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“A landmark law in 2013, it needs a » Distinction missing between
spine in 2025” “consent” and “informed

consent.”

e Consentisinvalid when obtained

1. Context & Trigger Case

via:

e A Chandigarh college professor
was sacked after an Internal
Complaints Committee (ICC) o Emotional coercion
probe under the POSH Act,
2013.

o Manipulation

o Powerimbalance

o Incomplete knowledge
e Complaint filed on September

12, 2024, allegations proved. e POSH Act does not address:

e Case hailed as “justice served,” o Informational asymmetry
but exposes: o Power exploitation
o Low cnvigtifrited. o Manipulative emotional
o Gapsinimplementation. dependence

o Inconsistenciesin 2. Emotional Abuse

delivering justice, e Emotional harassment remains
especially in educational outside the Act.

institutions.
e Manipulative relationships can

cause trauma but are not legally

2. Core Problems Identified in the recognised as harassment.
POSH Act

A. Conceptual Flaws B. Procedural & Operational Gaps

1. Flawed Idea of Consent 1. Lack of Clear Language & Timelines
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¢ Noclarity on:

o What counts as
harassmentin
asymmetric relationships.

o Definition of
“respondent.”

o Time limits for
complaints.

o Inter-institutional
reporting mechanisms.

2. Limitation Period Issues

¢ |CC often requires complaints
within three months.

e Survivors often delay reporting
due to fear, shame, or continued
proximity to perpetrator.

e Late evidence may emerge;
trauma causes hesitance.

e Overstrict timelines favour
perpetrators.

3. Issues with “Malicious Complaints”
Clause

e Intended as safeguard.

o Often weaponised to intimidate
genuine complainants.

e Leads to retraumatisation.
4. Inter-Institutional Harassment

¢ When misconduct spans
institutions, no system to
combine or jointly assess
complaints.

¢ Encourages escape by
transferring institutions.
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3. Digital Evidence & Technology Gaps
A. Nature of Modern Harassment

¢ Messages may vanish.

¢ Photos can be deleted.

¢ Encrypted chats complicate
proof.

B. Unrealistic Expectation from ICCs
¢ |[CCslack:
o Digital forensics training.

o Updated evidence-
handling protocols.

o Technicaltools for
authenticating digital
abuse.

C. Need for Mandatory Training
¢ Committee members often:

o Don’tunderstand tech-
based harassment.

o Fear mishandling digital
evidence.

¢ Whisper networks (informal
alerts among women) arise due
to failed institutional
mechanisms.

4. Impact on Victims

e Filing complaint is emotionally
taxing.

e Reporting is often delayed due
to:
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o Fear of retaliation.
o Institutional hesitation.
o Emotional trauma.

e Procedural delays and
institutional insensitivity deepen
distress.

5. Recommendations Proposed in the
Article

The POSH Act Needs:
1. Clearer language
2. Longer complaint timelines

3. Recognition of emotional &
digital abuse

4. Stronger investigation tools

5. Updated digital definitions &
protocols

6. Mandatory, technology-
oriented ICC training

7. Protocols for inter-institutional
complaints

8. Built-in safeguards against
misuse of “malicious
complaints” clause

6. Central Argument

e The POSH Act (2013) was a major

milestone but is failing in
practice.

¢ Needs major strengthening in
2025:
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o Not merely dependent on
individual committee
discretion.

o Must structurally
incorporate survivor-
centric, technologically
updated frameworks.

¢ Until reform happens, POSH will
remain a symbolic law rather
than a robust protection system.

HOWTO USEIT

The Sexual Harassment of Women at
Workplace (Prevention, Prohibition and
Redressal) Act, 2013 (POSH Act) was a
landmark legislative achievement.
However, over a decade later, its
implementation is crippled

by conceptual ambiguities,
procedural loopholes, and a failure to
adapt to modern realities like digital
harassment. Strengthening the Act is
not just a legal reform but a governance
and ethical imperative to ensure safe
workplaces and substantive gender
justice.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper i
(Governance, Social Justice)

1. Welfare Schemes for Vulnerable
Sections of the population by the
Centre and States and the
Performance of these Schemes:

¢ How to use: Analyze the POSH
Act as a crucial social welfare
and protection legislation for
working women.

o Key Points:
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Implementation

Deficit: The article
highlights the gap
between the law's intent
and its outcomes, citing
"low conviction rates" and
"gaps in implementation."
This is a classic case
study of the challenges in
translating progressive
legislation into tangible
justice.

Institutional
Weakness: The
operational failures of
Internal Complaints
Committees (ICCs)—such
as lack of training, strict
timelines, and fear of
handling digital
evidence—point to

a systemic failure in
building robust
implementing
institutions.

2. Mechanisms, Laws, Institutions

and Bodies constituted for the

Protection and Betterment of these

Vulnerable Sections:

e How to use: Critically evaluate
the ICCs as the primary
institution for redressal.

¢ Key Points:

o

Structural Flaws in
ICCs: The article
identifies that ICCs often
lack clarity on definitions,
are not equipped for

26 NOV 2025

digital forensics, and
weaponize clauses like
"malicious complaints."
This undermines their role
as protectors.

Inter-Institutional
Gap: The lack of a
mechanism to handle
complaints that span
multiple institutions
allows perpetrators to
evade accountability,
revealing a

critical jurisdictional and
coordination gap in the
institutional framework.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper IV
(Ethics, Integrity & Aptitude)

1. Ethics and Human Interface:

How to use: The core of the

article deals with ethical

concepts of consent, power, and

justice.

