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நிலையாலை

குடம்பை தனித்துஒழியப் புள்ைறந் தற்றற
உடம்பைொடு உயிரிபட நட்பு.

உடம்ப ாடு உயிர்க்கு உள்ள உறவு, தான் இருந்த கூடு தனிபய 
இருக்க அலத விட்டு பவறிடத்திற்குப்  றலவ  றந்தாற் ப ான்றது.
—மு. வரதராசன்

28th





Topic

Big Tech and Drug Advertisement Violations in India

Source

The Hindu Editorial – 28th October 2025

Relevance

• GS Paper 2 – Governance, Role of Big Tech, Regulation, Public Health Policy

• GS Paper 3 – Science & Technology, Cyber Governance

Linked Topics

• Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954

• Intermediary Liability Rules (IT Act, 2000)

• Public Health & Misleading Advertising

• Regulation of Big Tech Platforms in India

Context

Big Tech platforms (search engines, social media, e-commerce) are routinely

publishing misleading drug advertisements that violate the Drugs and Magic

Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954 (DMRA), particularly for

ayurvedic and homeopathic products claiming therapeutic cures. Despite strict rules,

enforcement remains weak in India.

Curiosity Question

Why are Big Tech platforms more compliant with U.S. laws than Indian laws — even

while operating within India’s jurisdiction?

Analytical Overview

• Historical Background: Since 1927, drug advertisements have been debated;

DMRA was passed in 1954 to prohibit promotion of drugs claiming cures for 54

diseases.



• Digital Shift: Rise of online advertising has outpaced India’s regulatory capacity.

• Violation Patterns: Misleading ads for “miracle cures” for diabetes, cancer, and

hypertension flood Indian search and social platforms.

• Legal Loopholes: Big Tech misuses the “intermediary” shield despite acting as

publishers who approve and profit from ads.

• Judicial Inefficiency: Supreme Court PILs (e.g., against violations of PNDT Act)

ended with weak enforcement.

• Double Standards: Same platforms follow stricter U.S. ad laws but flout Indian

ones, exploiting enforcement gaps and jurisdiction issues.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages

• Article 21: Right to health and protection from deceptive practices.

• Article 19(2): Reasonable restrictions on freedom of expression in public interest.

• Consumer Protection Act, 2019: Prohibits misleading advertisements.

• Information Technology (Intermediary Guidelines) Rules, 2021: Mandates

accountability for content.

Way Forward / Recommendations

• Criminal prosecution of Big Tech’s Indian management for DMRA violations.

• Mandatory localisation of key managerial personnel in India — answerable to

Indian courts.

• Withdrawal of intermediary immunity for non-compliance.

• Stronger digital ad screening and coordination between health regulators and

MeitY.

• Public awareness on self-medication and misleading claims.

Prelims Pointers

• DMRA Act, 1954: Prohibits advertisements for drugs claiming cures for 54 listed

diseases.



• Intermediary: Entity hosting user-generated content; enjoys limited liability under

IT Act.

• Publisher: Entity that controls or profits from content — not immune under law.

• PNDT Act, 1994: Prohibits sex-selection ads; past violation case involving Big

Tech.

Mains Keywords

Drug Regulation • Misleading Advertisement • Big Tech Accountability • Intermediary

Liability • Public Health • Regulatory Reform • Digital Sovereignty

Mains Practice Question

“Big Tech’s control over digital advertising has outpaced India’s regulatory 

framework.” Examine the challenges posed by online advertisements in enforcing the 

Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954, and suggest 

policy reforms.

Dimensions:

• Legal Loopholes

• Role of Judiciary

• Digital Advertising Ecosystem

• Global vs Local Accountability

• Policy Reforms

One Line Takeaway

Big Tech’s disregard for India’s public health laws reveals the urgent need for

stronger digital sovereignty and enforcement reforms.

UPSC PYQ

(2019, GS 2): “Discuss the role of non-state actors in governance and the challenges

they pose to accountability in India.”





Topic

EU–India Carbon Market Linkage under the New Strategic Agenda (2025)

Source

The Hindu Editorial – 28th October 2025

Relevance

• GS Paper 2: International Relations — India–EU relations

• GS Paper 3: Environment, Climate Change, Carbon Markets, Sustainable

Development

Linked Topics

• Indian Carbon Market (ICM) / Carbon Credit Trading Scheme (CCTS)

• EU Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM)

• EU Emissions Trading System (ETS)

• WTO & Trade-Environment Nexus

• Sustainable Industrial Policy

Context

India and the European Union (EU) announced a New Strategic EU–India Agenda

(2025) on September 17, 2025, establishing cooperation across five pillars —

Prosperity & Sustainability, Technology & Innovation, Security & Defence,

Connectivity & Global Issues, and Enablers across pillars.

