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Page 01: GS 2 : International Relations 

India has launched a significant diplomatic outreach involving multi-party parliamentary delegations to 

over 25 countries across Asia, Africa, Europe, and the Middle East. The move aims to present a united 

national front on the issue of cross-border terrorism from Pakistan, particularly in the aftermath of 

Operation Sindoor, which was conducted in response to the Pahalgam terror attack. 

 

Objectives of the Outreach: 

 Global sensitization on Pakistan’s continued role in sponsoring terrorism against India. 

 Reinforcement of India’s doctrine of zero tolerance towards terrorism. 

 Projecting national unity by including MPs from diverse political backgrounds. 

 Strengthening India’s position in international diplomatic forums, especially before key members 

and incoming members of the UN Security Council. 

Key Features of the Initiative: 

 Seven delegations comprising 51 MPs are visiting various capitals including Tokyo, Seoul, Jakarta, 

Kuala Lumpur, Abu Dhabi, and Moscow. 

 The delegations are engaging with state actors, parliamentarians, academicians, and policy 

influencers to shape global opinion. 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Emphasis is placed on terrorism being a long-term threat to India’s social harmony and 

development goals, unlike many countries where it is now a lower priority. 

Geopolitical Significance: 

 The campaign aligns with India’s long-standing efforts to isolate Pakistan diplomatically over its 

terror infrastructure. 

 By choosing strategic countries—both regional powers and UNSC stakeholders—India aims to gain 

multilateral support against terrorism. 

 This diplomatic campaign is also a way to counter Pakistan’s international narrative, especially in 

forums like the OIC, UNHRC, and global media. 

Unity in Domestic Politics: 

 The involvement of MPs across the political spectrum—including from BJP, CPI(M), JD(U), and 

NCP—conveys strong internal consensus on issues of national security. 

 It reflects a rare moment of bipartisan unity in Indian politics, lending credibility to India's external 

messaging. 

Critique and Strategic Considerations: 

 While such diplomatic efforts enhance India’s soft power and narrative-building, their long-term 

success depends on sustained engagement and follow-up. 

 The real challenge remains in converting diplomatic sympathy into concrete action, such as counter-

terror financing mechanisms, blacklisting of entities, and restrictions on arms transfers to Pakistan. 

 India must also ensure that this outreach does not appear to internationalize the Kashmir issue, a 

stance it has historically resisted. 

Conclusion: 

 India’s latest diplomatic initiative post-Operation Sindoor signifies a proactive foreign policy shift, 

combining hard security responses with soft diplomatic campaigns. By leveraging global platforms 

and reaching out to influential nations, India seeks to reshape the global discourse on terrorism, 

ensuring that cross-border terrorism from Pakistan remains a central concern in the global security 

agenda. The inclusion of opposition MPs adds democratic legitimacy and projects India’s national 

unity in the face of external threats. 

 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

UPSC MiansPractice Question 

Ques : India has increasingly adopted a proactive diplomatic approach to counter cross-border terrorism. 

In the context of Operation Sindoor and the recent multi-party delegations, analyze how soft power and 

parliamentary diplomacy can reinforce national security objectives. 

Page 01: GS 2 : Polity and Governance 

The Waqf (Amendment) Act, 2025 has come under judicial 

scrutiny following multiple petitions alleging that the law 

enables the State to indirectly expropriate Muslim 

community properties without compensation, thereby 

violating constitutional guarantees under Articles 25 and 26. 

Petitioners, led by senior advocates including Kapil Sibal 

and A.M. Singhvi, have called it a case of “creeping 

acquisition” that undermines religious freedom and 

minority rights. 

Key Legal and Constitutional Issues Raised 

1. Presumption of Constitutionality vs. Prima Facie 

Breach 

 The Supreme Court observed that any parliamentary 

statute enjoys a presumption of constitutionality. 

 However, petitioners argue that this presumption 

can be rebutted if there is a prima facie violation of 

fundamental rights, especially when irreparable 

injury may result from immediate implementation. 

2. Alleged Violation of Article 25 and 26 

 Petitioners contend that the amendments interfere 

with the religious and charitable use of Waqf 

properties, which are protected under Articles 25 

(freedom of religion) and 26 (right to manage 

religious affairs). 

 The law allegedly permits the State to unilaterally 

reclassify Waqf properties as non-Waqf without 

adequate procedural safeguards. 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

3. Government Control and Administrative Interference 

 Section 3C allows government-designated officers to initiate and conduct inquiries into the Waqf 

status of properties. 

 The absence of clear procedural timelines and the freezing of Waqf status during inquiries, 

regardless of how small the dispute is, can disrupt essential services like education, health, and 

burial grounds. 