Key Points:

o

Informed Consent vs.
Consent: The article's
central argument about
the flawed idea of consent
is profound. It highlights
that consent obtained
through "power
imbalance" or
"emotional coercion" is
not ethically valid. This
touches upon the ethical
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principles of autonomy
and dignity.

o Emotional Abuse: The
fact that emotional
harassment is outside the
Act's purview pointsto a
legal and ethical
shortcoming in
recognizing non-physical
forms of harm and their
traumatic impact.

2. Attitude:

¢ How to use: Analyze the societal
and institutional attitudes that
hinder the Act's effectiveness.

e Key Points:

o The"weaponisation of the
'malicious complaints'
clause" reflects a deep-
seated attitude of
distrust towards
women who report
harassment, leading to
their re-traumatization.

o Institutional
Hesitation: The fear and
shame that delay
reporting, and the
institution's own
hesitation to act, are
attitudinal barriers that
need to be addressed
through sensitization.

3. Emotional Intelligence:

¢ How to use: Link the required
reforms to emotionalintelligence
competencies.
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¢ Key Points:

o ForICC membersto be
effective, they need
high empathy to
understand trauma-
induced delays,
and social skills to
conduct investigations
without causing further
distress to the survivor.

4. Probity in Governance:

e How to use: Frame the effective
implementation of the POSH Act
as a matter of probity for all
institutions.

e Key Points:

o Ensuring a safe workplace
is a fundamental duty of
every employer and public
institution. The current
failures represent a lapse
in governance and
ethical accountability.

“Decoding personality rights in the

age of Al”

1. Background & Trigger Events

e Actors Abhishek Bachchan and
Aishwarya Rai Bachchan filed a
lawsuit against:

o Google
o YouTube

e Allegation: Al-generated videos
portraying them in fictitious,
explicit, or harmful scenarios
violate their personality rights.
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e They sought:
o Compensation

o Safeguards preventing
such content from being
used to train future Al
models.

2. Central Issue

Al technologies — especially deepfakes
— blur lines between:

e Authenticity vs. deception
¢ Identity vs. manipulation
e Privacy vs. economic exploitation

This exposes gaps in legal protection for
personality rights.

3. What Are Personality Rights?

Personality rights include the right to
control one’s:

« Name

¢ Image

o Likeness

o Voice

¢ ldentifiers of identity
They protect:

e Dignity

¢ Autonomy

e Economic value attached to
identity
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Rooted in privacy, dignity, and
economic rights, personality rights
guard against commercial or
exploitative misuse.

4. Vulnerabilities Amplified by Al
Al innovations have worsened risks:

o Deepfakes propagating
misinformation

e Identity manipulation
o Blackmail/extortion
e Trusterosion

¢ Self-harm linked to identity
exploitation

e Disembodied avatars mimicking
deceased persons

5. Legal Landscape (Global & Indian)
A. India’s Legal Position

¢ India follows a hybrid model
combining:

o Privacy-based rights
o Property-based rights
¢ No standalone legislation yet.
Key Indian Cases

1. Puttaswamy (2017) - anchored
privacy as a fundamental right.

2. Titan v. Ramkumar Jewellers
(2012) - personality rights
recognized.
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3. Amit Kapoor v. Simply Life India
(2023) - Al reproduction of
actor’s identity protected.

4. Arijit Singh v. Cadible Ventures
(2024) - protected singer’s voice
from Al replication.

Gaps
¢ Enforcement hindered by:

o Anonymity behind
deepfakes

o Cross-border content

e |TAct2000 & 2024 Intermediary
Guidelines address
impersonation but remain
reactive.

B. United States

e Personality rights framed as
property interests.

e Landmark case: Topps Chewing
Gum (1953).

e States have enacted Al-linked
legislation:

o Tennessee’s ELVIS Act,
2024 - bans unauthorized
Al use of voice/likeness.

e Courts struggle with:

o Free speechyvs. identity
protection (First
Amendment).

C. European Union

¢ Follows a dignity-based model.
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e GDPR(2016) requires consent
for processing:

o Personal
o Biometric data
e EUAIACct, 2024:

o Deepfakes designated
high-risk.

o Requires watermarking.

o Mandates transparency
and oversight.

D. China

e 2024 Beijing Internet Court
decisions:

o Al-generated voices must
not deceive consumers.

o Alreplicas seen as
violating personality
interests.

o Compensation ordered
for misuse of one’s voice.

6. Scholarly Views & Ethical
Dimensions

The human-Al nexus

¢ Discussions on personality rights
now intersect with:

o Ethics
o Digital personhood

o Cultural identity
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UNESCO Recommendations on the 8. Policy Recommendations (from the
Ethics of Al (2021): article)
¢ Advocate arights-based India needs legislation that:
f k.
ramewor 1. Defines personality rights
e Stress Al must not exploit explicitly
identities.
2. Covers Al-generated misuse
Recent Research Highlights (deepfakes, replicas, synthetic
o Expanded definitions of voices)
personality rights to include: 3. Mandates Al watermarking
o Persona appropriation 4. Provides platform liability
o Al-driven exploitation 5. Enables global cooperation

cross-border jurisdiction
o Posthumous identity ( J )

protection 6. Strengthens intermediary

obligations
¢ Indian scholars urge: g

7. Classifies high-risk Al
categories

o Classification of
deepfakes as high-risk
8. Protects creators against

o Safeguards against .
unauthorized Al use

replication of deceased

individuals Government's Current Step
o Treating personality as e Draft advisory (2024)
partly inheritable acknowledges problem but lacks

strong enforcement.

