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Beyond traditional containment, how is India–Japan defence ministerial engagement 

expanding into a broader Indo-Pacific strategic partnership? Analyze key drivers and 

challenges. 

Introduction 

India–Japan defence ties are shifting from China-focused balancing towards capability-driven Indo-Pacific 

resilience, integrating maritime security, defence industry, critical technologies and supply-chain 

diversification amid accelerating geopolitical fragmentation and strategic competition today, anchoring India’s 

Union Budget 2026–27 Aatmanirbhar Defence push and NITI Aayog's Indo-Pacific growth vision. 

From Strategic Convergence to Operational Capability  

1.       Geopolitical & Strategic Synchronization: Transitioning from passive containment to a rules-

based Indo-Pacific order, countering regional hegemony while reinforcing India’s Act East Policy and 

Japan’s FOIP vision Example: IPOI-FOIP convergence. 

2.       Interoperability: India and Japan are moving beyond routine exercises towards complex 

operations, personnel exchanges, logistics and maintenance cooperation. Reciprocal access to repair 

facilities can enhance endurance across the Indo-Pacific. Example: Naval MRO. 

3.       Maritime Security & Domain Awareness: Transitioning from tactical drills to real-time regional 

surveillance across the Indian Ocean and East China Sea Example: IFC-IOR liaison integration. 

4.       Technological & Industrial Co-production: The proposed “Design with Japan, Make in India” 

model fusing Japanese advanced designs with Indian manufacturing to build export hubs and robust 

supply chains under Make in India Example: UNICORN antenna co-development. 

5.       Defense Interoperability & Logistical Synergy: Enhancing operational readiness through 

reciprocity in maintenance and cross-service participation Example: Veer Guardian 26 fighter drills.  

6.       Economic Security & Infrastructure Resilience: Aligning trade infrastructure and critical 

minilateral platforms to prevent supply chain chokepoints Example: Supply Chain Resilience Initiative. 

Structural Challenges & Strategic Friction Points 

1.       Legal & Constitutional Constraints: Japan’s historical restrictions under Article 9 complicate 

lethal military hardware transfers despite recent policy revisions Example: US-2 amphibian stall. 

2.       Strategic Autonomy vs. Formal Alliances: Divergence in non-aligned foreign policy vis-à-vis 

formal treaty obligations creates diplomatic gaps on global crises Example: Russia-Ukraine policy rift. 

3.       Procurement & Administrative Drift: Complex defense acquisition frameworks and differing 

military design standards slow execution of industrial projects Example: Shipbuilding design delays. 

4.       Geoeconomic Vulnerabilities: Disparities in trade balances and regulatory barriers hinder deep 

integration of defense start-ups Example: iDEX-ATLA startup gap. 

Way Forward 

1.       Legal & Constitutional Constraints: Japan’s historical restrictions under Article 9 complicate 

lethal military hardware transfers despite recent policy revisions Example: US-2 amphibian stall. 
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2.       Strategic Autonomy vs. Formal Alliances: Divergence in non-aligned foreign policy vis-à-vis 

formal treaty obligations creates diplomatic gaps on global crises Example: Russia-Ukraine policy rift. 

3.       Procurement & Administrative Drift: Complex defense acquisition frameworks and differing 

military design standards slow execution of industrial projects Example: Shipbuilding design delays. 

4.       Geoeconomic Vulnerabilities: Disparities in trade balances and regulatory barriers hinder deep 

integration of defense start-ups Example: iDEX-ATLA startup gap. 

5.       Deepen Operational Interoperability: Expand complex tri-service exercises, unmanned 

systems, special-forces cooperation and reciprocal logistics. 

6.       Preserve Strategic Autonomy: Present cooperation as FOIP-based regional public-goods 

provision, rather than an anti-China military bloc. 

Conclusion 

As S. Radhakrishnan envisioned, India’s international role must serve peaceful cooperation; India–Japan 

convergence can therefore build Indo-Pacific resilience through capability, technology and shared strategic 

responsibility. 

Does diluting mandatory Gram Sabha consent under the Forest Rights Act undermine tribal 

self-governance and statutory safeguards? Examine. 

Introduction 

Proposals by parliamentary committees to shift from requiring individual consent from all affected Gram 

Sabhas to a majority consent rule mark a significant jurisprudential change. Under the Forest Rights Act (FRA), 

2006 and the PESA Act, 1996, Gram Sabhas serve as statutory self-governance authorities. Diluting their 

absolute veto power over forest land diversion risks weakening constitutional protections under the Fifth and 

Sixth Schedules. 

Why Gram Sabha Authority Matters 

1.       Constitutional Self-governance: The Fifth Schedule, Article 244 and PESA, 1996 recognise 

distinctive governance arrangements in Scheduled Areas. PESA Section 4(d) empowers Gram Sabhas 

to safeguard traditions, cultural identity and community resources. Thus, local participation is not 

merely administrative consultation. Example: Scheduled Areas. 

2.       FRA As Corrective Justice: The Forest Rights Act, 2006 was enacted to address the “historical 

injustice” faced by forest-dwelling STs and traditional forest dwellers. Section 5 empowers rights-

holders and Gram Sabhas to protect forests, biodiversity, ecological areas and cultural heritage. 

3.       Judicial Affirmation: In Orissa Mining Corporation v. MoEF (2013), the Supreme Court held that 

Gram Sabhas must consider community, cultural and religious rights affected by the Niyamgiri mining 

project. It recognised their central role in protecting customary and religious rights. Example: 

Niyamgiri verdict. 

Why Dilution Can Be Problematic 

1.       Erosion of Democratic Local Self-Governance: Bypassing individual Gram Sabha consent 

violates the core mandate of decentralized governance guaranteed under Part IXA and PESA Example: 

PESA Autonomy Infringement. 
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2.       Dilution of Statutory Veto Power: The FRA explicitly requires prior informed consent of affected 

Gram Sabhas before forest clearance; introducing majority-based exemptions undermines this legal 

protection Example: Niyamgiri Precedent Dilution. 

3.       Risk of Fragmented Community Forest Rights (CFR): Infrastructure projects passing through 

contiguous forest corridors could bypass dissenting hamlets, leading to forced displacement Example: 

Linear Infrastructure Diversions. 

4.       Threat to Livelihood and Identity: Forest-dependent Scheduled Tribes (FDSTs) risk losing 

access to Minor Forest Produce (MFP) and ancestral cultural sites Example: MFP Access Loss. 

5.       Livelihood And Cultural Loss: Tribal economies depend substantially on minor forest produce, 

grazing, agriculture and community forests. NITI Aayog notes that forest resources contribute 

substantially to tribal livelihoods and recommends stronger community forest rights. Example: MFP 

livelihoods. 

6.       Conflict and Security: The Planning Commission/NITI archival expert-group assessment 

identified displacement, loss of traditional resource rights and weak PESA implementation among 

structural drivers of tribal discontent and Left-Wing Extremism. Example: LWE-affected areas 

But Developmental Concerns Cannot Be Ignored 

1.       India requires railways, transmission lines, renewable-energy projects, mines and strategic 

infrastructure. Requiring multiple clearances can create coordination delays and increase project 

costs. 

