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புல்லறிவாண்மை

அற்றம் மறறத்தலலோ புல்லறிவு தம்வயின்
குற்றம் மறறயோ வழி. 

தம்ைிடத்தில் உள்ளக் குற்றத்மத அறிந்து நீக்காத ப ாது , உடம் ில் 
ைமறப் தற்குரிய  குதிமய ைட்டும், ஆமடயால் ைமறத்தல் 
புல்லறிவாகும். - மு. வரதராசன்

6th





Topic: Challenges Facing the Upcoming Household Income Survey

Source: The Hindu

Relevance: Understanding India’s first Household Income Survey and its 

implications for data-driven policy, inequality measurement, and economic planning.

Linked Topics: NSSO | Household Consumption Expenditure Survey | Income 

Inequality | Economic Policy | Data Collection Challenges | Poverty Estimation

Context:

The Government plans to launch India’s first-ever Household Income Survey

(2026) to gather direct data on household incomes, expenses, and socio-economic

details. The exercise aims to address long-standing data gaps in understanding

income distribution but faces challenges due to the sensitive nature of income-

related questions and respondents’ reluctance to share accurate details.

Curiosity Question:

Can India’s first Household Income Survey overcome issues of privacy, trust, and 

recall to deliver a reliable picture of real incomes and inequality across the nation?

Analytical Overview:

• India has long relied on proxy data from consumption or labour surveys to infer

income levels.

• The new survey focuses directly on income measurement — including wages,

self-employment earnings, farm and non-farm income, bonuses, and remittances.

• It includes cross-sectional data on caste, religion, occupation, property, loans,

and assets.

• However, sensitivity and hesitancy in disclosing income — especially among

affluent households — may distort accuracy.

• The government may introduce self-compilation systems for gated

communities to improve participation.



• Combining income and expenditure data will allow estimation of profitability,

debt burdens, and class dynamics across occupations.

• The survey could reshape understanding of income inequality, test claims like

“doubling farmers’ income”, and refine welfare policy targeting.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Article 38: Directive for equitable distribution of material resources.

• NITI Aayog’s role in data-driven governance and poverty mapping.

• SDG Goal 10: Reduce inequalities within and among countries.

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Conduct public awareness campaigns to reduce hesitation and ensure trust.

• Use technology for confidentiality and anonymization of responses.

• Integrate data with labour force and consumption surveys for triangulation.

• Train enumerators in local languages and ethical data collection.

• Institutionalize periodic income surveys for policy consistency.

Prelims Pointers:

• First national-level Household Income Survey: 2026 (under NSSO).

• Previous reliance: HCES, PLFS, and RBI’s Consumer Confidence Survey.

• Key issue: Respondent sensitivity and accuracy of income disclosure.

Mains Keywords: Income inequality | Data reliability | Survey design | Informal

economy | Statistical transparency | Economic inclusion



Mains Practice Question:

“India’s Household Income Survey marks a paradigm shift from proxy-based

measurement to direct income assessment. Discuss the methodological and ethical

challenges it poses and its potential role in shaping equitable economic policies.”

Dimensions:

Data Sensitivity | Methodological Design | Policy Relevance | Socioeconomic

Inclusion

One Line Takeaway:

India’s first Household Income Survey holds the promise of redefining income

measurement — but its success hinges on trust, transparency, and public

cooperation.





Topic: What Constitutes as Contempt of Court in India

Source: The Hindu

Relevance: Constitutional provisions and judicial powers relating to contempt of

court; balance between freedom of speech and judicial integrity.

Linked Topics:

Article 129 & 215 | Article 19(2) | Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 | Judicial

Accountability | Freedom of Speech | Rule of Law | Separation of Powers

Context:

A recent controversy over alleged derogatory remarks against the Chief Justice of

India and the Supreme Court reignited debate over what constitutes “contempt of

court.” The issue highlights the tension between free expression and the need to

protect the authority and dignity of the judiciary.