7. Systemic Issues ldentified

9.C A t
e Fragmented global framework. Orogreimen

Al is rapidly commodifying human
o National laws struggle against PIaty ying

identity.
transnational Al platforms. y

Without explicit laws, personality rights
e Enforcement challenges: risk becoming obsolete against

o Anonymity powerful Al systems, deepfakes, and
global digital platforms.
o Cross-border data flows
India must move from a reactive to a

o Platform immunity proactive framework.

HOWTO USEIT
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The rapid advancement of Artificial
Intelligence (Al), particularly deepfake
technology, is challenging fundamental
rights and existing legal frameworks. It
creates a urgent need to redefine and
legally fortify personality rights—the
right to control one's identity—to protect
individual dignity, privacy, and
economic interests against digital
exploitation in an increasingly
borderless cyber world.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper Il
(Science & Technology, Security)

1. Science and Technology -
Developments and their Applications
and Effects in Everyday Life.

¢ Howtouse: Thisis the core
technological dimension. Al is
the disruptive force creating the
problem.

¢ Key Points:

o Dual-Use Technology: Al
tools like deepfakes
represent a classic dual-
use technology—they
can be used for creative
purposes (e.g., in films)
and for malicious ones
(e.g., misinformation,
defamation, explicit
content).

o Regulatory
Lag: Technology evolves
faster than law. The article
highlights that India's IT
Act, 2000 and its
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intermediary guidelines
are "reactive" and
insufficient to handle the
novel challenges posed by
Al-generated identity
theft.

2. Challenges to Internal Security
through Communication Networks,
Role of Media and Social Networking
Sites in Internal Security Challenges.

e How to use: Frame Al-enabled
personality rights violation as an
internal security threat.

e Key Points:

o Threatto Social
Fabric: Deepfakes can be
weaponized to
spread misinformation,
incite violence, and
blackmail individuals,
leading to public disorder
and eroding trust in
institutions.

o Cross-Border
Challenge: The
anonymity of creators and
the cross-border nature of
platforms like YouTube
make enforcement
a national security and
cyber-diplomacy
challenge.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper i
(Governance, Social Justice,
International Relations)
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1. Government Policies and
Interventions for Developmentin
various sectors.

¢ How to use: Analyze the need for
a new policy/legislative
framework.

e Key Points:

o Policy Gap: India lacks
a standalone
legislation on personality
rights. The article's "Policy
Recommendations"
provide a direct blueprint
for governance action:
defining rights explicitly,
mandating watermarking,
and establishing platform
liability.

o Weak Enforcement: The
government's 2024 draft
advisory is acknowledged
as a step, but its lack of
strong enforcement
mechanisms is critiqued,
pointing to a governance
deficit.

2. Important Aspects of Governance.

¢ How to use: Highlight the
challenges of regulating fast-
moving technology.

¢ Key Points:

o Regulatory
Challenges: The article
identifies key governance
hurdles: fragmented
global frameworks,
platform immunity, and
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cross-jurisdictional
issues. Managing this
requires

sophisticated internation
al cooperation and tech
diplomacy.

3. India and its International
Relations.

e How to use: Position India's
response in a global context.

e Key Points:

o Learning from Global
Best Practices: The
article provides a
comparative analysis:

= U.S. (Property-
based
model): e.g.,
Tennessee's ELVIS
Act.

= E.U. (Dignity-
based
model): e.g., GDPR
and the Al Act with
its high-risk
classification and
watermarking
mandates.

o India can craft a hybrid
law that incorporates
elements from both
models, suited to its
constitutional ethos.

Linkages to GS Paper IV (Ethics)
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¢ Ethics in Human-Al
Interaction: The core issue is
the ethical use of technology.
Creating non-consensual,
harmful digital replicas is a
violation of individual autonomy
and dignity.

e Probity in Governance: A civil
servant, when formulating policy,
must balance the right to
freedom of expression with
the right to protect one's
identity from harm, ensuring
ethical governance of emerging
technologies.

“Over 80% nations got loans from

Chinain the last two decades”.

1. Overview

o Between 2000 and 2023, China
lent over $2 trillion in loans and
grants.

e Over 80% of
countries/territories worldwide
received at least one loan or
grant from China.

¢ China’s lending has shifted from:

o Initially:
Developmental/infrastru
ctural aid

o Now: Commercial loans,
especially to high-income
countries.

2. Major Findings
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A. China’s Global Lending Footprint

e China has extended nearly $200
billion to 2,500+ projects in
160+ countries.

e About 95% of the lending
occurred via:

o State-owned banks
o Chinese policy banks
o State-owned enterprises
¢ World's largest creditors:
o China (largest)
o World Bank (2nd largest)
o IMF (3rd largest)
Key Shift

e Pre-2013: lending largely to
developing/Belt & Road nations.

e Post-2013: commercial lending
dominates.