2.       Moreover, Gram Sabha functioning itself is uneven. The Twelfth Plan noted exclusion of women 

and poorer sections and recommended social mobilisation to make Gram Sabhas genuinely 

participatory. 

3.       Hence, the solution is not an absolute local veto versus unfettered state power, but credible, 

informed and accountable consent. 

Socio-Economic and Legal Consequences 

1.       Increased Social Unrest and Extremism: Encroaching on tribal autonomy without informed 

consent risks reviving local conflicts in Fifth Schedule areas Example: LWE Belt Alienation. 

2.       Judicial Overreach and Environmental Litigation: Administrative attempts to bypass consent 

often face legal challenges under Article 21, creating project uncertainty Example: Supreme Court 

Injunctions. 

3.       Ecological Degradation: Forest diversions approved without indigenous consent frequently 

lead to habitat fragmentation and deforestation Example: Hasdeo Aranya Deforestation. 

Way Forward 

1.       Uphold Absolute Consent for Forest Land Diversion: Maintain mandatory Gram Sabha consent 

provisions under the FRA 2006 to safeguard tribal rights Example: Statutory Consent Enforcement. 

2.       Strengthen Community Forest Rights (CFR) Digitization: Speed up the verification and title 

distribution of CFR claims using geospatial mapping to establish clear land records Example: Van Mitra 

Portal. 
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3.       Institutionalize Pre-Clearance Consultations: Mandate structured, transparent consultations 

between project developers, state agencies, and Gram Sabhas prior to submitting clearance proposals 

Example: Integrated Environmental Audits. 

4.       Strengthen Gram Sabhas: Provide legal aid, technical experts, women’s participation and 

independent facilitation. Example: Social mobilization. 

5. Digitise CFR records: Integrate FRA titles, cadastral maps and satellite imagery to reduce boundary 

disputes. NITI Aayog has long supported modern, transparent land records. 

Conclusion 

Safeguarding the statutory authority of Gram Sabhas balances environmental sustainability with industrial 

development, protecting indigenous rights while advancing inclusive growth toward Viksit Bharat@2047. 

How far does Article 371(K) reconcile democratic aspirations in Ladakh while safeguarding 

strategic and ecological imperatives in a non-statehood UT framework? Examine. 

Introduction 

The Ministry of Home Affairs' (MHA) proposal to introduce Article 371(K) via an Article 371 amendment marks 

a structural shift in Ladakh’s governance architecture. Aimed at granting a directly elected Union Territory 

(UT)-level governing body legislative authority over land, culture, forests, and natural resources, the proposal 

seeks a balance between local self-governance and central administrative control. 

The Strategic Significance of Article 371(K) 

1.       Institutionalizing Asymmetric Federalism: Extends tailor-made constitutional protections 

similar to Nagaland (371A) and Mizoram (371G), bypassing traditional Sixth Schedule mechanics 

Example: Tribal Land Safeguards. 

2.       Democratic Decentralization: Addresses the post-2019 "representation deficit" by replacing 

pure bureaucratic administration with an elected legislative body Example: Direct UT Representation. 

3.       Protection of Ecological Commons: Grants legislative control over land, fragile ecosystems, and 

customary rights to counter fears of demographic and environmental disruption Example: Changthang 

Plateau Protection. 

4.       Democratic Restoration: Ladakh had four MLAs in the erstwhile J&K Assembly but became a 

legislature-less UT after 2019, generating concerns over bureaucratic dominance, land, employment 

and cultural identity. A directly elected UT-level body can restore popular participation and 

accountability. Example: Post-2019 alienation. 

5.       Institutional Legitimacy: The National Commission for Scheduled Tribes in 2019 recommended 

Sixth Schedule protection for Ladakh to promote democratic devolution, protect land and culture and 

improve fiscal devolution. Article 371(K) can pursue these objectives through a distinct UT framework. 

Article 371(K) vs. Sixth Schedule Framework 

Evaluation Axis Proposed Article 371(K) Model Sixth Schedule Demand 

(LAB/KDA) 
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Governance 

Architecture 

Single UT-level elected body with 

overarching legislative powers. 

Autonomous District Councils 

(ADCs) with district-level autonomy. 

Administrative 

Control 

Directly integrated with central UT 

administration under Article 240. 

Plenary executive and legislative 

powers within tribal belts. 

Security & Strategic 

Scope 

Allows Central overrides on border 

infrastructure and defense needs. 

Decentralized council powers that 

can delay strategic land acquisition. 

 

Structural Bottlenecks and Unresolved Ambiguities 

1.       Fiscal Dependency and Revenue Gaps: Lacking independent revenue generation capabilities, 

the body remains dependent on Union budgetary allocations, risking administrative inertia Example: 

Puducherry Fiscal Dependency. 

2.       Jurisdictional Overlap: Ambiguities over control of police, public order, and civil services create 

friction between the Lieutenant Governor and elected executives Example: NCT Delhi Friction. 

3.       Resolution of Long-term Aspirations: Divergence remains on full statehood and inclusion 

under the Sixth Schedule, as Article 371(K) operates within a Union Territory framework Example: 

Leh-Kargil Joint Demands. 

4.       Governance Problem: Existing LAHDC-Leh and LAHDC-Kargil, the proposed UT-level body and 

the Lieutenant Governor could create overlapping jurisdictions. Recent administrative reforms are 

already expanding LAHDC-related governance to newly created districts, making institutional 

harmonisation essential. 

Way Forward 

1.       Codify Statutory Fiscal Transfers: Guarantee non-lapsable fiscal transfers alongside legislative 

powers to prevent administrative dependency Example: Finance Commission Formulae. 

2.       Define Clear Transaction of Business Rules: Clearly delineate police and law-and-order powers 

from devolved local subjects to prevent jurisdictional deadlocks Example: Clear Executive Allocation. 

3.       Harmonize UT Legislature with LAHDCs: Ensure operational alignment between the proposed 

UT legislature and existing Leh/Kargil Hill Development Councils to avoid institutional duplication 

Example: Integrated Council Framework. 

4.       Define A Three-Tier Compact: Union defence and strategic matters; Article 371(K) body 

specified legislative subjects; Hill Councils, district-level implementation. 

5.       Institutionalise Ecological Governance: Introduce carrying-capacity studies, cumulative-

impact assessments and community participation for tourism, mining and infrastructure. 

Conclusion 

Article 371(K) offers a framework to bridge democratic demands with national security considerations, 

translating asymmetric federal principles into stable governance for a border region. 
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How do summary citizenship verification drives risk undermining constitutional guarantees 

and democratic entitlements, and what institutional safeguards can prevent statutory 

disenfranchisement? Examine. 

