarks came follow-

ing a meeting of nearly
6,000 representatives of
unrecognised madrasas
from all over India at Darul
Uloom, Deoband. The
meeting included nearly

4,500 delegates from Uttar
Pradesh alone.

Over 90% of unrecog-
nised madrasas in north
and central India follow
the Deoband syllabus. The
Darul Uloom manage-
ment, which had opposed
the survey, later supported
a limited survey about the
madrasas’ ownership and
fi�nances. Most of these in-
stitutions survive on com-
munity funding.

“The doors of madrasas
are open to everyone.
There is nothing to hide in-
side them. The Constitu-
tion of the country under
Article 30(1) has given us

the right to establish and
run our own educational
institutions. Rather than
defying the government,
we are helping in the deve-
lopment of the nation by
spreading literacy among
the poor,” Mr. Madani said.

“The responsibility of
religion rests on the shoul-
ders of religious personali-
ties. Imams, muezzins,
muftis and quazis are pro-
ducts of madrasas who
serve in various religious
aff�airs of Muslims, just like
priests and pujaris in tem-
ples and matters of mar-
riage, death etc.,” Mr. Ma-
dani added.

Affi�liation not necessary for unrecognised
madrasas to continue functioning: Jamiat
Ziya Us Salam
NEW DELHI

Muslim clerics attending a conference convened by Darul Uloom
Deoband in Saharanpur on Sunday. PTI



The Ministry of Home Af-
fairs (MHA) empowered
the District Collectors of
two more districts in Guja-
rat — Mehsana and Anand
— to grant citizenship cer-
tifi�cates to the members of
Hindu, Sikh, Parsi, Chris-
tian, Buddhist and Jain
communities from Pakis-
tan, Afghanistan, and
Bangladesh.

This is not the fi�rst-time
the magistrates or collec-
tors have been delegated
such powers by the MHA.
Similar orders were issued
in 2016, 2018 and 2021 em-
powering District Magis-
trates in several districts of
Gujarat, Chhattisgarh, Ra-
jasthan, Haryana, and Pun-
jab to grant citizenship cer-
tifi�cates to migrants from

the six communities who
entered India on valid doc-
uments. The notifi�cation is
not related to the conten-
tious Citizenship Amend-
ment Act (CAA) that is yet
to come into eff�ect. The
CAA passed in 2019 seeks
to grant citizenship to the
six undocumented com-
munities who came to In-
dia till December 2014.

The only way the CAA
could have helped the legal
minority migrants is in
fast-tracking their applica-
tions as it reduces the man-
datory requirement of stay
in India to fi�ve years.

The notifi�cation said
that the application should
be made online and and
the verifi�cation shall be
done by the Collector at
the district level and for-
warded to Central
agencies.

MHA allows 2 District
Collectors in Gujarat
to grant citizenship
The Hindu Bureau
NEW DELHI



T he Supreme Court
on Monday asked
the government

not to register any fresh
FIRs under Section 124A of
the Indian Penal Code
(IPC), which criminalises
sedition, even as the go-
vernment said it is re-exa-
mining the colonial provi-
sion and “something may
happen” in the Winter Ses-
sion of Parliament.

Appearing before a
Bench led by Chief Justice
of India (CJI) U.U. Lalit, At-
torney-General R. Venkata-
ramani said no “transgres-
sions” were brought to the
Centre’s notice since the
Supreme Court had or-

dered a complete freeze of
arrests and prosecution
under Section 124A in an
interim order in May.

“There is thinking on
the subject and some
change may happen before
the Winter Session of Par-
liament. There is no reason
to worry now with the inte-
rim order in place,” Mr.
Venkataramani assured..

“When is the Winter
Session starting?” Chief
Justice Lalit asked Mr. Ven-
kataramani. The top law
offi�cer said by January. 

The court listed the case
for the second week of Ja-
nuary. During the hearing,
advocate Kaleeswaram Raj
said the order had only
kept Section 124A in
abeyance, the provision

needed to be struck down
immediately rather than
let it occupy space in the
statute book indefi�nitely.