¢ By2023:

o High-income countries =
75% of loan
commitments

o Low/mid-income
countries =25%

3. Biggest Beneficiaries (2000-2023)

Top countries by amount received
1. United States - $209.1 billion
2. Russia-$171.2 billion

3. India-$161.1 billion
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4. Australia-~$130+ billion 5. Regional Distribution (2000-2023)

5. Kazakhstan Seen on world map (Map 1)

6. Brazil e Loans/grants spread across all
continents.

7. Turkey

8 UK. e Significant ‘lending
concentrations:

9. Argentina .

o North America
10.S. Arabia

o South Asia
(Exact country amounts visible in Chart _
2) o Central Asia
Important note o Sub-Saharan Africa

Latin America
e More than 75% of US loans were 4

commercial, not

devel tal.
ovelopments 6. Chart Insights

Chart 1: Loan commitments by

4. Lending Pattern Insights country
A. Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) e Highestrecipients:
e Initially accounted for 75% of o US(~$209B)

China’s lending operations.
i o Russia (~$171B)

¢ Asof 2023, BRI-linked lendin .
g o India (~$161B)

dropped sharply to ~25%.
B.C LF ¢ Followed by Australia, Brazil,
- Lommercial Foc§ Kazakhstan, Turkey, UK, etc.

e Chinaincreasingly lends to:
gy ¢ Includes both high-income and

o High-income countries. low-income recipients.
o Energy, infrastructure, Chart 2: Distribution of high-income
mining, real estate. vs low/middle-income recipients
¢ Loans often focus on: e 2000-2013: Mostly low &

. middle-income countries.
o Short-term commercial

repayment e 2013-2023: Sharp rise in high-

. income borrowers.
o Highreturns

e 2023
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o High-income share
dominates (75%)

o Lower-income share
drops to 25%

7. China’s Strategic Shifts

A. Move away from high-risk, high-
debt countries

o Earlier heavy exposure in:
o Latin America
o Africa
o South Asia

e Rising defaults forced
recalibration.

B. Now focusing on:

e Stable, wealthy economies

e Lower risk borrowers

¢ Commercialreturns

e Strategic acquisitions abroad
C. Domestic drivers

Economic slowdown

o Real estate crisis
e Weaklocal demand

¢ Overcapacity in industrial
sectors

Hence Chinese banks seek profitable
external investments.

8. Risks, Criticisms & Themes

26 NOV 2025

e Concerns about debt
dependency among developing
countries.

e China accused of:
o Opaque lending
o Resource-backed loans

o Debtrenegotiations
favouring Chinese state
interests

e Allegations in the report about:

o “Backdoor acquisitions”
of foreign assets

o Profit repatriation via
syndicates & offshore
accounts

9. India-specific Insights
o India received $161.1 billion.

e One of China’s top 5 global
borrowers.

e Reflects deep China-India
financial entanglement despite
geopolitical tensions.

10. Core Message

China has quietly become the world’s
largest global creditor, surpassing the
World Bank and IMF, reshaping
geopolitics through financial influence.
The nature of its lending has
transformed—no longer just
developmental, but increasingly
commercial and profit-driven, with high-

WWW.MENTORAIAS.CO.IN TELE @MENTORAIAS



http://www.mentoraias.co.in/

GS MAINS MENTORA IAS 26 NOV 2025

income countries becoming the major
recipients.

HOW TO USE IT

China's transformation into the world's
largest creditor represents a
fundamental shift in global geopolitics
and economics. It has moved from
using finance as a tool

for infrastructure-led influence in the
developing world (BRI) to a more
commercially-driven strategy targeting
wealthy nations. This creates complex
challenges for India, which is both

a strategic competitor and a major
financial beneficiary, highlighting a
deep entanglement that exists
alongside border tensions.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper i
(International Relations)

1. India and its Neighborhood-
Relations.

e How to use: Analyze China's
lending as a primary instrument
of its foreign policy in India's
immediate and extended
neighborhood.

e Key Points:

o String of Pearls &
Strategic
Encirclement: Massive
lending to countries in
South Asia (like Pakistan,
Sri Lanka, Bangladesh)
and the Indian Ocean
Region funds ports and
infrastructure that form

the backbone of China's
"String of Pearls" strategy,
potentially encircling
India.

o Dependency and
Influence: By creating
debt dependency in
smaller neighboring
countries, China gains
significant political
leverage, which it can use
to influence these
nations' policies toward
India, undermining India's
regional standing.

2. Bilateral, Regional and Global
Groupings and Agreements involving
India and/or affecting India’s
interests.

e How to use: Position China's
lending in the context of its
flagship Belt and Road Initiative
(BRI) and other global financial
institutions.

e Key Points:

o BRI vs. Indian
Initiatives: China's BRI,
which initially accounted
for 75% of its lending,
directly competes with
India's connectivity
projects like
the International North-
South Transport Corridor
(INSTC) and infrastructure
initiatives in Africa and
Central Asia.
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Challenge to
Multilateralism: China's
rise as a creditor
surpassing the World
Bank and IMFchallenges
the Western-led global
financial order. India must
navigate this changing
landscape, advocating for
reformed multilateralism
while being cautious of
China's opaque lending
practices.

3. Effect of Policies and Politics of

Developed and Developing Countries

on India’s interests.

e How to use: Understand the

direct and indirect impact of

China's lending strategy on India.

e Key Points:

o

The India-China
Financial Paradox: The
fact that India is one of
the top 5 recipients of
Chinese loans ($161.1
billion) reveals a

deep economic
interdependence that
starkly contrasts with
the political and military
rivalry. This creates a
complex policy dilemma
for India.