Introduction 

Concerns over bureaucratic citizenship verification protocols like SIR or domestic voter-roll updating drives 

highlight a delicate constitutional balance. While Article-11 empowers Parliament to regulate citizenship 

rights, administrative procedures that arbitrarily suspend statutory entitlements risk violating the 

constitutional promises of dignity, equality, and democratic inclusion embedded during the Constituent 

Assembly debates. 

Impacts of Verification-Driven Disenfranchisement 

1.       Deprivation of Fundamental Welfare Entitlements: Excluding individuals from civic registers 

often triggers a cascading loss of basic socio-economic rights, including public food distributions, travel 

documents, and social security. Example: PDS Ration Deprivation. 

2.       Erosion of Procedural Due Process under Article-21: Placing the primary burden of proof on 

vulnerable, unlettered populations without adequate legal aid violates established principles of 

natural justice. Example: Burden-of-Proof Asymmetry. 

3.       Institutional Overreach and Democratic Shrinkage: When statutory bodies enforce strict 

administrative exclusions without transparent judicial oversight, civil liberties and political 

participation shrink. Example: Administrative Disenfranchisement Threats. 

4.       Disproportionate Impact on Marginalized Groups: Nomadic communities, disaster-affected 

populations, and landless laborers frequently lack legacy documents, making them vulnerable to 

arbitrary exclusion. Example: Legacy Paper Deficit. 

 Executive Verification vs Constitutional Promises 

Structural 

Dimension 

Constituent Assembly Vision 

(1949) 

Summary Administrative 

Verification Models 

Philosophical 

Basis 

Universal adult franchise; inclusive, 

birth-based (jus soli) citizenship 

ethos. 

Document-heavy, rule-based 

verification; exclusionary compliance 

mechanisms. 

Evidentiary 

Threshold 

Basic residency and voluntary 

declaration of domicile. 

Strict documentary trail requiring 

multi-generational legacy papers. 

Institutional 

Safeguard 

Judicial review and constitutional 

protection under Article 32. 

Executive discretion with limited pre-

exclusion judicial intervention. 

Institutional and Constitutional Vulnerabilities 
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1.       Chilling Effect on Civic Participation: The threat of disenfranchisement or loss of welfare 

benefits discourages marginalized communities from accessing state institutions. Example: Voter 

Suppression Anxiety. 

2.       Lack of Standardized Legal Redress Mechanisms:  Affected citizens often navigate complex 

administrative tribunals without statutory legal assistance, leading to prolonged legal uncertainty. 

Example: Legal Aid Gaps. 

3.       Strain on Federal-State Administrative Relations: Disagreements between central verification 

guidelines and state-level implementation agencies disrupt local welfare delivery. Example: Inter-State 

Administrative Friction. 

4.       Marginalised Vulnerability: Migrants, elderly persons, homeless populations, disaster-

displaced families and informal workers may possess fragmented or outdated records. Documentary 

burdens can consequently reproduce existing socio-economic inequalities. 

5.       Welfare spillovers: Electoral exclusion should not automatically terminate food, healthcare or 

social-security entitlements. The Economic Survey 2025–26 stresses removal of structural barriers 

and expansion of social protection. 

6.       Digital Governance Exclusion: Algorithmic or database-based exclusion can amplify errors at 

population scale. 

7.       Administrative Asymmetry: ECI, State election authorities, Electoral Registration Officers and 

Booth Level Officers operate at different levels. Inconsistent interpretation of documentary 

requirements can create unequal outcomes. 

Way Forward 

1.       Enforce Strict Natural Justice Protocols: Mandate written notifications, detailed rejection 

orders, and reasonable timeframes prior to removing any citizen from official registries. Example: 

Mandated Administrative Hearing. 

2.       Institutionalize Free Legal Assistance: Partner with the NALSA to provide legal representation 

during verification and appeal processes. Example: NALSA Grassroots Support. 

3.       Decouple Basic Welfare Delivery from Verification Claims: Ensure essential socio-economic 

rights—such as rations and healthcare—remain uninterrupted during pending citizenship or registry 

disputes. Example: Uninterrupted PDS Delivery. 

4.       Reduce Evidentiary Inequality: Accept multiple equivalent documents, contextual evidence 

and assisted community verification rather than insisting on one rigid documentary chain. Example: 

Gram Sabha Residence Certificates 

5.       Create Exclusion Audits: Publish constituency-wise reasons for deletions and conduct 

independent audits for disproportionate exclusion of migrants, minorities, women and vulnerable 

groups. Example: Algorithmic Deletion Monitoring. 

6.       Decouple Welfare: Pending electoral or citizenship disputes should not automatically interrupt 

essential food, health and social-security delivery. Example: Continuous PDS Delivery. 

Conclusion 
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Safeguarding procedural due process during civic verification drives preserves the Constituent  Assembly's 

vision of an inclusive democracy, ensuring that constitutional rights remain accessible to all citizens toward 

Viksit Bharat@2047. 

Critically examine the institutional challenges in regulating Registered Unrecognised 

Political Parties (RUPPs) and evaluate necessary regulatory reforms to curb systemic tax 

misuse. 

Introduction 

Despite India boasting over 2,800 Registered Unrecognised Political Parties (RUPPs), with barely 26% filing 

annual returns, recent reports reveal anomalous tax-exempt donations running into thousands of crores, 

exposing structural loopholes under the new Income Tax Act, 2025 and RPA, 1951.  

Why RUPPs Matter and Institutional Challenges in RUPP Governance 

1.       Democratic Pluralism: Section 29A of the RPA, 1951 enables citizens to form political 

associations, lowering barriers to political participation. Hence, regulation must prevent shell entities 

without suppressing genuine grassroots parties. 

2.       Absence of Explicit Deregistration Authority: The Supreme Court in Indian National Congress 

v. Institute of Social Welfare (2002) held that the Election Commission of India (ECI) lacks statutory 

powers to deregister non-compliant parties under Section 29A of RPA, 1951, restricting ECI to 

administrative delisting. Example: Absence of Deregistration Powers. 

3.       Misuse of Article 19(1)(c) Protections: Unscrupulous entities shelter behind the fundamental 

right to form associations, challenging regulatory scrutiny as constitutional overreach. Example: 

Association Protection Misuse. 

4.       Opaque Tax Exemption Channels: Under Section 13A of the Income Tax Act, RUPPs leverage 

100% tax exemptions to facilitate money-laundering and round-tripping through cash-for-cheque 

schemes. Example: Shell Political Entities. 

5.       Subversion of Disclosure Mandates: Section 29C of RPA requires reporting donations over 

₹20,000, yet most RUPPs fragment large sums into smaller cash contributions to evade CBDT audit 

tracks. Example: Contribution Smurfing Techniques. 

6.       Verification Gaps in Field Operations: ECI physical audits frequently uncover non-existent 

headquarter addresses and fictitious office-bearers acting as dummy fronts. Example: Paper Address 

Fronts. 

