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Page 01 : GS 2 : Polity and Governance 

The Election Commission of India (ECI) has launched the second phase of the Special Intensive Revision 

(SIR) 2.0 of electoral rolls in 12 States and Union Territories, including poll-bound Tamil Nadu, West 

Bengal, Kerala, and Puducherry. The revision covers about 51 crore voters, aiming to update, verify, 

and satandardize voter records through house-to-house enumeration. 

However, Assam has been excluded due to ongoing citizenship verification under Supreme Court 

supervision, linked to the Citizenship Act and the NRC (National Register of Citizens) process. 

 

Key Analysis for Prelims 

1. What is SIR (Special Intensive Revision)? 

o A comprehensive verification exercise of the electoral rolls, conducted by the Election 

Commission to ensure accuracy and remove discrepancies (like duplicate entries, 

deceased voters, or address errors). 

o It includes house-to-house verification and voter mapping. 

2. SIR 2.0 Coverage: 

o Conducted in 12 States and UTs: Tamil Nadu, West Bengal, Kerala, Puducherry, Uttar 

Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan, Chhattisgarh, Goa, Gujarat, Andaman & Nicobar 

Islands, and Lakshadweep. 

o Covers about 51 crore voters. 

3. Timeline: 

o House-to-house verification: November 4 – December 4, 2025 

o Draft rolls publication: December 9, 2025 



 

o Claims & objections: December 9 – January 8, 2026 

o Verification hearings: till January 31, 2026 

o Final rolls publication: February 7, 2026 

4. Assam Exemption: 

o No SIR for Assam due to separate citizenship verification provisions under the Citizenship 

Act and the Supreme Court-monitored NRC process. 

5. Past Experience (SIR 1.0): 

o Conducted in Bihar, leading to deletion of over 68 lakh names from electoral rolls. 

6. Voter ID Cards: 

o Fresh EPICs (Electors Photo Identity Cards) will be issued only to voters with updated 

particulars. 

Key Analysis for Mains 

1. Purpose and Significance of SIR 2.0: 

o Enhances the accuracy, inclusiveness, and credibility of India’s electoral rolls. 

o Ensures that no bogus, duplicate, or outdated entries remain in the rolls, thus 

strengthening the integrity of democratic elections. 

2. Governance and Administrative Dimensions: 

o Reflects the ECI’s proactive role in maintaining free and fair elections. 

o Involves coordination between central and state agencies, including booth-level officers 

(BLOs), to execute large-scale data verification. 

3. Challenges and Political Sensitivity: 

o Political controversy expected in states like West Bengal and Tamil Nadu, where ruling 

parties fear misuse or bias. 

o In Assam, citizenship-linked complexities make voter verification a highly sensitive issue. 

4. Technological and Procedural Reforms: 

o Focus on voter mapping, address standardization, and digital records improves 

transparency. 

o The integration of data verification systems with Aadhaar (while respecting privacy) is 

part of ECI’s modernization efforts. 

5. Implications for Electoral Reforms: 

o A crucial step toward clean electoral rolls, a key demand in electoral reforms. 

o Can help reduce bogus voting, impersonation, and inflated rolls, ensuring that electoral 

outcomes truly reflect public will. 



 

Conclusion 

 SIR 2.0 is a nation-wide, data-driven electoral roll verification exercise launched by the ECI in 12 

States and UTs to ensure accurate, up-to-date voter lists. Assam remains excluded due to 

citizenship provisions. 

 The initiative underlines the ECI’s constitutional mandate (Article 324) to conduct free and fair 

elections and maintain credible voter rolls. However, it also exposes political sensitivities, 

administrative challenges, and regional disparities in electoral data management. 

UPSC Prelims Practice Question 

Ques: Consider the following statements about the Special Intensive Revision (SIR): 

1. It is conducted by the Election Commission to update and verify electoral rolls. 

2. The 2025 SIR 2.0 includes all Indian states and Union Territories. 

3. Assam has been excluded due to separate provisions under the Citizenship Act. 

Which of the above statements are correct? 