Global Power

Shift: China's ability to
lend heavily to high-
income countries like the
U.S. and Australia signals

26 NOV 2025

a major redistribution of
global financial power,
which has long-term
implications for the
balance of power in Asia
and the world.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper lll
(Economy, Security)

1. Indian Economy and issues relating
to Planning, Mobilization of
Resources, Growth, Development and

Employment.

How to use: Analyze the

economic rationale and risks for

recipient countries.

Key Points:

o

Debt-Trap

Diplomacy: The report's
mention of "debt
renegotiations favouring
Chinese state interests"
and "backdoor
acquisitions of foreign
assets" (e.g., Hambantota
Port in Sri Lanka)
exemplifies the risks of
"debt-trap diplomacy,"
where unsustainable debt
leads to a loss of strategic
assets.

Opaque Lending: The
lack of transparency in
Chinese loan agreements
compared to those from
the World Bank creates
hidden liabilities for
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partner countries,
destabilizing their
economies.

2. Challenges to Internal Security.

e How to use: Link external
financial dealings to internal
security.

¢ Key Points:

o Thereport's allegation of
"profit repatriation via
syndicates & offshore
accounts" points to
potential vulnerabilities
related to money
laundering and illicit
financial flows, which
can have linkages to
organized crime and
terrorism, indirectly
affecting regional and
internal security.

“What does the draft Seeds Bill
entail?”.

1. Background / Context

e The Union Agriculture Ministry
released the draft Seeds Bill on
November 12, open for public
comments till December 11.

e Purpose:

o Strengthen regulatory
oversight of seed quality,

o Promote “ease of doing
business”,

o Reduce compliance
burden,
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o Ensure penalties for
serious violations.

¢ The Government intends to
amend the Seeds Act, 1966 and
the Seeds (Control) Order, 1983.

2. Why was a new Bill required?
(Historical Context)

Seed industry demands:

e The 1966 Act is outdated; reform
needed to:

o Reflect technological &
scientific advances

o Address changes in seed
trade and commerce
over six decades.

Agricultural demand-supply data:

¢ Requirement (2023-24): 462.31
lakh quintals

¢ Availability: 508.60 lakh quintals
e Surplus: 46.29 lakh quintals
Industry stance:

e Thedraftis along-awaited step
towards modernization.

e Seed Industry of India
chairperson called it “timely and
much-needed”.

Farmers’ unions’ response:

¢ Samyukt Kisan Morcha & other
groups plan to oppose “anti-
farmer” provisions.
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3. Key Provisions of the Draft Seeds
Bill

A. Regulatory Mechanism

e Establishes a regulatory

framework for:
o Import
o Export

o Production
o Distribution

e Ensures seeds meet minimum
quality standards.

B. Farmers' Rights

o The Bill does not restrict farmers

from:
o Growing
o Sowing

o Resowing

o Exchanging

o Sharing

o Selling farm seeds

o Restriction: farmers cannot sell
seeds branded or labelled as
commercial seeds.

C. Seed Registration

e Seeds must be registered based
on:

o Performance
o Genetic/physical purity
o Health standards

e Central Seed Committee:

MENTORA IAS
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o 27-member body

o Can assess seed
performance

o Recommends registration
standards

D. Protection of Farmers

¢ Incorporates provisions
consistent with:

o Protection of Plant
Varieties & Farmers’
Rights Act (PPV&FRA)

o Tightens quality norms.

4. Offences & Punishments
(Compared with 2019 Draft)

A. Penalties in new draft
e For trivial/minor/major offences
e Fines:X50,000 to X30 lakh
e Imprisonment: up to 3 years

B. What has changed since 2019?

e Earlier penalty: 25,000 to X5
lakh

e Imprisonment: up to 1 year

Thus: penalties made substantially
stricter.

C. Search & Seizure

o Powers under Bharatiya Nagarik
Suraksha Sanhita

e Serious penalties for flouting
standards.
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5. Provisions for Central & State Seed
Committees

Central Seed Committee
e 27 members
e Oversees:
o Seed certification
o Quality standards
o Registration processes

e Canrecommend revision of
minimum seed quality
standards.

State Seed Committees
e Monitor:
o Seed producers
o Processors
o Dealers

¢ Cansuspend/cancel seed
registration if violations occur.

6. Concerns Raised by Farmers’
Groups

A. Fear of Corporate Control

o Farmers’ groups argue Bill
increases:

o Corporate entry

o Corporate influence over
seed trade

e Possibility of monopolisation
and predatory seed pricing.

B. Conflict with Farmers’ Rights Acts

MENTORA IAS
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e Must not contradict:
o PPV&FRA, 2001
o Biological Diversity Act

o International Treaty on
Plant Genetic Resources
for Food & Agriculture

C. Risk of criminalisation
e Farmers worried about:
o Seed testing failures
o Over-regulation

o Higher penalties affecting
small farmers

D. Bigger political concerns
¢ Linked to fears of:

o “Dispossessing small
farmers”

o “Favouring
multinationals”

o “Corporate-led
agriculture”

7. THE GIST (as summarized in the
article)

1. Need for reform

> Seed industry demands updating the
1966 Act to match new technologies &
market changes.

2. New Bill ensures

> Strong penalties for violations;
promotes ease of trade; regulates
quality.
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3. New regulatory institutions

> Creates Central & State seed testing
laboratories.