7.       Lack of Real-Time Inter-Agency Data Sharing: Siloed databases between the ECI, Financial 

Intelligence Unit (FIU-IND), and Income Tax Department prevent swift enforcement against suspicious 

transaction spikes. Example: ECI-CBDT Information Asymmetry. 

8.       Ballot Distortion & Resource Strain: Cluttered ballot papers and symbol allotment battles 

strain election administration while providing cover for illicit campaign finance channels. Example: 

Symbol Allocation Clutter. 

Existing Framework vs. Recommended Reforms 
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Parameter Existing Statutory Framework 255th Law Commission & ECI 

Proposals 

Deregistration 

Power 

ECI can only delist non-contesting 

parties; cannot strip legal status. 

Amend Section 29A, RPA 1951 to 

explicitly empower ECI to deregister 

inactive parties. 

Tax Exemption 

Basis 

Granted automatically upon 

registration regardless of electoral 

participation. 

Link Section 13A tax breaks to a vote-

share threshold Example: 1% or 

mandatory contestation. 

Audit & 

Disclosures 

Voluntary digital filing with 

rampant non-compliance (~74%). 

Mandate real-time submissions via 

PPRTMS portal linked with CAG/CBDT 

verification. 

Way Forward 

1.       Statutory Amendment to RPA, 1951: Amend Section 29A to grant explicit powers to the ECI to 

deregister parties failing to contest elections for 10 consecutive years, as recommended in the 255th 

Law Commission Report. Example: Statutory Deregistration Power. 

2.       Performance-Linked Tax Exemptions: Replace blanket Section 13A tax exemptions with a 

minimum vote share threshold Example: 1%) or active election participation requirements. Example: 

Vote Share Threshold. 

3.       Integrated Technological Oversight:  Mandate filing via the ECI’s Political Parties Registration 

Tracking Management System (PPRTMS), integrated real-time with CBDT and FIU-IND for automated 

audit cross-matching. Example: ECI-CBDT Data Linkage. 

4.       Modernise Disclosure: Reduce the ₹20,000 threshold, mandate digital contribution reporting 

and disclose beneficial ownership for substantial donors. 

5.       Periodic Revalidation:  Require every RUPP to periodically confirm its office-bearers, registered 

address, organisational elections, audited accounts and electoral activity. 

6.       Protect Political Pluralism:  Genuine small parties should retain registration even without 

electoral success, provided they demonstrate continuous organisational and financial compliance. 

Conclusion 

As Dr B.R. Ambedkar’s constitutional vision placed political parties within democratic accountability, RUPP 

reform must preserve pluralism while ensuring registration cannot become a gateway for opaque finance and 

tax arbitrage. 

How do trade disputes among closely integrated economies redefine global supply chains, 

and what strategic lessons should India draw for bilateral negotiations? 

Introduction 
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Deepening US-Canada integration since the 1965 Auto Pact, FTA and NAFTA/USMCA has not eliminated 

coercive trade politics; their 2026 tariff escalation shows that interdependence can transmit vulnerability as 

quickly as prosperity. 

How Trade Disputes Redefine Global Supply Chains 

1.       Asymmetric Economic Interdependence: Smaller economies seeking scale through integration 

often face disproportionate leverage from larger partners during dispute escalations. Example: 

Energy-Aluminium Supply Risks. 

2.       Unilateral Tariff Escalations: Reliance on national security clauses or domestic trade laws 

disrupts longstanding bilateral trade terms despite existing agreements. Example: Reciprocal Tariff 

Impositions. 

3.       Non-Tariff Barriers and Regulatory Investigations: Trade agreements often fail to shield 

exports from secondary regulatory scrutiny, labor audits, or environmental capacity inquiries. 

Example: Forced Labor Investigations. 

4.       Supply Chain Vulnerability: Single-market dependency exposes key manufacturing sectors to 

sudden border policy shifts and retaliatory measures. Example: Automotive Value-Chain Disruptions. 

What This Means for India 

1.       Global Value Chain (GVC) Integration: NITI Aayog’s Trade Watch reports India’s merchandise-

plus-services trade reached $1.84 trillion in FY2025-26, while export diversification across markets 

and products improved. Yet deeper GVC participation also creates exposure to imported 

intermediates. Example: Auto GVCs. 

2.       Asymmetry Risk Avoidance: Excessive dependence creates bargaining asymmetry. India should 

therefore pursue multi-alignment in trade across the EU, UK, ASEAN, Gulf, Japan and Africa, preventing 

replacement of one dependency with another. Example: India-UAE CEPA. 

3.       Multilateral Rules-Based Discipline: Bilateral agreements require precise tariff bindings, 

transparent safeguards, consultation periods, dispute settlement, review clauses and limits on 

unilateral measures. WTO-consistent remedies should remain available while sensitive sectors retain 

calibrated policy space. Example: Sunset clauses. 

4.       Socio-Economic Protectionism: Tariff shocks disproportionately affect MSMEs, workers and 

export clusters through order cancellations and input inflation. Trade agreements affecting 

agriculture, procurement, standards and livelihoods must therefore preserve legitimate domestic 

regulatory and federal policy space. Example: Dairy protection. 

Strategic Lessons for India’s Bilateral Negotiations  

1.       Avoid Over-Reliance on Single Major Markets:  India must accelerate multi-aligned trade 

agreements (FTAs) across the EU, UK, and ASEAN to prevent single-country tariff leverage. Example: 

India-UAE CEPA Model. 

2.       Preserve Strategic Policy Space: Avoid binding agreements that limit sovereign industrial 

policies, agricultural supports, or domestic regulatory frameworks. Example: MSP Data Protection. 
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3.       Condition Agreements on Clear Comparative Advantage:  Insist that trade concessions are 

finalized only when long-term market access advantages over competitors are guaranteed. Example: 

Reciprocal Tariff Safeguards. 

4.       Demand Reciprocal and Durable Concessions: A tariff reduction has limited value if 

competitors receive preferential treatment or partner-country investigations can subsequently nullify 

negotiated market access. India’s 2026 US negotiations illustrate this risk. Example: Section 301. 

5.       Diversify Before Liberalising: Build alternative export destinations and critical-input suppliers 

so negotiations occur from resilience rather than dependence. NITI Aayog’s declining export-

concentration trend reinforces this direction. Example: Africa markets. 

6.       Build Domestic Competitiveness: Budget 2026-27 places exports and GVC integration at the 

centre, including a ₹10,000-crore SME Growth Fund, manufacturing support and logistics/SEZ 

reforms. This strengthens domestic capability without reverting to autarky. Example: PLI ecosystem. 

Way Forward 

1.       Market & Input Strategy: India should adopt a “Diversify–De-risk–Defend–Deepen” strategy: 

diversify markets; de-risk critical inputs through trusted suppliers and domestic capacity. 

2.       Regulatory & Institutional Defense: Defend interests through treaty-based safeguards and 

WTO-compatible mechanisms; and deepen GVC participation through competitive logistics, standards, 

innovation and skills. 

3.       GVC Integration:  The objective should be strategic indispensability, not strategic isolation, 

remaining globally integrated while retaining sufficient autonomy to withstand coercive economic 

shocks. 