A major development is the linking of India’s Carbon Market (ICM) with the EU’s

Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM) — allowing carbon prices paid in

India to be deducted from CBAM levies imposed at EU borders.

Curiosity Question

How can linking India’s carbon market with the EU’s CBAM both protect exporters

and potentially limit India’s policy sovereignty?



Analytical Overview

Opportunity — The Breakthrough

• Indian exporters will not face double carbon penalties — carbon paid

domestically will reduce the CBAM levy at the EU border.

• Encourages early decarbonisation and industrial competitiveness.

• Symbolises North–South cooperation in climate-linked trade.

Challenges — Why It’s Difficult

a. Weak Indian Carbon Market:

• India’s CCTS is still evolving; based on intensity improvements and project-

based offsets, not absolute emission caps like the EU’s ETS.

• Lacks strong verification mechanisms, auction systems, and independent

regulators.

b. Price Gap:

• EU carbon price: €60–€80/tonne

• Indian carbon price: €5–€10/tonne

• Without parity, deduction at EU border will be minimal, leaving exporters to

bear double costs.

c. Institutional Mismatch:

• EU has independent emission registries and regulators ensuring environmental

integrity.

• India lacks such compliance-grade systems, making EU recognition difficult.

d. Political Contradiction:

• India has opposed CBAM at the WTO as a protectionist and unilateral

measure.

• Linking ICM to CBAM indirectly legitimises what India earlier criticised.

e. Sovereignty Concerns:

• EU may judge India’s carbon pricing adequacy.

• Could pressure India to maintain policies favourable to EU expectations,

challenging domestic policy autonomy.



Constitutional / Policy Linkages

• Paris Agreement (2015): Article 6 — voluntary carbon market cooperation.

• National Action Plan on Climate Change (NAPCC): promotes low-carbon

transition.

• Perform, Achieve and Trade (PAT) Scheme: precursor to India’s CCTS.

• WTO Law: Disputes possible under “Most Favoured Nation” and “Non-

Discrimination” principles.

Way Forward / Recommendations

• Strengthen ICM architecture: introduce binding emission caps, robust

monitoring & verification.

• Establish an independent carbon regulator with transparent registries.

• Align carbon prices through phased floor pricing and sectoral carbon contracts.

• Negotiate a formal CBAM–ICM deduction mechanism under WTO-compatible

frameworks.

• Build domestic consensus to prevent industry pushback and policy reversal.

• EU technical & financial support for India’s market design and decarbonisation

roadmap.

Prelims Pointers

• CBAM: EU mechanism imposing carbon price on imports to prevent “carbon

leakage”.

• CCTS (ICM): India’s domestic carbon trading framework for emissions reduction.

• EU ETS: World’s largest carbon market — cap-and-trade system with over two

decades of implementation.

• Carbon Leakage: Shifting of emissions-intensive production to countries with lax

climate rules.

• Carbon Credit: Tradable certificate representing one tonne of CO₂ (or

equivalent) reduced/removed.



Mains Keywords

Carbon Market • CBAM • Climate Diplomacy • Trade–Environment Nexus • Carbon

Pricing • Decarbonisation • Green Industrial Policy

Mains Practice Question

“The proposed linkage between India’s Carbon Market and the EU’s Carbon Border 

Adjustment Mechanism represents both an opportunity and a strategic risk.” 

Examine.

Dimensions:

• Economic and trade implications

• Institutional and pricing challenges

• Sovereignty and policy autonomy

• WTO and global governance aspects

• Future of climate cooperation

One Line Takeaway

The EU–India carbon market linkage is a bold climate-trade experiment — but its

success depends on India’s ability to build a credible, compliance-grade carbon

pricing system.

UPSC PYQs - Prelims

Which one of the following statements best the term ‘Social Cost of Carbon’?

(2020)

It is a measure, in monetary value, of the -

(a) long-term damage done by a tonne of CO2 emissions in a given year.

(b) requirement of fossil fuels for a country to provide goods and services to its

citizens, based on the burning of those fuels.