4. Farmers’ criticism

> Bill may help corporations and lead to
predatory pricing; increases cost of
cultivation.

8. Core Takeaway

The draft Seeds Bill attempts to
modernize seed regulation with stronger
penalties, stricter quality norms, and
institutional reforms. However, farmer
groups fear increased corporatisation,
higher costs, and infringement of
farmers’ rights.

HOW TO USE IT

The draft Seeds Bill represents a critical
attempt to modernize India's archaic
seed regulatory framework to boost
productivity and "ease of doing
business." However, it sits at the heart of
a classic policy dilemma: balancing the
need for quality control, technological
innovation, and private investment in
the seed sector with the imperative to
protect farmers' rights, seed
sovereignty, and affordability.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper lll
(Agriculture, Economy)

1. Issues related to Direct and Indirect
Farm Subsidies and Minimum Support
Prices.
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¢ How to use: Analyze the Bill's
potential impact on the cost of
cultivation and input subsidies.

¢ Key Points:

o Costof
Cultivation: Farmer
groups argue that the Bill
could lead to "predatory
seed pricing" by
corporations, thereby
increasing the cost of
cultivation. This directly
impacts the economics of
farming and the efficacy
of input subsidies.

o Shift from Informality to
Formality: The Bill
formalizes the seed
sector. While this ensures
quality, it may marginalize
small, informal seed
producers and sellers,
potentially reducing
affordable local options
for farmers.

2. Technology Mission on Agriculture.

¢ How to use: Position the Bill as
an enabler for technological
infusion in agriculture.

o Key Points:

o Promoting
Innovation: The seed
industry's support for the
Billis based on the need
to reflect "technological &
scientific advances." A
robust regulatory system
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is a prerequisite for ¢ How to use: Evaluate the draft
introducing and safely Bill as a key government
deploying new intervention in the agricultural
technologies sector.

like Genetically Modified
(GM) crops and other
high-yielding varieties. o Regulatory
Modernization: The Bill

¢ Key Points:

o Quality Assurance: By seeks to replace the

outdated Seeds Act,
1966, by establishing new
institutions like

the Central Seed
Committee and state-

mandating registration
based on performance
and purity, the Billaims to
ensure that farmers have
access toreliable, high-
quality seeds, which is

level bodies. Thisis a

fundamental to achieving N
significant governance

ductivity t ts.
produgtivity taigise reform for the agricultural
3. Food Security and Buffer Stocks. sector.
¢ How to use: Link seed quality o Ease of Doing Business
and availability to national food vs. Farmer Welfare: The
security. government's objective of

. "ease of doing business"
¢ Key Points: .
for the seed industry

o Thesurplusinseed conflicts with the farmers'
availability (508.60 lakh fear of "corporate control."
quintals vs. 462.31 lakh This highlights the
quintals requirement) is governance challenge of
positive. The Bill's aim to reconciling competing
strengthen quality control interests in policy-
can help translate this making.

quantitative surplus into
. . 2. Welfare Schemes for Vulnerable
better crop yields, directly . .
. ) Sections of the population.
supporting food security.

e How to use: Assess the Bill's
implications for the welfare of

Primary Relevance: GS Paper Il small and marginal farmers, a
(Governance, Social Justice) vulnerable section.
1. Government Policies and e Key Points:

Interventions for Development in
various sectors.
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o Protection of Rights: The
Bill explicitly protects
farmers' rights to save,
use, exchange, and sell
unbranded farm-saved
seeds, which is crucial for
the livelihood security of
smallholders.

o Risk of
Criminalization: The
concern about "over-
regulation" and higher
penalties raises the fear
that small farmers could
be inadvertently
criminalized for minor
infractions,
disproportionately
affecting the most
vulnerable.

Linkages to GS Paper IV (Ethics)

« Ethical Governance: The debate
embodies the ethical conflict
between promoting corporate
efficiency and innovation and
upholding equity and justice for
farmers.

¢ Transparency and
Consultation: The process of
inviting public comments is an
example of participatory
governance. A civil servant must
ensure that such feedback is
genuinely considered to make
the final law balanced and
equitable.
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Row Over Selecting Head of Police
Force in Tamil Nadu

1. Background / The Story So Far

¢ Tamil Nadu is facinga
controversy over the
appointment of a regular
Director-General of Police
(DGP)/Head of Police Force
(HoPF).

e Forthe firsttime in many years,
the State could not appoint a
regular DGP before the outgoing
DGP G. Venkatarama (1994-
batch IPS, senior-most) retired.

e Asinterim arrangement: senior-
most IPS officer has been made
in-charge DGP.

2. Government’s Stand

e The Union Public Service
Commission (UPSC) shortlisted
three DGP-rank officers based
on proposals earlier sent by TN
government.

o TN Government, however, stated
that the shortlisted names were
“not acceptable”.

o TN Law Minister accused the
Centre & UPSC of:

o lIgnoring State’s views

o Preferring officers of their
own choice
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¢ Two contempt petitions filed
against Chief Secretary Shiv Das
Meena & others for violating
Supreme Court guidelines on
DGP appointment.

3. Supreme Court Guidelines (Prakash
Singh Case, 2006)

A. Criteria for Selection

e UPSC must shortlist three
senior-most officers
empanelled for DGP rank.

e Selection based on:
o Length of service
o Verygoodrecord
o Range of experience
B. Tenure

o Selected DGP must be given
minimum 2 years’ tenure,
irrespective of superannuation.