4.       Strategic Indispensability: India must pursue strategic trade autonomy by strengthening 

domestic manufacturing via Production Linked Incentive (PLI) schemes while negotiating robust, non-

discriminatory bilateral agreements to shield export growth toward Viksit Bharat@2047. 

Conclusion 

As A.P.J. Abdul Kalam envisioned in India 2020, strength rests on capability and confidence; India must convert 

trade uncertainty into diversified markets, resilient supply chains and strategic autonomy. 

Does the BRICS push for de-dollarisation risk inadvertently entrenching Chinese Yuan 

dominance, and how should India balance local currency settlements while maintaining 

strategic autonomy? 

Introduction 

As India hosts the 18th BRICS Summit in New Delhi, the proposal to replace the US Dollar ($) with local 

currencies or a collective basket unit for trade settlement has gained renewed momentum. However, intra-bloc 

trade imbalances and currency illiquidity risk converting de-dollarisation into an inadvertent catalyst for Yuan-

centric financial hegemony (de-dollarisation leading to yuanisation). 

How De-Dollarisation Benefits China 

1.       Trade Asymmetries and Bilateral Surpluses: China runs massive structural trade surpluses 

with almost all BRICS nations, whereas India faces trade deficits with seven members (except Egypt, 
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Ethiopia, and Iran). Settling trade in local currencies forces deficit nations to accumulate non-

convertible foreign reserves. Example: Rupee-Rouble Accumulation Glut. 

2.       Depth and Liquidity Safeguards: The Renminbi (RMB) remains the only currency within BRICS 

backed by deep foreign reserves, safe asset markets, and extensive international swap lines, making it 

the default intermediate settlement unit. Example: CIPS Settlement Expansion. 

3.       Risk of Asymmetric Dependency: Transitioning away from the US Dollar without fully 

convertible alternatives risks replacing Western financial leverage with Chinese monetary leverage. 

Example: RMB Offshoring Pressure. 

4.       Geopolitical Asymmetry: Replacing dependence on one dominant currency with dependence 

on another would merely relocate financial leverage. NITI Aayog’s 2026 critical-minerals assessment 

similarly warns that concentrated Chinese supply chains create geopolitical vulnerabilities, reinforcing 

the broader lesson that diversification not substitution is strategic resilience. Example: Critical 

minerals. 

Western Financial System vs. BRICS Local Currency Model 

Vector US Dollar-Dominated System Proposed BRICS Local Currency 

Framework 

Liquidity & Depth Unmatched global market depth 

and fully convertible capital 

account. 

Fragmented liquidity with capital control 

restrictions across member nations. 

Geopolitical 

Neutrality 

Vulnerable to unilateral Western 

sanctions and SWIFT exclusions. 

Free from Western sanction risk, but 

susceptible to Chinese economic leverage. 

Trade Balance 

Impact 

Universally accepted reserve asset 

despite trade deficits. 

Risks accumulation of non-negotiable 

foreign currency balances for deficit 

countries. 

India’s Strategic-Autonomy Framework 

1.       Prefer Bilateral Local Settlement: Expand INR–AED, INR–RUB and INR–IRR mechanisms where 

trade economics support them, using vostro accounts and currency-swap arrangements rather than 

mandating RMB settlement. 

2.       Build Neutral Payment Infrastructure: India should champion interoperable payment rails, 

UPI-linked systems and CBDC bridges based on open standards, data protection and non-

discriminatory access, preventing payment infrastructure from becoming geopolitical leverage. 

3.       Reject Premature Common Currency: A BRICS common currency would require monetary-

policy coordination, fiscal discipline, capital-account compatibility and an institution resembling a 

supranational central bank, currently incompatible with BRICS’ sovereignty-sensitive architecture. 

4.       Promote A Genuinely Plural Reserve Architecture: Rather than replacing dollar dominance 

with RMB dominance, India should support a multi-currency basket, SDR-like mechanisms and 

diversified reserve assets, while retaining the dollar where it remains economically efficient. 

Way Forward 

The Economic Survey 2025-26 advocates moving from “strategic resilience” to  “strategic indispensability” 

amid geopolitical fragmentation. India should therefore: 
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1.       Diversify: expand trade in INR and partner currencies without privileging RMB.  

2.       Balance: link local-currency settlement with trade-balancing mechanisms and swap lines. 

3.       Digitalise: establish interoperable CBDC/payment architecture with strong cyber safeguards. 

4.       Deepen Markets: internationalise the rupee through convertible instruments, liquid G-sec 

markets and predictable regulation. 

5.       Strengthen Exports: use Budget 2026-27’s manufacturing, MSME and export-oriented measures 

to generate sustained demand for the rupee. 

6.       Preserve Autonomy: keep BRICS cooperation compatible with India’s wider Quad, G20, IMF and 

WTO engagements. 

Conclusion 

De-dollarisation must not become a vehicle for monetary dominance by any single power; India's focus must 

remain on building transparent, multi-currency settlement systems that safeguard its economic sovereignty 

toward Viksit Bharat@2047. 

Transitioning from Lakhpati Didis to global traders requires moving the Jaipur Consensus 

from intent to measurable commitments. Analyze. 

Introduction 

The Jaipur Consensus, adopted during the BRICS Women-Led Development agenda, seeks to scale grassroots 

female entrepreneurship into global trade networks. While domestic initiatives like the Lakhpati Didi Scheme 

have generated over 30 million high-earning rural women entrepreneurs, bridging the gap to international 

trade requires shifting from qualitative pledges to verifiable, time-bound structural metrics. 

The Existing Foundation 

1.       Grassroots Scale: Nearly 10 crore women are mobilised across 90.9 lakh SHGs, making the SHG 

network a powerful institutional base for enterprise creation. NITI Aayog identifies SHGs as social 

infrastructure enabling women to enter new livelihoods and strengthen financial independence. 

Example: Lakhpati Didi. 

2.       Credit Inclusion: NITI Aayog’s 2026 study with TransUnion CIBIL and MicroSave highlights 

women’s transition from borrowers to business builders, showing why the next challenge is enterprise 

scaling rather than merely credit access. Example: MUDRA loans. 

3.       Institutional Ecosystem: NITI Aayog’s Women Entrepreneurship Platform (WEP) addresses 

information asymmetry and links women entrepreneurs with schemes, knowledge and industry 

support; it therefore provides a potential domestic bridge to BRICS networks. Example: WEP.  

Structural Barriers in Scaling Up 

1.       Credit Bottlenecks: Micro-loans provided through schemes like PM MUDRA Yojana facilitate 

local capital formation but fall short of funding export-level supply chains and cross-border trade 

transactions. Example: MUDRA Shishu loans. 

2.       Non-Tariff Barriers: Small-scale women-led MSMEs face complex regulatory standards, 

compliance paperwork, and sanitary/phytosanitary requirements in export markets. Example: EU 

CBAM/SPS compliance. 