(c) efforts put in by a climate refugee to adapt to live in a new place.

(d) contribution of an individual person to the carbon footprint on the planet Earth.

Ans: (a)



Regarding “carbon credits”, which one of the following statements is not

correct? (2011)

(a) The carbon credit system was ratified in conjunction with the Kyoto Protocol

(b) Carbon credits are awarded to countries or groups that have reduced greenhouse

gases below their emission quota

(c) The goal of the carbon credit system is to limit the increase of carbon dioxide

emission

(d) Carbon credits are traded at a price fixed from time to time by the United Nations

Environment Programme.

Ans: (d)

Consider the following statements: (2023)

Statement-I: Carbon markets are likely to be one of the most widespread tools in the

fight against climate change.

Statement-II: Carbon markets transfer resources from the private sector to the

State.

Which one of the following is correct in respect of the above statements?

(a) Both Statement-I and Statement-II are correct and Statement-II is the correct

explanation for Statement-I

(b Both Statement-I and Statement-II are correct and Statement-II is not the correct

explanation for Statement-I

(c) Statement-I is correct but Statement-II is incorrect

(d) Statement-I is incorrect but Statement-II is correct

Ans: (b)

Mains

Should the pursuit of carbon credits and clean development mechanisms set up

under UNFCCC be maintained even though there has been a massive slide in the

value of a carbon credit? Discuss with respect to India’s energy needs for economic

growth. (2014)



Topic:

Decline of Dogri Language in Jammu Region

Source:

The Hindu – “Dogri’s silent decline in Jammu” 

Relevance:

GS Paper 1 – Indian Society (Diversity of India, Regional Languages);

GS Paper 2 – Governance (Policy for Minorities and Cultural Preservation);

Essay & Ethics – Cultural identity and linguistic diversity

Linked Topics:

• Endangered Languages in India

• Constitutional Protection for Regional Languages

• UNESCO Atlas of World’s Languages in Danger

• J&K Official Languages Bill, 2020

• Globalisation and Cultural Homogenisation



Context:

India is witnessing rapid erosion of linguistic diversity. UNESCO reports India has lost

over 220 languages in the last 50 years. Dogri, despite being recognised as one of

Jammu & Kashmir’s official languages, is gradually fading from everyday use and

education systems due to lack of policy support and generational disconnect.

Curiosity Question:

Why does Dogri continue to decline even after receiving official status in Jammu and

Kashmir?

Analytical Overview:

• Policy Gap: Dogri received constitutional recognition only in 2003 and official

status in J&K in 2020. Delayed institutional support has weakened its spread.

• Generational Disconnect: Older speakers (60+) have fluency, but literacy among

youth (<20) is almost zero.

• Rural-Urban Divide: 56% of rural vs. 45% of urban respondents speak Dogri;

writing ability is even lower in both groups.

• Socioeconomic Factors: Perception that Dogri offers limited career relevance;

English/Hindi preferred for upward mobility.

• Cultural Impact: The weakening of regional languages undermines local identity

and intergenerational heritage transfer.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Article 29 & 30: Protection of cultural and linguistic rights of minorities.

• Article 343–351: Language provisions, especially Article 351 (promotion of Hindi

and other languages).

• Eighth Schedule: Dogri added through the 92nd Amendment Act (2003).

• National Education Policy (NEP) 2020: Promotes use of mother tongue/regional

language as medium of instruction till Grade 5.



• J&K Official Languages Act, 2020: Recognised Dogri as one of five official

languages of the UT.

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Institutional Support: Integrate Dogri into school curricula and administrative use.

• Digital Promotion: Encourage Dogri content in media, social platforms, and digital

archives.

• Incentivise Learning: Scholarships, competitive exam options, and publishing in

Dogri.

• Community Initiatives: Cultural festivals and intergenerational language clubs.

• Census Inclusion: Update endangered language data for evidence-based policy

action.

Prelims Pointers:

• Dogri belongs to the Indo-Aryan family of languages.

• Included in Eighth Schedule in 2003 (92nd Amendment).

• One of five official languages of Jammu & Kashmir (along with Kashmiri, Urdu,

Hindi, English).

• UNESCO report: India lost ~220 languages in 50 years.