But the Bench said the
government would have to
abide by the interim order
of May which suspended
the sedition provision until
further orders. 

The court through its or-
der in May had deftly pro-
tected civil liberties from
local police and civil auth-
orities who may continue
to use Section 124A regard-
less of the Union’s “re-ex-
amination process”. The
court had orally observed,
before the order was
passed, that guidelines
hardly work at the “ground
level” with local police of-
fi�cers and civil authorities.

SC tells Centre not to fi�le
new sedition cases; govt.
re-examining provisions
Appearing before CJI Lalit, the Attorney-General said that “something may happen” in the Winter
Session of Parliament; court had ordered freeze of arrests and prosecution under Section 124A

The Hindu Bureau
NEW DELHI

There is
thinking on the

subject and some change
may happen before the
Winter Session. There is
no reason to worry now
with the interim order in
place
R. VENKATARAMANI 
Attorney-General



The Supreme Court on
Monday decided to exa-
mine a petition challenging
a provision in the election
law that imposes a blanket
ban on undertrials, per-
sons confi�ned in civil pri-
sons and convicts serving
their sentence in jails from
casting their votes.

A Bench led by Chief
Justice of India (CJI) U.U.
Lalit issued notice to the
Union of India, the Union
Home Ministry and the
Election Commission on a
petition fi�led by Aditya Pra-
sanna Bhattacharya, a stu-
dent of the National Law
School of India University,
Bengaluru, who said that
while convicts out on bail
could vote, undertrials,
whose innocence or guilt
has not been conclusively
determined, and those
confi�ned in civil persons
were deprived of their
right to vote.

Mr. Bhattacharya, re-

presented by advocate Zo-
heb Hossain, argued that
Section 62(5) of the Repre-
sentation of the People
Act, 1951, mandates that
“no person shall vote at
any election if he is con-
fi�ned in a prison, whether
under a sentence of impri-
sonment or transportation
or otherwise, or is in the
lawful custody of the pol-
ice”. Mr. Hossain contend-
ed that the provision arbi-
trarily, through the use of
“broad language”, disen-
franchises a large segment
of the population.

The petition said that
“denying penitentiary in-
mates the right to vote is
more likely to send mes-
sages that undermine res-
pect for the law and de-
mocracy than messages
that enhance those va-
lues… Denying the right to
vote does not comply with
the requirements for legiti-
mate punishment”.

The right to vote is a
constitutional right under
Article 326.

SC to examine law
depriving undertrials
the right to vote
Krishnadas Rajagopal
NEW DELHI



A n internal study
commissioned by
the Ministry of Ru-

ral Development has ar-
gued for decentralisation
of the Mahatma Gandhi Na-
tional Rural Employment
Guarantee Scheme
(MGNREGS), allowing for
more “fl�exibility” at the
ground level.

The Ministry recently
made public the report of
the sixth Common Review
Mission, which surveyed
seven States — Andhra Pra-
desh, Arunachal Pradesh,
Karnataka, Nagaland, Guj-
arat, Jharkhand, Himachal
Pradesh — and the Union
Territory of Jammu and
Kashmir in February to as-
sess the implementation of
all rural development
schemes, including the
MGNREGS.

“There should be a grea-
ter diversifi�cation of per-
missible works instead of
listing the types of permis-
sible works, broad catego-
ries of works may be listed
out and fl�exibility should

be given at ground level to
select the type of works as
per broad categories,” the
study noted.

This is a problem also
highlighted by activists and
academics working in the
fi�eld. “In the past few
years, the fund manage-
ment has been centralised
instead of paying the gram
sabhas an advance ena-
bling them to decide the

work they want to under-
take. The gram sabhas can
take into account the local
conditions and the com-
munity’s requirement in-
stead of chasing a target set
for them,” said Professor
Rajendra Narayanan of
Azim Premji University,
who co-authored a study
on the role of the
MGNREGS during the CO-
VID-19 pandemic.

The internal study also
fl�agged the frequent delay
in fund disbursal, and to
deal with it suggested a
“revolving fund that can be
utilised whenever there is
a delay in the Central
funds”. 