 Inclusion of non-Muslims in Waqf Boards is seen as inconsistent with the autonomy granted to 

other religious institutions such as temples and gurdwaras. 

Impact on Unregistered Waqfs and Heritage Laws 

 Over 50% of Waqf properties are unregistered but have traditionally served religious and charitable 

purposes. These are now barred from approaching the courts, leading to fears of 

disenfranchisement. 

 Section 3D of the amended Act provides that once a Waqf is declared a protected monument, it 

ceases to be Waqf, potentially conflicting with the Places of Worship Act, 1991 and threatening the 

sanctity of historical religious usage. 

Larger Concerns and Implications 

1. Minority Rights and Secularism 

 Critics argue that the law undermines the constitutional promise of secularism, as it allegedly 

discriminates against the Muslim community by treating their endowments differently from those of 

other religions. 

 The inclusion of non-Muslims in religious property management is perceived as infringement on 

community autonomy. 

2. State Power and Legislative Overreach 

 The use of legislative tools to bypass acquisition norms (such as payment of compensation) is 

viewed as a form of indirect expropriation, setting a dangerous precedent for property rights. 

 The move is interpreted by some as part of a broader trend of centralizing control over religious 

endowments, reducing community agency. 

Conclusion 

 The Waqf (Amendment) Act, 2025 has raised serious constitutional, religious, and property rights 

concerns. At its core, the legal challenge is about the balance between state authority and minority 

rights, and whether procedural flexibility granted to the State violates basic principles of justice, 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

equality, and religious freedom. The Supreme Court’s verdict in this matter will likely have far-

reaching implications for minority protection, religious autonomy, and the limits of legislative power 

in a secular democracy. 

 

UPSC MainsPractice Question 

Ques: The Waqf (Amendment) Act, 2025 has triggered a debate on the balance between state authority 

and minority rights. Critically examine the constitutional concerns raised against the Act in light of Articles 

25 and 26. 

Page : 02 :GS 1 : Social Issues 

The Sample Registration System (SRS) report 2021, released by the Registrar General of India, reveals that 

Delhi has recorded the lowest Total Fertility Rate (TFR) in the country at 1.4, a significant decline from 1.9 in 

2011- marking a 26.3% drop. This is well below the replacement level fertility of 2.1 and far from states like 

Bihar, which has the highest TFR at 3.0. 

 

 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Key Highlights of the Report: 

 Delhi’s TFR (2021): 1.4 

 National average TFR: 2.0 

 Decline in Delhi’s TFR (2011-2021): 26.3% 

 Shift in age-specific fertility: Decrease in births among 15–29 age group; increase among 30–44 age 

group 

Reasons Behind Declining Fertility in Delhi: 

1. Economic Factors: 

o Inflation and high cost of child-rearing (education, healthcare, housing) 

o Cost of childcare professionals (nannies, crèches) discourages larger families 

2. Socio-Cultural Shifts: 

o Rising female literacy, economic independence, and workforce participation 

o Cultural shift toward nuclear families and individual decision-making 

o Migration to Delhi leads to lack of extended family support for childcare 

3. Changing Aspirations and Lifestyle: 

o Focus on career-building during 20s 

o Late marriages and delayed childbirth 

o Preference for quality upbringing of one child over quantity 

4. Health and Medical Factors: 

o Rising infertility due to: 

 Sedentary urban lifestyle 

 Increase in PCOS and lifestyle disorders 

 Stress, pollution, and poor dietary habits 

o Awareness of maternal and infant health leading to fewer, well-spaced pregnancies 

Implications of Low TFR: 

Positive Implications: 

 Indicates progress in women’s empowerment, education, and reproductive autonomy 

 Reflects successful outreach of family planning and public health awareness 

 May lead to reduced population pressure on urban infrastructure in the short term 

Concerns: 

 Below-replacement fertility raises the specter of future demographic imbalances 

 Ageing population and shrinking workforce in the long term 

 Potential rise in dependency ratio 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Greater burden on pension systems, healthcare, and social security infrastructure 

Way Forward: 

 Promote balanced population policies- neither coercive nor incentivising only fewer births 

 Encourage work-life balance, flexible workspaces, and affordable childcare to support working 

parents 

 Improve access to fertility treatment and reproductive health services 

 Address lifestyle-related health issues contributing to infertility 

 Recalibrate urban planning to accommodate child-friendly infrastructure 

Conclusion: 

Delhi’s declining fertility rate is both a reflection of social progress and an emerging policy challenge. While 

it showcases achievements in women’s empowerment, healthcare access, and family planning, it also flags 

concerns about a rapid demographic transition. Policymakers must anticipate these shifts and design 

holistic responses to sustain both economic growth and social welfare in the long run. 