Mains Keywords:

Linguistic diversity, cultural erosion, regional identity, language policy, Dogri, NEP

2020, constitutional protection, decolonisation of linguistics

Mains Practice Question (with Dimensions):

Despite constitutional and statutory recognition, many Indian regional languages like 

Dogri face a risk of extinction. Analyse the reasons and suggest a multi-level strategy 

to preserve linguistic diversity.



Dimensions:

• Historical neglect and delayed recognition

• Educational policy & medium of instruction

• Economic incentives and employability

• Role of digital media and globalisation

• Constitutional & community-level interventions

One Line Takeaway:

Official recognition alone cannot preserve languages — sustained institutional,

societal, and cultural efforts are essential to prevent India’s linguistic extinction.





Topic:

Supreme Court Moots CBI Probe into “Digital Arrest” Cybercrime Scams

Source:

The Hindu – “Supreme Court moots CBI probe into ‘digital arrests’ by cyber

fraudsters”

Relevance:

• GS Paper 3 – Internal Security (Cybersecurity, Cybercrime, Role of Agencies)

• GS Paper 2 – Governance (Judiciary, Inter-agency Coordination)

• Ethics Paper – Misuse of Technology and Public Trust

Linked Topics:

• Cybersecurity and AI misuse

• Jurisdiction of CBI and inter-agency coordination

• Suo motu cognisance by the Supreme Court

• Money laundering and digital frauds

• Senior citizen safety and digital literacy

Context:

The Supreme Court has taken suo motu cognisance of a growing cybercrime trend

called “digital arrests”, where fraudsters impersonate judges or police officers using

forged documents and AI-generated visuals to extort money. The Court suggested

entrusting the CBI with the investigation due to the national and cross-border scale of

these crimes.

Curiosity Question:

How can India strengthen its legal and institutional mechanisms to counter emerging

cyber frauds like “digital arrests”?



Analytical Overview:

• Nature of the Scam: Fraudsters use AI morphing, fake documents, and video

manipulation to simulate arrests or summon victims.

• Scale of the Problem: Crimes originate from “scam compounds,” often operating

across borders and linked to money-laundering networks.

• Judicial Concern: The SC expressed alarm at the spread of such crimes across

multiple States, affecting particularly senior citizens.

• Institutional Capacity: Justice Bagchi questioned whether CBI has sufficient

manpower and tech resources to handle the huge cybercrime load.

• Broader Implications: Reflects the growing misuse of AI and deepfake

technology in cyber extortion and the urgent need for coordinated central

response.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Article 32 / 142: Supreme Court’s suo motu powers to ensure justice.

• Information Technology Act, 2000 (amended 2008): Legal framework against

digital fraud and identity theft.

• Prevention of Money Laundering Act (PMLA), 2002: Relevant for tracing

financial flows.

• CBI under the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946.

• National Cyber Crime Reporting Portal (MHA).

• Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023 – framework for data security and

consent.

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Specialised Cyber Crime Units – Build dedicated AI-forensics wings under CBI

and state police.

• Cross-border Cooperation – Strengthen INTERPOL coordination to target

foreign “scam compounds.”



• Judicial & Public Awareness – Campaigns warning against digital

impersonation.

• Technology Upgradation – Invest in AI-based fraud detection and digital

forensics.

• Legal Reforms – Amend IT Act to cover emerging threats like deepfakes and AI

manipulation.

Prelims Pointers:

• CBI derives power from Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946.

• “Digital arrest” – a cyber extortion method using fake judicial/police visuals.

• Supreme Court Suo Motu Cognisance – Court acts on its own motion to protect

citizens.

• AI deepfakes increasingly used in cyber frauds.

• MHA’s Indian Cyber Crime Coordination Centre (I4C) – national nodal agency

for cybercrime prevention.

Mains Keywords:

Digital arrest, cyber fraud, AI misuse, deepfake, CBI, Supreme Court suo motu,

cybersecurity, money laundering, data protection

Mains Practice Question (with Dimensions):

Q: “The rise of ‘digital arrests’ exposes critical vulnerabilities in India’s cybercrime

governance architecture.” Discuss the causes and suggest reforms.

Dimensions:

• Nature and scale of emerging AI-enabled cyber frauds

• Institutional limitations (CBI, State Police, CERT-In)

• Legal inadequacy under IT Act 2000

• Public digital literacy and awareness

• Global cooperation and AI ethics regulation



One Line Takeaway:

“Digital arrests” highlight how AI-driven deception is outpacing India’s current

cybercrime response mechanisms, demanding centralised investigation and

stronger legal safeguards.