The survey quoted va-
rious instances to under-
line this chronic problem.
In Lower Subansiri district
of Arunachal Pradesh, for

example, the surveyors
found that because of the
delay in the material com-
ponent, the benefi�ciaries
ended up buying the con-
struction material them-
selves to complete the pro-
jects. In Himachal Pradesh
and Gujarat, the delay in
wages was by three or four
months and the material
component by six months.

The study also noted
that the MGNREGS wages
were far below the market
rate in many States, defeat-
ing the purpose of acting
as a safety net. 

At present, the mini-
mum wage of a farm la-
bourer in Gujarat is
₹�324.20, but the
MGNREGS wage is ₹�229.
The private contractors
pay far more. In Nagaland,
the wage is ₹�212 per day,
which does not take into
account the diffi�cult
terrain.

In Jammu and Kashmir,
the rate is ₹�214 per day.
This, the study noted, “is
lower than what is off�ered
by private contractors
which can go up to ₹�600-
₹�700 per day”.

Decentralise MGNREGS for better
implementation, says govt. study

Need of the hour: The study also noted that the MGNREGS wages were far below the market rate in
many States, defeating the purpose of acting as a safety net. PTI

It calls for greater diversifi�cation of permissible work; fl�exibility should be given at the ground level to select the type of
work as per broad categories; it also fl�ags delay in fund disbursal and notes that wages were far below the market rate 

Sobhana K. Nair
NEW DELHI



The story so far:

T he Ministry of Electronics and IT
(MeitY) has notifi�ed amendments
to the Information Technology (In-

termediary Guidelines and Digital Media
Ethics Code) Rules, 2021 (IT Rules, 2021)
on October 28. In June 2022, MeitY had
put out a draft of the amendments and sol-
icited feedback from the relevant stakehol-
ders. The draft generated considerable dis-
cussion and comment on the regulation of
social media in India.

What are the IT Rules, 2021?
World over, governments are grappling
with the issue of regulating social media in-
termediaries (SMIs). Given the multitudi-
nous nature of the problem — the centrali-
ty of SMIs in shaping public discourse, the
impact of their governance on the right to
freedom of speech and expression, the
magnitude of information they host and
the constant technological innovations
that impact their governance — it is impor-
tant for governments to update their regu-
latory framework to face emergent chal-
lenges. In a bid to keep up with these
issues, India in 2021, replaced its decade
old regulations on SMIs with the IT Rules,
2021 that were primarily aimed at placing
obligations on SMIs to ensure an open,
safe and trusted internet.

What was the need to amend the IT
Rules, 2021?
As per the press note accompanying the
draft amendments in June 2022, the stated
objectives of the amendments were three-
fold. First, there was a need to ensure that
the interests and constitutional rights of
netizens are not being contravened by big
tech platforms, second, to strengthen the
grievance redressal framework in the
Rules, and third, that compliance with
these should not impact early stage Indian
start-ups. This translated into a set of pro-
posed amendments that can be broadly
classifi�ed into two categories. The fi�rst ca-
tegory involved placing additional obliga-
tions on the SMIs to ensure better protec-
tion of user interests while the second
category involved the institution of an ap-
pellate mechanism for grievance redres-
sal. 

What are the additional obligations
placed on the SMIs?
The notifi�cation of the fi�nal amendments
carry forward all the amendments that it
had proposed in June 2022.

First, the original IT Rules, 2021 obligat-
ed the SMIs to merely inform its users of
the “rules and regulations, privacy policy
and user agreement” that governed its
platforms along with the categories of con-
tent that users are prohibited from host-
ing, displaying, sharing etc. on the plat-
form. This obligation on the SMIs has now
been extended to ensuring that its users
are in compliance with the relevant rules
of the platform. Further, SMIs are required
to “make reasonable” eff�orts to prevent
prohibited content being hosted on its
platform by the users. To a large extent,
this enhances the responsibility and con-
comitantly the power of SMIs to police and
moderate content on their platforms. This
has been met with skepticism by both the
platforms and the users given the subjec-
tive nature of speech and the magnitude of
the information hosted by these platforms.
While the SMIs are unclear of the extent of
measures they are now expected to under-
take, users are apprehensive that the in-
creased power of the SMIs would allow

them to trample on freedom of speech and
expression.