3.       Market Friction: Grassroots producers often depend on intermediaries, limiting direct access to 

multilateral procurement platforms and global trade fairs. Example: GeM portal access. 
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4.       Standards and Regulation: Sanitary-phytosanitary requirements, product certification, 

packaging, customs documentation and destination-country standards can exclude small exporters. 

Hence, mutual recognition arrangements (MRAs) and simplified digital documentation should 

accompany the platform. Example: Food certification. 

5.       Capability and Technology: Digital payments alone cannot create exporters. Women need digital 

marketing, quality control, logistics, IP awareness, foreign-language support and e-commerce skills. 

The Economic Survey 2025-26 specifically argues that MSME integration can help women move from 

subsistence entrepreneurship to growth-oriented enterprises. Example: Digital exports. 

Strategic Imperatives for the Jaipur Consensus 

To move from policy intent to market outcomes, the Jaipur Consensus needs fixed deadlines, explicit financial 

targets, and institutional alignment: 

 

1.       Capital Disbursal Mandates: Establish clear capitalization targets for the proposed Women’s 

Advancement Fund, with explicit timelines for initial loan disbursals. Example: NDB local-currency 

funding. 

2.       Mutual Recognition Agreements (MRAs): Develop standardized certification protocols across 

BRICS and partner nations to lower compliance burdens for women exporters. Example: BRICS MRA 

frameworks. 

3.       Export-Oriented Ecosystems: Connect Self-Help Group (SHG) clusters directly to digital trade 

networks and specialized export promotion councils. Example: DAY-NRLM export hubs. 

Way Forward 

India should institutionalise a “5M framework”: 

1.       Money: Capitalise the Women’s Advancement Fund with a published corpus and first-

disbursement deadline. 

2.       Markets: Create a BRICS women-led trade portal connecting SHGs, MSMEs, buyers and export 

councils. 

3.       Mutual recognition:  Negotiate sector-specific MRAs to reduce certification and documentation 

costs. 

4.       Metrics: Publish an annual BRICS Women Export Dashboard covering finance, exporters, export 

value, jobs and market penetration. 

5.       Mentorship: Build cross-border accelerators and logistics partnerships for women-led startups 

and MSMEs, an approach already reflected in the BRICS Women’s Business Alliance’s 2026 agenda.  

Conclusion 

As President Droupadi Murmu’s vision of women-led development emphasises, empowerment must become 

agency; the Jaipur Consensus should therefore turn grassroots enterprise into globally competitive, 

measurable economic citizenship and shared prosperity. 
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Critically examine the statutory powers of the NCPCR in holding digital intermediaries 

accountable for child rights violations, amidst rising online safety concerns. 

Introduction 

The NCPCR, a statutory body constituted under Section 3 of the Commissions for Protection of Child Rights 

(CPCR) Act, 2005, acts as India’s apex watchdog for defending child rights. Following investigations highlighting 

advertisements linked to Child Sexual Exploitation and Abuse Material (CSEAM) on digital platforms like 

Instagram, the NCPCR initiated statutory probes into digital intermediaries like Meta Platforms, Inc.  

 

Why NCPCR Can Investigate Digital Platforms 

1.       Civil Court Powers (Section 14, CPCR Act):  While inquiring into matters of child rights 

deprivation or non-compliance with child protection laws, the NCPCR holds powers of a Civil Court 

under the Code of Civil Procedure (CPC), 1908. Example: Enforcing Attendance on Oath. 

2.       Suo Motu Inquiry & Enforcement (Section 13): The NCPCR can initiate inquiries on its own 

initiative without waiting for formal complaints when systematic violations are detected. Example: Suo 

Motu Probes. 

3.       Statutory Mandate under POCSO Act, 2012: Section 44 of the POCSO Act mandates the NCPCR 

to monitor the implementation of child protection safeguards, including mandatory reporting of 

CSEAM under Section 19 of POCSO and Section 67B of the Information Technology Act, 2000. Example: 

Mandatory Offence Reporting. 

4.       Discovery and Inspection: The Commission can order the discovery and production of technical 

logs, moderation policies, and internal audit documents from tech platforms. Example: Requisitioning 

System Logs. 

Where NCPCR’s Powers Meet Digital-Platform Regulation 

Vector NCPCR Framework MeitY & IT Act Framework 

Statutory 

Mandate 

Human rights & welfare enforcement 

under CPCR Act, 2005. 

Regulatory governance under IT Act, 

2000 & IT Rules, 2021. 

Enforcement 

Scope 

Civil court powers to summon, 

inquire, and recommend 

prosecution. 

Executive authority to issue blocking 

orders (Sec 69A) & revoke safe harbour 

(Sec 79). 
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Focus Area Child safety standards, survivor 

relief, and institutional 

accountability. 

Technical due diligence, algorithm audits, 

and intermediary compliance. 

  

Critical Gaps in NCPCR’s Enforcement Architecture 

1.       Lack of Direct Blocking/Penal Authority: Under Section 15 of the CPCR Act, the NCPCR's 

findings are primarily recommendatory; it must rely on executive ministries (MeitY) or the judiciary 

to execute enforcement directions or content takedowns. Example: Recommendatory Status Limits. 

2.       Jurisdictional Conflicts with Global Tech Entities: Cross-border data hosting and offshore 

parent entities complicate the service of summons and physical compliance enforcement. Example: 

Cross-Border Jurisdiction Friction. 

3.       Algorithmic Opacity: Automated paid advertising pipelines often obscure human oversight, 

making it difficult for civil bodies to audit algorithmic recommendation engines. Example: Generative 

AI Misuse. 

Why the Issue Is Becoming More Urgent 

1.       NITI Aayog notes that approximately one in three children globally uses the Internet, while India’s 

diverse device ecosystem and uneven digital literacy make uniform child-safety standards difficult. 

2.       The problem is therefore systemic: CSEAM, grooming, cyberbullying, addictive design, privacy 

exploitation and AI-generated abuse can scale faster than conventional complaint-based regulation. 

3.       Budget 2026-27 provides ₹17.06 crore for NCPCR and ₹1,085 crore for Mission Vatsalya, 

indicating the need to translate institutional resources into specialised digital-child-protection 

capacity. Example: Digital protection. 

Way Forward 

1.       Joint Inter-Agency Taskforce: Establish formal coordination mechanisms between the NCPCR, 

MeitY, and the Indian Cyber Crime Coordination Centre (I4C) to bridge the gap between inquiry 

findings and immediate executive takedown orders. Example: NCPCR-MeitY Joint Audits. 

2.       Mandating Child Safety by Design: Leverage IT Rules, 2021 to require social media 

intermediaries to undergo mandatory, independent age-appropriate design audits before deploying 

ad-targeting algorithms. Example: Safety-by-Design Compliance. 

3.       Statutory Refinement: Amend the CPCR Act to empower the Commission with interim directive 

powers to suspend non-compliant features during ongoing inquiries involving child sexual abuse 

material. Example: Enhanced Statutory Remedies. 