C. State Government’s
Responsibilities

e Must send proposals to UPSC 3
months before the DGP post
becomes vacant.

e List of eligible officers must be
outlined for UPSC to consider.

4. Tamil Nadu’s Deviation from
Guidelines

¢ TN did not send proposals 3
months in advance.

e Outgoing DGP Shankar Jiwal
retired on August 30, 2025.

e State should have sent proposals
by June, but sent them only on
August 29, 2025.

¢ UPSC moved ahead and
shortlisted senior officers,
forwarding names to TN.

5. What Triggered the Contempt
Issue?

e Officer Henri Tiphagne alleged:

o State violated SC
guidelines by appointing
anin-charge DGP,
delaying regular
appointment.

o One officer’s name was
excluded from the panel
based on CAT order.

o CAT dismissed his application on
April 30, 2025.

e Supreme Court directed State to
act “expeditiously”.

6. Developments After Supreme Court

Intervention

¢ UPSC convened an
Empanelment Committee
Meeting on September 26, 2025
with TN Chief Secretary.

e |[ssues observed:

o State withheld integrity
certificate of one officer.
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o State expressed
unwillingness to empanel
three officers.

e UPSC still shortlisted senior-
most officers and sent
recommendations.

¢ TN objected again citing
“unacceptable” names.

o UPSC refused reconsideration
and stood by its decision.

7. Current Status

e Petitioner Kishore Krishnaswamy
filed a fresh contempt petition:

o State wilfully delaying
appointment of DGP.

o Excluding a candidate
from panel of IPS officers.

e Supreme Court asked State for
its response within three weeks.

8. The Gist (As per the article)

o Prakash Singh judgment
governs DGP appointments.

o State must send proposals to
UPSC 3 months before
vacancy.

e UPSC held Empanelment
Committee meeting on Sept 26,
2025 with TN Chief Secretary.

HOW TO USE
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This case represents a critical tussle
between the central government (via
UPSC) and a state government over
the control of the senior police
bureaucracy. It tests the
implementation of the Supreme Court's
landmark guidelines in the Prakash
Singh case (2006), which were designed
to insulate police appointments from
political interference and ensure
stability through fixed tenures. The
incident highlights the persistent
challenges in achieving police reforms
and cooperative federalism.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper Il
(Governance, Constitution, Polity)

1. Separation of powers between
various organs dispute redressal
mechanisms and institutions.

e Howto use: Thisis the core of
the issue. The Supreme Court
(Judiciary) has laid down the
procedure, the UPSC (Executive
agency) is implementing it, and
the State Government
(Executive) is resisting.

o Key Points:

o Judicial Activism vs.
State
Autonomy: The Prakash
Singh judgment (2006) is
a prime example of
judicial activism aimed at
reforming the executive.
The current contempt
petitions show the
judiciary's continued role
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in enforcing its own
directives when the
executive fails to comply.

Role of Constitutional
Bodies: The Union Public
Service Commission
(UPSC), an independent
constitutional body, is
mandated to play a
centralrole in shortlisting
candidates to ensure
objectivity and minimize
political interference at
the state level.

2. Functions and responsibilities of
the Union and the States, issues and

challenges pertaining to the federal

structure.

e How to use: Analyze the incident

as a flashpoint in Centre-State

relations.

¢ Key Points:

o

Encroachment on State
Subject?: Police is

a state subject under the
Seventh Schedule (List II).
The state government's
accusation that the
Centre/UPSC is "ignoring
State’s views" and
"preferring officers of their
own choice" frames this
as an issue of central
overreach and a violation
of the federal spirit.

National Interest vs.
State Autonomy: The
Supreme Court's rationale

26 NOV 2025

for involving the UPSC
was to promote good
governance and
professionalism in
policing, which is a larger
national interest. This
creates a tension with the
principle of state
autonomy in
administrative matters.

3. Appointment to various
Constitutional Bodies.

How to use: Understand the

specific procedure for appointing

a DGP.

Key Points:

(0]

The Supreme Court has
created a specific,
mandatory process for
appointing the DGP/HoPF,
involving the UPSC. This
process overrides the
traditional, often
politically influenced,
method of appointment
by the state government.

4. Important Aspects of Governance,

Transparency and Accountability:

How to use: Critique the state

government's actions as a failure

of governance.

Key Points:

o

Failure of Procedural
Governance: The state
government's failure to
send proposals "3
months in advance" as

WWW.MENTORAIAS.CO.IN TELE @MENTORAIAS



http://www.mentoraias.co.in/

GS MAINS

mandated is a clear
governance failure that
triggered the entire crisis.

o Lack of
Transparency: The state's
actions—withholding an
integrity certificate and
expressing unwillingness
to empanel officers
without clear, objective
reasons—suggest a lack
of transparency and
potential for malintent,
aimed at appointing a
politically pliable officer.

Publish or Perish: Making Sense of

India’s Research Fraud Epidemic

1. Core Problem

e Research fraud is rising
globally, worsened by Al tools.

¢ Indiais severely affected due
to:

o A massiverisein
publications and
retractions.

o Undocumented
fraudulent publications
escaping notice.

e “Publish or perish” culture
dominates India’s higher
education sector (HElIs).