(a) 1 and 3 only  

(b) 2 and 3 only 

(c) 1 only 

(d) 1, 2, and 3 

Ans : a) 

UPSC Mains Practice Question 

Ques: The credibility of electoral democracy depends on the integrity of the voter list. Discuss the 

significance of Special Intensive Revision (SIR) in ensuring free and fair elections in India. (150 Words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page 04 : GS 2 : International Relations /  Prelims 

At the 20th East Asia Summit (EAS) held in Kuala Lumpur, External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar 

reiterated India’s position on global conflicts, expressing support for the U.S.-proposed Gaza peace 

plan and calling for an early resolution of the Ukraine war. 

Jaishankar highlighted how prolonged conflicts threaten global food and energy security, disrupt 

trade, and create geopolitical instability, thereby affecting the Global South, including India. He also 

emphasized India’s role in ensuring resilient supply chains and deepening maritime cooperation with 

ASEAN countries under the framework of Act East Policy and Indo-Pacific Vision. 

 

Key Analysis for Prelims 

1. 20th East Asia Summit (EAS): 

o Held in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia (2025). 

o Forum of ASEAN + 8 (India, U.S., China, Japan, South Korea, Australia, New Zealand, 

Russia). 

o Discusses regional security, economic growth, and political stability in the Indo-Pacific. 



 

2. India’s Position: 

o Supports Gaza Peace Initiative announced by U.S. President Donald Trump. 

o Calls for early end to the Ukraine conflict to restore stability in food and energy supply 

chains. 

3. Major Themes in Jaishankar’s Speech: 

o Global conflicts impact food security, energy flows, and supply chains. 

o Need for resilient, non-discriminatory global trade practices. 

o India advocates for multipolarity and collective solutions to global challenges. 

4. India–ASEAN Focus: 

o Deepening maritime connectivity and cooperation in the ASEAN region. 

o Aligned with India’s Indo-Pacific Oceans Initiative (IPOI) and Act East Policy. 

5. India–U.S. Relations Context: 

o Jaishankar met U.S. Secretary of State Marco Rubio. 

o Relations uneasy after U.S. imposed penalty tariffs on India for buying Russian crude oil 

despite Western sanctions. 

Key Analysis for Mains 

1. India’s Balanced Diplomatic Approach 

 India maintains strategic autonomy, supporting peace initiatives while avoiding alignment with 

any bloc. 

 On both Gaza and Ukraine, India calls for dialogue and diplomacy, not confrontation. 

2. Energy and Food Security Dimensions 

 Conflicts in Ukraine and Gaza have global spillover effects — affecting grain exports, fertilizer 

supply, and energy prices. 

 India’s statement reflects its concern for developing economies that are highly dependent on 

stable global markets. 

3. Geopolitical Balancing: 

 India’s engagement in EAS signals its continued commitment to ASEAN centrality and rules-

based Indo-Pacific order. 

 Balances relations with U.S., Russia, and Middle Eastern nations, reflecting multi-alignment 

rather than neutrality. 

4. Economic and Strategic Implications: 

 U.S. tariffs on Indian crude imports from Russia underline economic coercion concerns. 



 

 India advocates for resilient supply chains, diversified energy partnerships, and non-

discriminatory trade policies. 

5. Multipolar World Order: 

 Jaishankar’s remark that “multipolarity is not just here to stay but to grow” reinforces India’s 

long-term vision of a polycentric global order, where no single power dominates, and nations 

pursue issue-based partnerships. 

Conclusion 

 The 20th East Asia Summit in Kuala Lumpur saw India reaffirming its stance on global peace, 

welcoming the Gaza peace plan, and urging an early resolution to the Ukraine conflict. 

 India’s position reflects its consistent non-aligned, peace-oriented, and multipolar worldview, 

balancing national interests with global stability. It also underlines India’s Act East and Indo-

Pacific engagement, and its efforts to protect global supply chains amid ongoing geopolitical 

volatility. 

UPSC Prelims Practice Question   

Ques: The “Indo-Pacific Oceans Initiative (IPOI)” launched by India focuses primarily on: 

(a) Maritime security and connectivity  

(b) Humanitarian aid delivery 

(c) Export promotion for ASEAN countries 

(d) Fisheries development  

Ans: a)  

UPSC Mains Practice Question   

Ques: India’s Act East Policy is evolving into a strategic Indo-Pacific engagement.” Critically analyze 

this transformation with reference to recent diplomatic interactions at ASEAN forums.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page 07 : GS 3 : Science and Tech / Prelims 

Every year, a list identifying the world’s top 2% of scientists — compiled by Stanford University’s Prof. 