Second, a similar concern arises with the
other newly introduced obligation on SMIs
to “respect all the rights accorded to the ci-
tizens under the Constitution, including in
the articles 14, 19 and 21”. Given the impor-
tance of SMIs in public discourse and the
implications of their actions on the funda-
mental rights of citizens, the horizontal ap-
plication of fundamental rights is laudable.
However, the wide interpretation to which
this obligation is open to by diff�erent
courts, could translate to disparate duties
on the SMIs. Frequent alterations to design
and practices of the platform, that may re-
sult from a case-to-case based application
of this obligation, could result in heavy
compliance costs for them.

Third, SMIs are now obligated to remove
information or a communication link in re-
lation to the six prohibited categories of
content as and when a complaint arises.
They have to remove such information
within 72 hours of the complaint being
made. Given the virality with which content
spreads, this is an important step to contain
the spread of the content.

Lastly, SMIs have been obligated to “take
all reasonable measures to ensure accessi-
bility of its services to users along with rea-
sonable expectation of due diligence, priva-
cy and transparency”. While there are
concerns that ensuring “accessibility” may
obligate SMIs to provide services at a scale
that they are not equipped to, the obliga-
tion is meant to strengthen inclusion in the
SMI ecosystem such as allowing for partici-
pation by persons with disabilities and di-
verse linguistic backgrounds. In this con-
text, the amendments also mandate that
“rules and regulations, privacy policy and
user agreement” of the platform should be
made available in all languages listed in the
eighth schedule of the Constitution.

What are the newly-introduced
Grievance Appellate Committees?
The cornerstone of empowering users of
social media platforms is to design a robust

grievance redressal mechanism that can
eff�ectively and effi�ciently address their
concerns. Prior to the IT Rules, 2021, plat-
forms followed their own mechanisms and
timelines for resolving user complaints.
The IT Rules uniformed this by mandating
that all social media platforms should have
a grievance offi�cer who would acknow-
ledge the receipt of a complaint within 24
hours and dispose it within 15 days. Ho-
wever, the performance of the current
grievance redressal mechanism has been
sub-optimal. First, as evidenced by the
transparency reports of SMIs, such as Fa-
cebook and Twitter, there is no common
understanding of what is meant by resolu-
tion of the complaint. For example, Face-
book records only mention the number of
reports where “appropriate tools” have
been provided. These “appropriate tools”
could just mean the automated replies
pointing out the tools available on the plat-
form that have been sent to the complai-
nants. 

As opposed to this format, Twitter re-
cords outline the number of URLs against
which action has been taken after the re-
ceipt of a complaint. 

Furthermore, transparency reports
show that the number of user complaints
continue to be quite low when compared
to the content against which the platform
acts proactively or is obligated to remove
due to governmental or court orders. This
may be because users are either not aware
of this facility or fi�nd it futile to approach
the platform for complaint resolution. It
might also be because, even in cases
where action has been taken on the con-
tent, there is no way to assess whether the
complainant has been satisfi�ed with the re-
solution of the complaint.

Moreover, the extant framework does
not provide for any recourse if the com-
plainant is dissatisfi�ed with the grievance
offi�cer’s order. Possibly, the only course
available to the complainant is to chal-
lenge the order under the writ jurisdiction
of the High Courts or Supreme Court. This
is not effi�cacious given that it can be a re-
source and time intensive process. 

To remedy this, the government has in-
stituted Grievance Appellate Committees
(GAC). The committee is styled as a three-
member council out of which one member
will be a government offi�cer (holding the
post ex offi�cio) while the other two mem-
bers will be independent representatives.
Users can fi�le a complaint against the or-
der of the grievance offi�cer within 30 days.
Importantly, the GAC is required to adopt
an online dispute resolution mechanism
which will make it more accessible to the
users. 

Interestingly, it is unclear whether this
is a compulsory tier of appeal or not, that
is will the user have to approach the grie-
vance appellate committee before ap-
proaching the court. The confusion arises
from the fact that the press note expressly
stated that the institution of the GAC
would not bar the user from approaching
the court directly against the order of the
grievance offi�cer. However, the fi�nal
amendments provide no such indication.