2. Key Drivers of Publication Pressure
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A. Preference for Publishing Over
Teaching

e UGC & HEls prioritize research
output over teaching for:

o Faculty promotions
o Careeradvancement
o Institutional rankings
B. Two Main Considerations
1. HEI Rankings

o Rankings heavily reward
publications.

o Faculties push for more
papers to improve
institutional ranking.

o Public institutions also
chase rankings to remain
competitive.

2. Belief That Research Improves
Teaching

o Assumption that
researchers make better
teachers.

o Evidence does not fully
support this—limited
impact on teaching
quality.

3. APl (Academic Performance
Indicator) System Issues

e Introducedin 2010 as part of
CAS (Career Advancement
Scheme).
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¢ Promotes heavy emphasis on
publications for faculty
evaluations.

¢ Despite revisions, publication
weightage remains dominant.

e Result: Research becomes
ascendant, teaching neglected.

4. Consequences of “Publish or
Perish”

A. Faculty Behaviour

e Faculty focus on publishing
quick, low-quality, or
fraudulent research.

e Students also produce
fraudulent papers to:

o Boostinstitutional
rankings

o Gainindividual academic
benefits

B. Growth of Academic Fraud Industry

¢ Publishers and predatory
journals profit.

¢« Fake conferences, ghostwriting,
and paper mills thrive.

C. Administrative Failures
e« Faculty struggle to balance:
o Teaching
o Research
o Administrative duties

¢ Without realistic expectations or
support, research output
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becomes meaningless or
unethical.

5. Why Current Emphasis on Research
is Misplaced

A. Institutional Context
¢ Majority of HEIs lack:

o Adequate research
infrastructure

o Labs, libraries, funding
o Research culture
B. Student Context

e 80% of HEI students are
undergraduates, who primarily
need:

o Betterteachers, not
researchers

o Focus on pedagogy rather
than research output

C. Weak Link Between Teaching and
Research

e Undergraduate colleges typically
do not require heavy research.

¢ Incentivising research does not
improve undergraduate teaching
quality.

6. Return to Teaching (Author’s
Suggestion)

Reasons to Shift Emphasis Back to
Teaching
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1. Quality of Teaching Matters
More

o Undergraduate education
suffers when faculty
chase publications.

2. Research Infrastructure is
Weak

o Most HEIs cannot support
meaningful research.

3. Fraud Reduction

o Reduced pressure could
curb unethical practices.

Policy Implication

o Teaching should carry higher
weight in faculty evaluation,
especially in undergraduate-
focused institutions.

7. Author’s Final Argument

¢ The logic behind prioritising
research is flawed because:

o India’s HEIs lack research
capacity.

o Students need good
teaching more than
research output.

e QOutcomes:

o Rankings rise but
knowledge quality
declines.

o Fraud becomes
institutionalized.
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« Better teaching, not forced
publishing, should define
India's higher education
strategy.

HOWTO USEIT

India's higher education policy, by
prioritizing quantitative research
output over qualitative teaching, has
created a perverse incentive structure
that fuels a research fraud epidemic.
This misalignment between policy goals
and institutional reality undermines the
very purpose of universities, devalues
academic integrity, and fails the primary
stakeholder—the undergraduate
student.

Primary Relevance: GS Paper Il
(Governance, Social Justice)

1. Issues Relating to Development
and Management of Social
Sector/Services relating to Health,
Education, Human Resources:

e Howtouse: Thisis the core
area. The crisis is a direct
outcome of flawed policy and its
poor management.

e Key Points:

o Flawed Policy Incentives
(API
System): The Academic
Performance Indicator
(API) system, introduced
for faculty promotions,
disproportionately
weights research
publications. This has

WWW.MENTORAIAS.CO.IN TELE @MENTORAIAS



http://www.mentoraias.co.in/

GS MAINS

created a "publish or
perish" culture where

the quantity of papers
trumps the quality of
teaching or the integrity of
research.

o Misguided Ranking
Systems: The obsession
with national and global
institutional rankings (like
NIRF) that heavily reward
publication volume forces
even teaching-focused
colleges to prioritize
research, for which they
lack the infrastructure
and culture.

o Governance Failure: The
proliferation of "predatory
journals" and "paper
mills" represents a
massive failure of
regulatory bodies like
the University Grants
Commission (UGC) to
ensure quality control and
academic ethics.

2. Important Aspects of Governance,

Transparency and Accountability:

How to use: Analyze the
systemic lack of accountability.

Key Points:

o Lack of
Accountability: The
system currently holds no
onhe accountable for
the quality or authenticity
of research, only for
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its volume. This lack of
accountability at the
institutional and
individual level is a key
governance failure.

o Erosion of Institutional
Integrity: When fraud
becomes
"institutionalized" to meet
top-down targets, it
corrodes the ethical
foundation of the entire
higher education system.

Linkages to Other GS Papers

GS Paper IV (Ethics, Integrity &
Aptitude)

Ethics in Governance: The crisis
is rooted in a severe ethical
deficit. The pursuit of promotions
and rankings has led to a
collapse of academic integrity,
with faculties and students
engaging in fraudulent practices.

Moral Responsibility: What is
the moral responsibility of a
university teacher? The article
argues itis to be a good teacher
first. The current system forces
an ethical conflict where one
must choose between career
advancement (fraudulent
publishing) and their primary
duty (honest teaching).

Probity in Public Life: Faculty in
public universities are part of the
larger public service ecosystem.
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Engaging in or turning a blind eye
to research fraud violates the
principles of probity.
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