John Ioannidis using Elsevier’s Scopus database — generates excitement and prestige across the global 

academic community. The 2025 list included 6,239 Indian scientists, sparking institutional celebrations 

across the country. However, deeper scrutiny reveals that the list’s methodology may not accurately 

represent scientific quality or impact, as it relies heavily on citation-based metrics that are vulnerable 

to distortion and misuse. 

 

Key Analysis for Prelims 

1. About the Stanford/Elsevier Scientist Ranking: 

o Prepared by Prof. John Ioannidis, Stanford University. 

o Based on data from Scopus, Elsevier’s global research database. 

o Ranks around 2.3 lakh scientists (out of ~2.2 crore). 

o Uses a composite metric called the c-score to rank scientists. 

o Stanford University does not officially endorse the list; it is Ioannidis’s independent work. 



 

2. What is the c-score? 

o Composite score considering: 

 Total citations. 

 H-index (links number of papers and citations). 

 Author order (first, single, last author). 

 Co-authorship patterns. 

o Ranks scientists across multiple disciplines. 

3. India’s Position (2025 list): 

o 6,239 Indian scientists featured. 

o Top Indian scientists ranked between 288 and 952 globally. 

o Many from lesser-known institutions (e.g., Muthayammal Engineering College, UPES, 

Thapar University). 

4. Criticism of Scopus & Elsevier: 

o Elsevier accused of profiting from academia’s “publish or perish” pressure. 

o Scopus includes dubious journals and lacks equal coverage across disciplines. 

5. Nobel Laureates vs. Rankings: 

o Several Nobel laureates rank far lower (between 1,373–28,782), indicating disconnect 

between citations and true scientific impact. 

Key Analysis for Mains 

1. Issue of Citation-Based Evaluation: 

o The assumption that more citations = higher quality is misleading. 

o Papers can be highly cited for negative reasons (controversy, criticism, or replication 

failures). 

o Citation patterns vary widely across disciplines, making cross-field comparison invalid. 

2. Flaws in the c-score Model: 

o Overemphasis on numerical indicators creates “vanity metrics”. 

o Assumes author position reflects contribution (not true across all disciplines). 

o Fails to penalize retracted papers or unethical publishing practices. 

o Does not consider social or practical impact of research. 

3. Systemic Problems in Academic Evaluation: 

o “Publish or perish” culture drives quantity over quality. 

o Some researchers manipulate citations via mutual citation pacts or self-citations. 

o Creates distorted incentives, rewarding visibility rather than integrity or innovation. 

4. Nobel Prize vs. Metrics: 

o Nobel Prizes recognise depth, originality, and transformative impact, which cannot be 

quantified through citation counts. 



 

o The mismatch exposes how metrics-driven evaluation can misrepresent genuine 

scientific contribution. 

5. Policy Implications for India: 

o Indian institutions must move away from metric-based recognition toward peer review, 

ethical research culture, and societal impact evaluation. 

o Need for research governance reforms, including quality assurance, mentorship, and 

ethical training. 

6. Ethical and Institutional Perspective: 

o The pursuit of rankings and metrics can undermine scientific honesty. 

o Universities celebrating mere inclusion in such lists risk institutional vanity rather than 

promoting genuine research excellence. 

Conclusion 

 The Stanford/Elsevier ranking, though globally publicized, is not an official Stanford University 

endorsement but a data-based list using Scopus metrics. Its c-score method combines multiple 

citation-related factors but fails to capture qualitative aspects of science. 

 The article underscores the limitations of metric-based academic evaluation and the dangers of 

equating citation counts with scientific excellence. It calls for a shift toward integrity, innovation, 

and societal impact as true measures of research value. 

 

UPSC Mains Practice Question   

Ques. Do you think India’s research institutions should celebrate rankings like the Stanford/Elsevier 

list? Give reasons with policy suggestions. (250 Words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page : 08 : GS 2 : Governance & Social Justice / Prelims 

India’s long-standing efforts to regulate misleading medical advertisements began with the Drugs and 

Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act (DMRA), 1954, which prohibits advertisements 

claiming to treat 54 medical conditions such as diabetes, cancer, or sexual disorders.  