While this makes the in-house grie-
vance redressal more accountable and ap-
pellate mechanism more accessible to us-
ers, appointments being made by the
central government could lead to appre-
hensions of bias in content moderation.

Further, the IT Rules, 2021 do not pro-
vide any explicit power to the GAC to en-
force its orders. 

Lastly, if users can approach both the
courts and the GAC parallelly, it could lead
to confl�icting decisions often undermining
the impartiality and merit of one institu-
tion or the other.

The writer is a research fellow at the
Centre for Applied Law and Technology Re-
search, Vidhi Centre for legal policy

The amendments to the IT Rules, 2021
Why did the Ministry of Electronics and IT invite feedback to the draft amendments of the the Information Technology (Intermediary Guidelines and Digital Media Ethics
Code) Rules, 2021? What are the functions of the new Grievance Appellate Committees?

Trishee Goyal

EXPLAINER THE GIST

�
The Ministry of Electronics and
IT (MeitY) has notifi�ed
amendments to the
Information Technology
(Intermediary Guidelines and
Digital Media Ethics Code)
Rules, 2021 (IT Rules, 2021) on
October 28. The draft
generated considerable
discussion and comment on
the regulation of social media
in India.

�
This proposed amendments
can be broadly classifi�ed into
two categories. The fi�rst
category involved placing
additional obligations on the
SMIs to ensure better
protection of user interests
while the second category
involved the institution of an
appellate mechanism for
grievance redressal. Both have
been notifi�ed to the Rules.

�
The amendments call for the
institution of Grievance
Appellate Committees (GAC).
The committee is styled as a
three member council out of
which one member will be a
government off�icer (holding
the post ex off�icio) while the
other two members will be
independent representatives.
The GAC is required to adopt
an online dispute resolution
mechanism which will make it
more accessible to the users. 

The cornerstone of empowering
users of social media platforms is
to design a robust grievance
redressal mechanism that can
eff�ectively address their concerns



Inclusive elections truth-
fully refl�ect the expression
of the collective will of the
people and are a hallmark
of democracy, Chief Elec-
tion Commissioner Rajiv
Kumar said here on Mon-
day even as he stressed the
challenges of social media
and their intersection with
election management bo-
dies (EMBs).

The EMBs, the CEC said,
expected social media plat-
forms to use their “algo-
rithm power, to proactive-
ly red-fl�ag fake news”. 

His comments came at a
two-day international con-
ference on the “Role, fra-
mework and capacity of
election management bo-
dies” organised by the
Election Commission (EC)
under the ‘Cohort on Elec-
tion Integrity’ led by the
Commission and esta-
blished as a follow-on to
the ‘Summit for Democra-

cy’ held in December last
year. 

To preserve freedoms
Speaking on the pressing
challenges before the
EMBs today, Mr. Kumar
stressed their intersection
with social media plat-
forms. “More early or
deeper red-fl�agging of fake
news based on known mo-
dus operandi and genres is
not an unfair expectation
from the EMBs,” he said.
Such a proactive approach
to counter fake news

would facilitate “credible
electoral outcomes” that
would help preserve “free-
doms” which these plat-
forms required to thrive.

He said that free, fair, in-
clusive, accessible and in-
ducement-free elections, a
cornerstone of democratic
polity, were a precondition
to peace and developmen-
tal dividends. These
threshold concepts, he
said, embody the under-
standing that sovereignty
belongs to and fl�ows from
the people of a country. 

Social media can wield
their ‘algorithm power’ to
red-fl�ag fake news: CEC 
The Hindu Bureau
NEW DELHI

Understanding polls: The Chief Election Commissioner was
addressing an international conference in New Delhi on Monday. PTI 



I ndia’s fi�scal defi�cit in
the fi�rst half of the fi�-
nancial year rose to

₹�6.2 lakh crore, from ₹�5.27
lakh crore a year earlier,
though rising tax collec-
tions helped off�set a higher
subsidy bill.