Conclusion 

As emphasized by former Supreme Court judgments on child safety and fundamental rights under Article 21, 

protecting children in digital spaces requires proactive statutory oversight. Strengthening the NCPCR's 

enforcement linkages with digital regulators is essential to ensuring a safe, accountable internet architecture 

for India's youth. 



Mains Marathon Compilation [Second Week] September 2026 

 

Created with love ❤ by ForumIAS- the knowledge network for civi l services. 

Visit academy.forumias.com for our mentor based courses. 
 

 

Critically examine how deep intra-bloc geopolitical divisions constrain BRICS’ capacity for 

collective strategic positioning, while evaluating India’s effort to prioritize developmental 

outcomes. 

Introduction 

Hosting the 18th BRICS Summit in New Delhi under the theme “Building for Resilience, Innovation, Cooperation 

and Sustainability”, India steered the expanded 11-member bloc accounting for 40% of global GDP towards 

tangible outcomes for the Global South. However, the summit also highlighted deep geopolitical fault lines, as 

the grouping struggled to forge a unified consensus on major international conflicts, such as avoiding a direct 

condemnation of escalating US-Israel tensions involving Iran. 

Structural Contradictions and Institutional Divergences 

1.       Ideological Heterogeneity (Anti-Western vs Non-Western): Member nations like China, 

Russia, and Iran view BRICS as a platform to challenge Western hegemony, whereas India, Brazil, and 

South Africa position it strictly as a "non-Western" multi-aligned forum focused on development. 

Example: Declaration Consensus Gaps. 

2.    Geopolitical Alliances & Conflict Stances: The inclusion of opposing regional actors 

Example: Iran and West Asian partners) restricts consensus on active geopolitical conflicts, resulting 

in diluted diplomatic language. Example: Middle East Statements. 

3.       Asymmetric Intra-Bloc Trade: Severe trade imbalances within the group—where China 

maintains structural surpluses with most members complicate shared financial goals, such as a basket 

currency. Example: RMB Accumulation Risks. 

4.       Strategic Autonomy: Several members simultaneously depend on Western markets, technology, 

investment or security relationships, making a zero-sum BRICS-West confrontation economically 

costly. Example: India-EU trade. 

How Divisions Constrain Collective Strategic Positioning 

1.       Security: Consensus becomes lowest-common-denominator diplomacy because members have 

conflicting threat perceptions and bilateral rivalries. Hence, BRICS is better suited to dialogue and 

mediation than collective defence or strategic deterrence. The Declaration itself emphasises 

diplomacy, consultation and peaceful dispute settlement. 

2.       Financial Governance: Members broadly support greater use of local currencies, but differences 

in convertibility, capital controls, financial depth and trade balances prevent a common currency or 

rapid de-dollarisation. Significantly, the 2026 Declaration stresses that there is “no one-size-fits-all 

approach” to cross-border payments. 

3.       Technology and Resources: Fragmented technology ecosystems and concentrated critical-

mineral supply chains create strategic vulnerabilities. NITI Aayog finds near-complete import 

dependence for several critical energy-transition minerals and identifies geopolitical concentration as 

a major risk. Example: Chinese graphite. 

4.       Institutional Effectiveness: Expansion increases representativeness but also raises coordination 

costs. The Declaration therefore stresses outcome-oriented coordination, continuity and long-term 

institutional development. 

India’s Developmental Pragmatism of Turning Diversity into Utility  

1.       Digital Public Infrastructure (DPI) Deployment: Exporting scalable digital frameworks—such 

as Unified Payments Interface (UPI) and digital identities to bridge developmental divides across 

member nations. Example: UPI Interoperability Push. 
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2.       Supply Chain & Disaster Resilience: Prioritizing practical initiatives in food security, energy 

transition, health resilience, and start-up ecosystems over ideological declarations. Example: BRICS 

Vaccine R&D. 

3.       Local Currency Trade Settlement: Promoting non-Yuan, bilateral local currency mechanisms 

via Special Vostro Accounts to lower transaction costs without surrendering monetary sovereignty. 

Example: Bilateral Vostro Mechanisms. 

Way Forward 

1.       Minimum Common Denominator Plus Maximum Practical Cooperation:  Focus BRICS on 

health, food security, climate adaptation, disaster management, DPI, MSMEs and critical minerals 

where interests converge. 

2.       Anchor Agenda on Non-Ideological Domains: Focus BRICS working groups on actionable 

outcomes in health, disaster management, agriculture, and technological innovation where consensus 

is strongest. Example: NDB Local Financing. 

3.       Promote Multipolar Governance: Leverage BRICS to press for structural reforms in the UN 

Security Council, IMF, and World Bank to ensure fair representation for developing economies. 

Example: UNSC Reform Advocacy. 

4.       Safeguard Strategic Multi-Alignment: Counterbalance BRICS engagements with parallel 

participation in Western partnerships Example: Quad, IMEC) to preserve national strategic autonomy. 

Example: Strategic Multi-Alignment Policy. 

Conclusion 

As emphasized during the New Delhi Summit, transforming BRICS into a result-oriented, non-ideological 

grouping ensures it functions as an effective voice for the Global South, advancing India's vision of a multipolar 

world order toward Viksit Bharat@2047. 

Despite a growing startup ecosystem, India’s biotechnology sector faces systemic 

bottlenecks. How can regulatory, educational, and economic reforms democratize and scale 

the sector? 

Introduction 

India’s bioeconomy has surpassed $150 billion and is targeted to reach $300 billion by 2030, supported by over 

11,800 biotech startups. However, translating this quantitative startup surge into high-impact global 

leadership requires addressing systemic bottlenecks across the innovation value chain, ranging from 

regulatory friction to capital intensive infrastructure. 

From Startup Expansion to Innovation Bottlenecks 

1.       Educational & Human Capital Deficits: Academic curricula remain detached from advanced 

industrial needs, producing graduates lacking hands-on expertise in synthetic biology, bioinformatics, 

and metabolic engineering. Example: Translational Skill Shortage. 

2.       Regulatory Compliance & Approval Friction: Overlapping jurisdiction between the CDSCO 

(drugs) and GEAC (genetically-modified-organisms) creates multi-layered delays for biosimilars and 

recombinant products. Example: Clinical Trial Approval Delays. 

3.       Economic Bottlenecks & Missing Scale-Up Equity: While seed-stage grants exist, startups 

encounter a “Valley of Death” due to high capital expenditure (CapEx) requirements for pilot 

biomanufacturing and pilot plants. Example: Pilot Scale-up Capital Deficit. 
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4.       High Infrastructure Barrier: Access to high-end infrastructure like DNA synthesis foundries, 

mass spectrometers, and high-performance computing clusters is concentrated in tier-1 metros. 

Example: Advanced Bio-analytics Access Gap. 