 However, with the rise of Big Tech platforms — search engines, social media, video-sharing 

sites, and e-commerce marketplaces — this regulatory framework faces new challenges. Despite 

Indian laws, these global platforms continue to host and profit from misleading or illegal 

medical advertisements, revealing a gap in enforcement, jurisdiction, and accountability. 

 

Key Analysis for Prelims 

1. Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954 (DMRA): 

o Enacted to prohibit misleading advertisements of drugs claiming magical or miraculous 

properties. 

o Applies to all advertisements, whether the drug is approved or not. 

o Prohibits advertising for treatment of 54 diseases, including diabetes, cancer, sexual 

impotence, etc. 

2. Big Tech and Digital Advertising: 

o Big Tech companies (Google, Meta, YouTube, Amazon, etc.) act as publishers for paid 

health advertisements. 



 

o They display misleading ads on ayurvedic, homeopathic, or unverified products violating 

DMRA. 

o Such ads are not allowed in the U.S., where platforms have strict pre-screening policies 

and legal compliance mechanisms. 

3. Violation of PNDT Act, 1994: 

o Pre-Conception and Pre-Natal Diagnostic Techniques (Prohibition of Sex Selection) Act, 

1994 prohibits advertisements promoting sex determination. 

o Big Tech platforms were earlier found violating this law too, leading to a Public Interest 

Litigation (PIL) in 2008 before the Supreme Court. 

o They avoided responsibility by claiming to be “intermediaries”, not publishers. 

4. Legal Status – Publisher vs. Intermediary: 

o Under Indian law, intermediaries (like social media platforms) have limited liability for 

user-generated content. 

o However, in the case of paid advertisements, platforms are publishers — since they 

solicit, approve, and profit from the ads. 

5. Jurisdictional Loopholes: 

o Indian subsidiaries of U.S.-based Big Tech firms are legally distinct entities, preventing 

prosecution of parent companies. 

o Extradition limitations further protect top executives in the U.S. from facing Indian courts. 

Key Analysis for Mains 

1. Public Health and Digital Misleading Ads: 

o India’s public health landscape is vulnerable to misinformation, given the widespread 

self-medication culture and trust in traditional remedies. 

o Big Tech’s failure to comply with Indian laws like DMRA undermines efforts to protect 

citizens from deceptive health claims. 

2. Regulatory and Legal Challenges: 

o Current laws such as DMRA and PNDT are ill-equipped for digital ecosystems. 

o Enforcement mechanisms are weak — no pre-screening, poor monitoring, and delayed 

judicial response. 

o The Supreme Court’s slow action in the PNDT case set a precedent of leniency that 

emboldened tech giants. 

3. Ethical and Sovereignty Concerns: 

o Big Tech’s double standards — strict compliance in the U.S., but disregard in India — 

raise questions of corporate racism and digital colonialism. 

o It reflects the asymmetry of power between global tech corporations and developing 

nations’ regulatory frameworks. 

o  



 

4. Policy Reforms Suggested: 

o Criminal prosecution of managerial personnel of Big Tech platforms in India. 

o Revoke intermediary immunity if platforms fail to comply with Indian laws. 

o Mandate that key content and ad-policy executives be Indian citizens based in India — 

similar to the U.S. stance on TikTok. 

o Establish dedicated digital regulatory mechanisms under Indian jurisdiction for online 

advertisements. 

5. Public Health and Information Integrity: 

o Misleading advertisements can push vulnerable populations toward unsafe or ineffective 

medical practices, worsening public health outcomes. 

o Strong digital governance is crucial to maintain trust, accountability, and consumer safety 

in the era of online commerce. 

Conclusion 

 The DMRA, 1954 and PNDT, 1994 Acts are vital to regulating medical advertisements and 

protecting consumers from harmful misinformation. However, Big Tech’s non-compliance and 

lack of enforcement mechanisms have rendered these laws ineffective in the digital age. 

 India must update its regulatory architecture to address Big Tech accountability, digital 

sovereignty, and consumer protection. Without enforceable penalties and clear legal definitions 

distinguishing publishers from intermediaries, public health risks will continue to grow 

unchecked. 