The fi�scal defi�cit for the
April to September period
touched 37.3% of annual
estimates, offi�cial data
showed, as the Centre
spent more on fertiliser,
food and fuel subsidies.

Net tax collections rose
to ₹�10.12 lakh crore, about
10% higher than a year be-
fore, helping the govern-
ment despite growing fears

of a shortfall in receipts
from the sale of stakes in
state-run fi�rms this year.

The Union govern-
ment’s spending bill is ex-
pected to rise by almost ₹�2
lakh crore this fi�scal, ac-

cording to several econo-
mists’ estimates, on higher
allocations for subsidies,
stretching the fi�scal defi�cit.

However, a rise in goods
and services tax receipts
helped by a pick-up in ur-

ban demand and higher in-
fl�ation could help to meet
the budgeted fi�scal defi�cit
target, they said.

Total expenditure for
the fi�rst six months was
₹�18.24 lakh crore, com-
pared with ₹�16.26 lakh
crore, data showed.

In February, while pre-
senting the annual budget,
Finance Minister Nirmala
Sitharaman set the fi�scal
defi�cit target at 6.4% of
gross domestic product for
2022/23, compared with
6.7% in the previous year.

The Centre aims to
spend almost ₹�40 lakh
crore this fi�scal, up about
4% from the previous year
but down in real terms due
to the near 7% infl�ation.

India H1 fi�scal defi�cit touches
₹�6.2 lakh cr., tax receipts rise 

Tax take buoys: Net tax collections rose about 10%, helping the
Centre despite growing fears of a shortfall in asset sales receipts. PTI

April-September defi�cit touches 37.3% of full-year estimate as the Union government increases
spending on fertiliser, food and fuel subsidies over the fi�rst six months of the current fi�scal year

Reuters
NEW DELHI



The fi�rst pilot for the digital
rupee, wholesale segment
(e₹�-W) will commence on
November 1, the Reserve
Bank of India said.

“The use case for this pi-
lot is settlement of secon-
dary market transactions
in government securities,”
the RBI said. “Use of e₹�-W
is expected to make the in-
ter-bank market more effi�-
cient. Settlement in central
bank money would reduce
transaction costs by pre-
empting the need for set-
tlement guarantee infras-
tructure or for collateral to
mitigate settlement risk.

“Going forward, other
wholesale transactions,
and cross-border pay-
ments will be the focus of
future pilots,” it added.

RBI’s digital
rupee pilot for
wholesale
starts today

The Hindu Bureau
MUMBAI



Scientists associated with
the National Academy of
Agricultural Sciences
(NAAS) and the Trust for
Advancement of Agricultu-
ral Sciences (TAAS) have
welcomed the recent ap-
proval by the Ministry of
Environment, Forests and
Climate Change for the en-
vironmental release of ge-
netically modifi�ed (GM)
mustard hybrid for cultiva-
tion. Terming the decision
a landmark, the scientists
said it will break a logjam
on the release of GM food
crops.

“The GM technology for
hybrid seed production de-
veloped by the University
of Delhi will play an impor-
tant role in reducing the
edible oil import burden
and in moving towards
self-suffi�ciency in edible oil
production. The decision
to release GM mustard will
encourage more research
and innovations to reduce

the environmental foot-
print of agriculture, deve-
lop climate resilient crops,
and thereby assure food
and nutritional security of
the country,” scientists Tri-
lochan Mohapatra, R.S. Pa-
roda and K.C. Bansal said
at a press conference here
on Monday.

They said India had a
defi�cit production of edible
oils by almost 55-60% of
the total consumption. “In
the fi�nancial year 2020-21,
13.35 million tonnes of edi-
ble oils were imported at a
total cost of around
₹�1,17,000 crore in foreign
exchange.” They said trials
had shown that the variety
had a yield advantage of
28% over the mega variety
Varuna and 37% over the
zonal checks.