Reforms Framework and BioE3 Policy & Biopharma SHAKTI 

 

1.       Deployment of Bio-AI Hubs: Integrated into the flagship BioE3 Policy (Biotechnology for 

Economy, Environment, and Employment), computational Bio-AI hubs democratize drug discovery 

and structural biology by replacing costly wet-lab experiments with predictive models. Example: 

AlphaFold-based Drug Screening. 

2.       NIPER Network Expansion: Under the Biopharma SHAKTI Scheme (₹10,000 crore outlay over 

5 years), 3 new NIPERs are being established and 7 existing ones upgraded into translation centers of 

excellence to bridge academia-industry talent gaps. Example: NIPER CoE Upgradation. 

3.       Adoption of Non-Animal Methodologies (NAMs): Biopharma SHAKTI encourages high-tech 

safety testing frameworks, such as organoids, 3D bioprinting, and organ-on-a-chip—cutting drug 

discovery costs and reducing regulatory trial timelines. Example: Organ-on-a-chip Safety Testing. 

4.       Dedicated Scientific Review Cadres: Streamlining CDSCO approval pipelines through dedicated 

technical evaluation units accelerates biosimilar and biologic clearances without compromising safety 

standards. Example: CDSCO Single-Window Clearances. 

5.       Establishment of Shared Biofoundries: The BioE3 Policy envisions state-funded Biofoundries 

and Biomanufacturing Hubs (BioEnablers) that allow startups to rent pilot-scale fermenters and 

processing units on a pay-per-use basis. Example: BIRAC BioEnablers Hubs. 

6.       Targeted Equity & Grant Support:  Biopharma SHAKTI complements DBT-BIRAC schemes (BIG, 

SEED, LEAP) by creating dedicated Discovery & Equity Funds to finance biopharmaceutical 

commercialization. Example: Biopharma Discovery Grant Fund. 

  

Way Forward 

1.       Create a “One-Bio Regulatory Window”: Unify CDSCO, RCGM, and GEAC oversight into a single 

digital window to slash time-to-market for bio-products. Example: Integrated Regulatory Portal.  
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2.       Expanding Local Currency & R&D Incentives: Pair Biopharma SHAKTI funds with private 

venture capital through co-investment models to mitigate early-stage commercial risks. Example: 

Public-Private R&D Equity. 

3.       Decentralized Regional Incubators:  Establish Tier-2 and Tier-3 Biofoundries across state 

universities to democratize access for rural biomanufacturing innovators. Example: Regional 

Biofoundry Networks. 

4.       Finance the Scale-Up Stage: Combine BIRAC grants, Biopharma SHAKTI equity, venture capital 

and public risk-sharing to bridge the proof-of-concept → commercialisation gap. 

Conclusion 

By synthesizing the BioE3 Policy's green biomanufacturing vision with the Biopharma SHAKTI Scheme's 

targeted financial scale, India can overcome structural bottlenecks. Aligning educational reform, regulatory 

agility, and shared bio-foundries will position India as a global bio-innovation powerhouse toward Viksit 

Bharat@2047. 

Critically examine the factors perpetuating a systemic doping culture in Indian sports, and 

evaluate the effectiveness of recent legal and institutional measures. 

Introduction 

India frequently ranks among the top nations in global anti-doping violations reported by the World Anti-

Doping Agency (WADA). Once considered an isolated issue, performance-enhancing drug (PED) use has 

evolved into a structural challenge across grassroots, state, and elite sporting ecosystems, threatening the 

integrity of India's sporting vision toward Viksit Bharat@2047. 

Structural Factors Perpetuating Doping Culture 

1.       Socio-Economic Incentives & Systemic Pressure: High-stakes economic outcomes tied to sub-

national and national medal wins, such as direct government jobs via sports quotas, cash rewards, and 

state honors, drive athletes to take extreme risks. Example: Sports Quota Employment. 

2.       Entourage & Support Staff Vulnerability: Coaches, trainers, and local administrators often 

push or prescribe prohibited substances to secure performance incentives, exploiting the vulnerability 

of athletes from rural backgrounds. Example: Coach-Led Micro-Dosing. 

3.       Unregulated Supplement Market: The absence of strict quality control standards for over-the-

counter (OTC) nutritional supplements exposes athletes to unlabelled or contaminated banned 

substances. Example: Contaminated OTC Creatine. 

4.       Lack of Grassroots Awareness: Insufficient Anti-Doping Rule Violation (ADRV) education at 

school and university levels results in accidental ingestion of prohibited substances. Example: 

Accidental Ingestion Incidents. 

Regulatory & Institutional Evolution 

Parameter Pre-2022 Anti-Doping Framework Modern Framework (Act & 

Statutory NADA) 

Legal Basis Executive guidelines; limited legal 

enforcement powers. 

Statutory backing under the National 

Anti-Doping Act. 
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Institutional 

Authority 

NADA functioned primarily as an 

administrative unit under MYAS. 

Independent operational mandate 

for NADA & statutory board. 

Adjudication & 

Appeals 

Ad-hoc disciplinary panels; slow 

dispute resolution. 

Fast-tracked statutory panels 

aligned with WADA standards. 

Evaluation of Legal & Institutional Countermeasures 

1.       Statutory Independence via National Anti-Doping Framework: Enacting the National Anti-

Doping Act transformed the National Anti-Doping Agency (NADA) into a statutory body with 

independent search, seizure, and investigative powers. Example: Statutory NADA Audits. 

2.       Strengthening Laboratory Infrastructure: Re-accreditation and expansion of the National Dope 

Testing Laboratory (NDTL) have enhanced testing bandwidth and reduced reliance on foreign testing 

centers. Example: NDTL Testing Modernization. 

3.       Enforcement Challenges & Testing Coverage Gaps: Despite legislative progress, out-of-

competition testing coverage remains inadequate in regional training centers and state-level 

championships, where early-stage doping is most prevalent. Example: Rural Out-Of-Competition 

Testing Gap. 

Way Forward 

1.       Criminalizing Doping Entourages: Target the supply chain by introducing strict criminal 

liability for unauthorized suppliers, coaches, and medical personnel who distribute banned 

substances. Example: Supply-Chain Criminal Sanctions. 

2.       Standardization of Sports Supplements: Mandate FSSAI safety standards and testing 

certifications for all domestic sports supplements to eliminate accidental contamination risks. 

Example: FSSAI Supplement Certification. 

3.       Institutionalizing Athlete Biological Passports (ABP): Broaden the rollout of long-term 

biological tracking to detect subtle biological variations, moving beyond traditional urine/blood spot 

checks. Example: Universal ABP Tracking. 

4.       Athletes’ & Ethics Committees: Mandates dedicated internal Athletes’ Commissions, Ethics 

Panels, and statutory Safe Sport Policies to prevent physical and sexual harassment. Example: Safe 

Sport Safeguards. 

Conclusion 

Clean sport is essential for building a credible global sporting presence. By enforcing statutory independence 

for anti-doping bodies, penalizing illicit supply networks, and expanding education from the grass-roots level, 

India can eliminate systemic doping and foster a culture of integrity across Indian sports. 

 