UPSC MainsPractice Question 

Ques: The declining fertility rate in Delhi is as much a sign of social progress as it is a demographic 

concern. Critically examine in the context of India’s urban socio-economic transformation. (250 words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Page 06 : Prelims  Fact 

Legacy of Two Scientific Stalwarts – Jayant Narlikar and M.R. Srinivasan 

 

1. Jayant Vishnu Narlikar (1938–2025) 

Key Facts: 

 Renowned Indian astrophysicist, known for challenging the Big Bang Theory. 

 Co-developed the ‘Steady State Theory’ with British astronomer Fred Hoyle. 

 Founder-Director of Inter-University Centre for Astronomy and Astrophysics (IUCAA), Pune. 

 Known for his work in theoretical cosmology and science communication. 

 Awards: 

o Padma Bhushan (1965) – awarded unusually early, before formal work in India. 

o Padma Vibhushan (2004). 

o UNESCO Kalinga Prize (1996) for science popularisation. 

o Prix Jules Janssen (2004) – highest award of the French Astronomical Society. 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Popular works: 

o Dhoomaketu (The Comet) – science fiction adapted into a film. 

o Autobiography – Chaar Nagarantale Maze Vishwa (Sahitya Akademi award). 

 Known for opposing pseudoscience and promoting rationalism. 

 

2. M.R. Srinivasan (1930–2025) 

Key Facts : 

 Former Chairman of Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) and Secretary, Department of Atomic Energy. 

 Played a foundational role in India’s nuclear power programme: 

o Worked with Homi J. Bhabha on Apsara – India’s first nuclear reactor (1956). 

o Chief Engineer for Madras Atomic Power Station. 

o Oversaw development of 18 nuclear power units across India. 

 Founder-Chairman of Nuclear Power Corporation of India Ltd. (NPCIL). 

 Awards: 

o Padma Vibhushan (2015). 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Noted for blending technical excellence with a deep commitment to India's cultural and social 

values. 

Page 10: GS 2 : Indian Polity 

On May 20, 2025, a three-judge Bench of the Supreme Court of India reinstated the rule mandating three 

years of legal practice for candidates wishing to appear in subordinate judicial service examinations. The 

Court's decision has reignited debates over meritocracy, access, talent acquisition, and systemic reform in 

judicial appointments. 

 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Background of the Rule: 

 1958 (14th Law Commission Report): Advocated for 3–5 years of practice for lower judiciary but 

exempted AIJS candidates (All India Judicial Service). 

 1992 & 1993 (All India Judges’ Association cases): SC supported the three-year rule, emphasizing 

that inexperienced law graduates lacked maturity and courtroom understanding. 

 2002 (Shetty Commission recommendations accepted by SC): SC scrapped the rule citing it 

discouraged the best talent from joining judiciary. 

 2025: SC reinstates the rule citing support from majority High Courts and hopes that practice would 

improve empathy, procedural understanding, and maturity. 

Arguments in Favor of the 3-Year Rule: 

 Judges are entrusted with decisions involving life, liberty, property, and must possess practical 

experience. 

 Advocates gain courtroom decorum, exposure to procedural complexities, and stakeholder 

perspectives during early years of practice. 

 Aims to avoid “raw graduates” deciding sensitive matters without adequate grounding. 

Concerns and Criticisms: 

1. Lack of Evidence: 

o No empirical data presented on performance decline due to fresh graduates. 

o No survey or statistics on failure of candidates due to lack of practice. 

2. Deterrence to Talent: 

o Graduates from National Law Universities (NLUs) opt for corporate placements due to 

lucrative salaries and high education loans (₹12–₹40 lakh). 

o Brightest minds may skip judicial services due to delayed entry and financial constraints. 

3. Socio-Economic Impact: 

o SC/ST/OBC and economically weaker candidates may be disproportionately affected. 

o Three-year delay affects those who urgently seek income post-graduation. 

4. Gender Disadvantage: 

o Women—who constitute 38% of the lower judiciary—may face career interruptions due to 

marriage or maternity. 

o Imposing delays may reduce their participation. 

5. Age and Recruitment Issues: 

o Judicial service aspirants become older than civil services aspirants. 

o Judicial exams are not held regularly in many states, adding to uncertainty. 

6. Minimum Wages Paradox: 

o Junior lawyers often earn less than unskilled workers (₹15,000–₹20,000/month), making the 

profession unattractive for freshers. 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Way Forward: 

 Reform judicial training: 

o Instead of exclusion, improve post-recruitment training (1–2 years). 

o Attach probationers to High Court judges, senior lawyers, and trial courts. 