Scientists welcome
clearance to GM
mustard for farming

Trials have shown
that the variety has
a yield advantage of
28% over the mega
variety Varuna

The Hindu Bureau
NEW DELHI 



A t least 140 people were killed after a sus-
pension bridge, a tourist attraction in
Gujarat’s Morbi town, collapsed, sending

hundreds of revellers into the Machchhu river be-
low. At least 47 of the dead were children, mak-
ing it one of India’s most horrendous tragedies.
Inaugurated in 1879, the bridge was renovated
and opened on October 26, four days before the
tragedy. This raises several concerns. A company
that seems to have had no apparent expertise or
track record in the fi�eld was awarded the con-
tract. There are questions about the fi�tness of the
bridge; in any case, it was not intended to carry
more than 150 people at a time, according to re-
ports. Hundreds were on the bridge when it
snapped as there was no crowd control. People
were allowed to walk into a death trap. All these
point to a major failure of governance at various
levels. Gujarat is among the richer States of India,
but it has often faced governance challenges — its
poor management of the pandemic is a case in
point. Human acts of omission and commission
often cause tragedies, and signifi�cantly change
the impact of natural disasters. The police have
arrested nine people, including two offi�cials of
the company that is now under a cloud, and the
government has announced compensation to the
kin of the victims. A thorough inquiry and the fi�x-
ing of accountability must follow quickly. The
fi�ndings should be made public as soon as possi-
ble, and the guilty must face exemplary punish-
ment. 

Coming out of the long restrictions on travel
necessitated by the COVID-19 pandemic, people
all over the world appear to be binging on travel
and outings. A stampede in Seoul in South Korea
killed 154 people last week. In India also, record
numbers of people are thronging tourism and pil-
grimage spots. While tourism and travel are po-
werful engines of the economy, there must be
more attention paid to ensure that they are safe
and sustainable. Tourist and pilgrimage centres
around the country should carry out safety and
environmental audits to ensure that crowd man-
agement and safety protocols are in place to
avoid tragedies such as this. Development of new
centres where large numbers of people are ex-
pected should account for such contingencies.
The rapid pace of road and infrastructure deve-
lopment in ecologically sensitive areas such as
the Himalayas should be in accordance with to-
pographic limitations. More must be done to reg-
ulate the fl�ow of travellers according to the infras-
tructure capacity of particular destinations.
Tourism promotion campaigns must include
creating safety awareness among visitors and lo-
cal offi�cials.

Burden of tragedy  
People were allowed to walk
into the death trap in Morbi 



General Studies Paper I
A

History of Indian culture will cover the salient aspects of art forms, literature and architecture from
ancient to modern times;

B
Modern Indian history from about the middle of the eighteenth century until the present-significant
events, personalities, issues;

C
Freedom struggle-its various stages and important contributors / contributions from different parts of
the country;

D Post-independence consolidation and reorganization within the country;

E
History of the world will include events from 18th century such as industrial revolution, world wars,
re-drawal of national boundaries, colonization, decolonization,

F
Political philosophies like communism, capitalism, socialism etc.-their forms and effect on the
society

G Salient features of Indian Society, Diversity of India;

H Effects of globalization on Indian society;

I Role of women and women’s organization;

J Social empowerment, communalism, regionalism & secularism

K Salient features of world’s physical geography;

L
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;

M Important Geophysical phenomena such as earthquakes, Tsunami, Volcanic activity, cyclone etc.

N
Distribution of key natural resources across the world (including South Asia and the Indian
subcontinent);

O
Factors responsible for the location of primary, secondary, and tertiary sector industries in various
parts of the world (including India);

P Population and associated issues;

Q Urbanization, their problems and their remedies

General Studies Paper II
A India and its neighbourhood- relations;

B Important International institutions, agencies and fora- their structure, mandate;
C Effect of policies and politics of developed and developing countries on India’s interests;

D
Bilateral, regional and global groupings and agreements involving India and/or affecting India’s
interests.

E
Indian Constitution, historical underpinnings, evolution, features, amendments, significant provisions
and basic structure;

F Comparison of the Indian Constitutional scheme with other countries;

G
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;

H
Parliament and State Legislatures - structure, functioning, conduct of business, powers & privileges
and issues arising out of these;

I
Structure, organization and functioning of the executive and the judiciary, Ministries and
Departments;

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