UPSC Prelims Practice Question   

Ques : Which of the following statements about the Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable 

Advertisements) Act, 1954 is correct? 

(a) It allows advertisements for drugs approved by the Central Drugs Standard Control Organization 

(CDSCO). 

(b) It prohibits advertisements claiming to treat specific listed diseases regardless of drug approval 

status. 

(c) It regulates only broadcast media advertisements. 

(d) It applies only to allopathic medicines. 

Ans: b) 

UPSC Mains Practice Question   

Ques: The rise of digital advertising has outpaced India’s regulatory framework.” Examine this 

statement in light of recent violations of the Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable 

Advertisements) Act, 1954 by Big Tech companies. (150 Words) 



 

Page 10 : GS 1 : Indian Society / Prelims 

India is witnessing a rapid decline of linguistic diversity. As per UNESCO, India leads the world in the 

number of languages and dialects at risk of extinction. Over 220 Indian languages have vanished in 

the last 50 years (D.G. Rao, Central Institute of Languages). Within this context, Dogri, a language native 

to the Jammu region, offers a stark case study. 

 

1. Is Dogri in Decline? 

Yes — despite being one of the five official languages of Jammu and Kashmir (after the 2020 J&K 

Official Languages Bill), Dogri’s real-world presence remains weak. 

Reasons: 

 Symbolic recognition, not functional use — minimal inclusion in schools, offices, or 

administration. 

 Globalisation & migration have made English and Hindi more “economically rewarding.” 

 Political neglect and low community participation have further eroded the language’s 

ecosystem. 

2. Causes of Decline 

(a) Government Policy Gaps 

 Dogri received constitutional recognition only in 2003 (Eighth Schedule). 

 Lack of sustained funding, curriculum inclusion, or official promotion. 



 

 Survey data: 

o 48% respondents: inadequate policy support. 

o 43.2%: Dogri has no career relevance. 

(b) Generational Divide 

 60+ age group: Fluent in speaking; moderate in reading/writing. 

 41–60 age group: Writing proficiency drops to 0.25%. 

 Below 20: Zero reading/writing proficiency → alarming sign of break in linguistic transmission. 

(c) Rural–Urban Divide 

Category Speak Dogri Write Dogri 

Rural 56% 15% 

Urban 45% 4% 

This indicates that rural areas are the last strongholds, but even there, literacy in Dogri is declining. 

3. Broader Implications 

Dogri’s story reflects a larger pattern of linguistic attrition in India — where regional languages struggle 

against urbanisation, English-medium education, and a narrow view of “modern success.” 

4. The Way Forward 

 Updated Census data (pending since 2021) is essential to map endangered languages. 

 Integrate Dogri in education, media, and administration to normalise its use. 

 Encourage local pride and community-driven preservation (folk literature, festivals, theatre). 

 Shift national mindset — English ≠ progress; linguistic diversity = cultural strength. 

 Decolonisation of language policy must accompany cultural revival. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

UPSC Prelims Practice Question   

Ques : Which of the following statements about the Dogri language is correct? 

(a) Dogri received constitutional recognition in 1950. 

(b) Dogri was recognised under the Eighth Schedule of the Constitution in 2003. 

(c) Dogri is one of the five official languages of Himachal Pradesh. 

(d) Dogri is widely used as the medium of instruction in Jammu’s urban schools. 

Ans: b) 

UPSC Mains Practice Question   

Ques: How do government policy gaps and generational shifts contribute to the erosion of regional 

languages such as Dogri? (150 Words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page : 08 Editorial Analysis  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Context :  

The recent EU–India Strategic Agenda (September 2025) marks a landmark step in climate cooperation 

between the Global North and South. A key highlight of this partnership is the proposed linkage 

between the Indian Carbon Market (ICM) and the European Union’s Carbon Border Adjustment 

Mechanism (CBAM). 

 

GS. Paper 2– International Relations 

UPSC Mains Practice Question: The proposed linkage between India’s Carbon Market and the 

EU’s Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM) offers a new model for North–South 

cooperation in climate governance. Discuss the potential benefits and challenges of this linkage 

for India. (150 Words) 



 

In simple terms, carbon prices paid by Indian producers under India’s domestic carbon market will be 

deducted from CBAM levies at the EU border, preventing double taxation and rewarding early 

decarbonisation. 