 Reform examination pattern: 

o Shift away from rote memory. 

o Include scenario-based questions, judgment writing, and courtroom simulation. 

 Create dual track eligibility: 

o Allow both fresh graduates and experienced advocates to appear with differentiated training 

modules. 

 Institutional support: 

o Introduce stipend-based internships or pre-service roles. 

o Encourage legal aid involvement for practice exposure. 

Conclusion: 

While the Supreme Court’s intention is to ensure competence and maturity in the judiciary, the three-year 

mandatory practice rule risks excluding meritorious and underprivileged candidates, especially women and 

students from less affluent backgrounds. Judicial reform must be based on evidence, inclusivity, and the 

changing dynamics of legal education and careers. A holistic approach that combines rigorous training, 

exam reform, and systemic support would be more equitable and effective in attracting the best legal 

minds to the bench. 

UPSC Mains Practice Question 

Ques: The reinstatement of the three-year legal practice rule for judicial services may ensure procedural 

maturity but risks excluding meritorious candidates. Critically examine in light of the recent Supreme Court 

verdict.(250 words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Page : 08 Editorial Analysis 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Paper 02 :Social Justice 

UPSC Mains Practice Question:Scheme-based workers (SBWs) are the backbone of 

India’s welfare programmes, yet they continue to be denied basic labour rights." 

In the light of this statement, critically examine the challenges faced by SBWs and 

discuss the role of judiciary, trade unions and policy reforms in securing their 

rights.(250 words)  



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Context : 

India’s welfare delivery system relies on millions of scheme-based workers (SBWs) such as Anganwadi 

workers (AWWs), helpers (AWHs), ASHAs, and Mid-Day Meal Workers (MDMWs). Despite their critical 

contribution to public health, nutrition, and education, these workers are not recognised as formal 

employees, and are denied basic labour rights such as minimum wages, social security, and formal worker 

status. 

Scale and Importance: 

 Approximately 60 million workers are engaged in government-run social sector schemes like ICDS, 

NHM, and MDMS. 

 Their responsibilities include: 

o Nutritional care for children and mothers. 

o Bridging communities with health services. 

o Boosting school enrolment and retention through mid-day meals. 

These workers are essential to India’s social infrastructure, yet face deep-rooted structural injustice. 

Key Issues: 

1. Lack of Recognition as 'Workers': 

o Officially termed as volunteers or honorary workers, not entitled to employment benefits. 

o Their legal identity remains undefined, affecting access to fair remuneration and job security. 

2. No Minimum Wages or Social Security: 

o Ineligible for provident fund, health insurance, or pensions. 

o Paid honorariums, which are arbitrary and often delayed. 

3. Judicial Stand: 

o 2006 (Ameerbi case): SC denied them status as government employees. 

o 2022 (Maniben case): SC granted Anganwadis gratuity under the Payment of Gratuity Act. 

o 2024 (Gujarat HC): Directed minimum wage payment and policy formulation to regularise 

AWWs and AWHs as Class III and IV employees. 

4. Policy Inaction: 

o Despite the 45th Indian Labour Conference recommending worker status and benefits, 

implementation is pending. 

o Governments cite cost implications as a barrier to reform. 

5. Privatisation Threat: 

o ICDS and other schemes face privatisation pressures, risking further job insecurity. 

o SBW unions are actively resisting this shift. 

 



                        
 
 
 

 
 

 

Wider Implications: 

 Reflects the broader crisis of informalisation within India’s public sector. 

 Mirrors the identity struggle of gig workers, both demanding legal recognition as "workers". 

 Highlights the contradiction between essential service status and exploitative employment 

conditions. 

Recommendations: 

1. Legislative Reform: 

o Amend laws to clearly define scheme-based workers as formal employees. 

o Ensure inclusion in labour welfare laws like EPF Act, ESI Act, and Minimum Wages Act. 

2. National Policy Framework: 

o Jointly drafted by Centre and States. 

o Uniform terms of employment, timely payment, and grievance redressal mechanisms. 

3. Reforming Social Dialogue: 

o Revive forums like the Indian Labour Conference for meaningful negotiation. 

o Include SBW representatives in tripartite labour bodies. 

4. Capacity Building and Training: 

o Enhance skill development and provide upskilling incentives. 

o Recognise long-serving workers through promotions and reclassification. 

Conclusion: 

Scheme-based workers are the backbone of India’s welfare delivery system, yet remain on the margins of 

the labour economy. Their struggle is not for benevolence but for legal identity, dignity, and justice. A 

reimagined labour policy that ensures formal recognition, fair wages, and social security is essential to 

uphold the constitutional principles of equality, social justice, and dignified work. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