Curiosity Question:

Can India’s judiciary maintain its authority and public trust while allowing open

criticism under the right to freedom of speech?

Analytical Overview:

• Constitutional Basis:

• Article 129 – Supreme Court as a “Court of Record” with power to punish 

for contempt.

• Article 215 – High Courts enjoy similar powers.

• Article 19(2) – Allows restriction on speech in the name of contempt of 

court.

• Legal Framework:

• Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 explains procedure and classification.

• Civil Contempt (Sec 2b): Wilful disobedience of a court’s order or 

undertaking.



• Criminal Contempt (Sec 2c): Publication or act that scandalises the 

court, prejudices judicial proceedings, or interferes with administration of 

justice.

• Who Can Initiate:

• Courts suo motu, or third parties with consent of the Attorney General (for 

SC) or Advocate General (for HC).

• Judicial Interpretation:

• Ashwini Kumar Ghosh vs Arabinda Bose (1952): Fair criticism is not 

contempt.

• Anil Ratan Sarkar vs Hirak Ghosh (2002): Power to punish must be used 

cautiously.

• M.V. Jayarajan vs High Court of Kerala (2015): Abusive language against 

courts amounts to criminal contempt.

• Shanmugam @ Lakshminarayanan vs High Court of Madras (2025):

Contempt ensures administration of justice, not suppression of dissent.

• Balance of Interests:

• Courts must protect judicial integrity but also respect citizens’ democratic 

right to critique.

• Reckless, defamatory, or misleading statements against judges can erode 

public confidence and obstruct justice.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Article 19(1)(a) vs Article 19(2): Balancing freedom of expression with judicial 

dignity.

• Judicial accountability and transparency in a democracy.

• Rule of Law and Constitutional Morality.



Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Encourage constructive judicial criticism within constitutional limits.

• Revise contempt law to differentiate between legitimate dissent and deliberate 

defamation.

• Promote public legal awareness about boundaries of speech and respect for 

courts.

• Courts to exercise restraint and prefer corrective over punitive measures.

Prelims Pointers:

• Articles 129 & 215 → Courts of Record.

• Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 → Defines civil and criminal contempt.

• Attorney General’s consent required for third-party petitions.

Mains Keywords: Judicial dignity | Freedom of speech | Constitutional morality | 

Rule of law | Civil vs Criminal contempt | Court of record

Mains Practice Question:

“Freedom of expression and respect for judicial authority must coexist in a 

democracy. Examine how India’s contempt of court laws seek to balance these 

principles.”

Dimensions: Constitutional Basis | Judicial Precedents | Free Speech Limits | 

Democratic Ethics

One Line Takeaway:

Contempt of court safeguards the judiciary’s dignity and authority — but must not

become a tool to silence fair criticism in a democracy.





Topic: The Model Code of Conduct — Spirit, Violations, and the Case for Reform

Source: The Hindu

Relevance:

Electoral reforms | Ethics in politics | Free and fair elections | Role of Election 

Commission | Governance and accountability

Linked Topics:

MCC | Election Commission of India | Representation of the People Act, 1951 |

Electoral Ethics | Simultaneous Elections | Rule of Law

Context:

Recent controversies over pre-poll government cash transfers and project

announcements — such as Bihar’s Mukhyamantri Mahila Rojgar Yojana (MMRY) —

have reignited debates on the relevance, enforceability, and spirit of the Model

Code of Conduct (MCC).

Curiosity Question:

If the Model Code of Conduct is not legally binding, can it still ensure free and fair 

elections in India?

Analytical Overview:

• Nature and Evolution:

• The MCC is a set of consensual ethical guidelines evolved through

political party consensus, first implemented strictly in the 1990s, last

revised in 2013.

• It becomes operational from the date of election schedule

announcement until result declaration.

• Purpose:

• Ensures level playing field among political parties and prevents misuse

of official position for electoral advantage.