While this has the potential to integrate India into the global carbon pricing regime, major operational, 

institutional, and political challenges threaten to undermine its success. 

Background: Understanding ICM and CBAM 

 Indian Carbon Market (ICM): Introduced under the Carbon Credit Trading Scheme (CCTS), 2023, 

it aims to create a domestic market where carbon emission allowances and credits can be 

traded. However, it is still evolving and largely project-based (offsets and intensity 

improvements) rather than cap-and-trade based. 

 Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM): A part of the EU’s Green Deal, CBAM imposes 

a carbon tariff on imported goods (steel, cement, aluminium, etc.) based on their embedded 

carbon emissions. It seeks to prevent “carbon leakage” — where industries relocate to countries 

with lax emission norms. 

Main Issues and Challenges 

1. Weak and Underdeveloped Indian Carbon Architecture 

 India’s market is fragmented, lacking robust cap-setting, auction, and verification mechanisms 

found in the EU ETS (Emissions Trading System). 

 Current credits are not based on absolute emission caps, which the EU requires for credible 

accounting. 

 Absence of an independent regulatory authority or emissions registry undermines 

environmental integrity — a prerequisite for EU recognition. 

2. Price Disparity and “Double Burden” 

 EU carbon price: €60–€80 per tonne 

 Indian carbon price: €5–€10 per tonne 

 The mismatch makes it unlikely that the EU will deduct full Indian carbon costs. 

 This could lead to dual payment — Indian exporters paying for both ICM compliance and CBAM 

levies — creating domestic political resistance from industries. 

 

 

 



 

3. Political and Sovereignty Concerns 

 India has long opposed CBAM at WTO as a protectionist and unilateral measure. Linking ICM 

with CBAM now creates a contradiction — appearing to legitimise what India previously 

resisted. 

 The EU effectively gains a say in India’s carbon pricing adequacy, raising sovereignty issues. 

 Disputes may arise if the EU refuses deductions on grounds of “insufficient” carbon pricing, 

compelling India to challenge such decisions legally or politically. 

4. Institutional and Trust Deficit 

 The linkage depends on mutual trust and stable domestic policy. 

 Any rollback in India’s compliance standards under political or industrial pressure could expose 

exporters to full CBAM costs, disrupting trade stability. 

 Thus, the success of this linkage is hostage to both domestic governance and international 

coordination. 

Significance and Opportunities 

 Avoids Double Taxation: Indian exporters will not pay twice for carbon, maintaining 

competitiveness. 

 Accelerates Decarbonisation: Incentivises Indian industries to adopt low-carbon technologies. 

 Global Leadership: Creates a template for North–South carbon cooperation and equitable 

climate finance. 

 Strengthens India–EU Ties: Positions India as a credible partner in global climate governance. 

Way Forward 

1. Institutional Strengthening of ICM 

o Establish an independent Emissions Regulatory Authority. 

o Introduce legally binding emission caps, robust MRV (Monitoring, Reporting, 

Verification) systems, and penalties for non-compliance. 

2. Bridging the Carbon Price Gap 

o Develop sector-specific carbon contracts or floor prices aligned with EU expectations. 

o Explore carbon credit floor-pricing agreements through bilateral negotiation. 

3. Legal and Diplomatic Clarity 

o Build a bilateral dispute-resolution framework to avoid WTO litigation. 

o Negotiate mutual recognition of carbon credits under transparent standards. 

 



 

4. Technical Cooperation and Capacity Building 

o The EU should provide technical and financial support to enhance India’s carbon market 

design, verification, and compliance systems. 

Conclusion 

 The proposed linkage between India’s Carbon Market and the EU’s CBAM represents a potential 

breakthrough in equitable climate cooperation, bridging the North–South divide in carbon 

governance. 

 However, without a credible, transparent, and well-priced carbon market at home, India risks 

entering a partnership where the gains remain on paper while industries bear the costs.  

 A calibrated approach — combining institutional reform, carbon price alignment, and 

diplomatic negotiation — can transform this idea from a symbolic gesture into a model of 

cooperative climate federalism on the global stage. 

 

 

 

 