• Bars ministers from announcing new grants, projects, or schemes during 

election period.

• Legal Standing:

• MCC is voluntary and not legally enforceable.

• Violations can only be addressed under related provisions of criminal law

or the Representation of the People Act (1951).

• The EC can issue warnings, censure, or file cases, but cannot impose 

direct penalties under MCC alone.

• Current Issue:

• Bihar’s MMRY scheme disbursed ₹10,000 to 75 lakh women close to 

election dates, arguably violating the MCC’s spirit.

• Governments often exploit “ongoing scheme” loopholes to justify such 

acts.

• Systemic Problem:

• All major political parties — across Centre and States — have, at some 

point, breached the MCC’s spirit by making populist announcements just 

before polls.

• Enforcement challenges persist due to short election duration (≈45 days) 

vs. lengthy judicial procedures.

Key Debates:

• For Legal Backing: Standing Committee (2013) suggested making MCC legally 

binding to deter violations.

• Against Legal Backing: Election Commission fears delays in elections due to 

protracted litigation.

• Moral Paradox: The MCC is “more honoured in the breach than in the 

observance,” exposing limits of moral persuasion in electoral ethics.



• Reform Viewpoint: Some argue to scrap or simplify MCC clauses on government 

schemes and instead strengthen EC’s punitive powers for campaign-related 

misconduct.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Article 324: Powers of Election Commission.

• Representation of the People Act, 1951: Election conduct framework.

• Good Governance & Ethical Politics: Core democratic ideals under Preamble

and DPSPs.

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Strengthen EC’s enforcement powers through statutory clarity.

• Codify MCC provisions selectively within the RP Act for consistency.

• Promote ethical political culture through voter awareness and party

accountability.

• Consider simultaneous elections to reduce the frequency of MCC-related

disruptions.

• Review and rationalize MCC provisions on ongoing schemes to prevent

misuse.

Prelims Pointers:

• Article 324 – EC powers.

• Representation of the People Act, 1951 – Legal basis for election conduct.

• MCC enforcement – Based on consensus, not statute.

• MCC duration – From election announcement to results.

Mains Keywords: Model Code of Conduct | Election Commission | Electoral Ethics | 

Level Playing Field | Free and Fair Elections | Governance Accountability | Political 

Consensus



Mains Practice Question:

“The Model Code of Conduct has moral authority but lacks legal enforceability. 

Critically examine its effectiveness in ensuring free and fair elections in India.”

Dimensions: Constitutional Powers | Legal vs. Moral Authority | Political Behaviour | 

Reforms & Recommendations

One Line Takeaway:

India’s Model Code of Conduct reflects electoral ethics — yet without legal teeth, its

spirit is too often sacrificed for political gain.





Topic: COP30 in Brazil – The “COP of Truth” and Global Climate Action

Source: The Hindu (Opinion)

Relevance:

Environment, Climate Change, Global Governance, International Relations

Linked Topics:

Paris Agreement, CBDR Principle, Energy Transition, Multilateralism Reform,

Global South, Amazon Rainforest

Context:

Brazil’s President Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva writes ahead of COP30, hosted in the

Amazon city of Belém, calling for urgent and genuine climate action. He urges

global leaders to move beyond rhetoric, reaffirm climate justice, and ensure that

COP30 becomes a “moment of truth” for collective planetary responsibility.

Curiosity Question:

Will COP30 in the Amazon mark a real turning point where global leaders shift from 

pledges to decisive, equitable climate action for the planet’s future?

Analytical Overview:

• Lula emphasizes that the credibility of COPs and multilateralism depends on

concrete outcomes, not repeated promises.

• He highlights Brazil’s leadership in halving deforestation and launching the

Tropical Forests Forever Facility (TFFF) — an investment-based model

rewarding forest conservation.

• Calls for climate finance justice: developed countries must meet their historic

obligations and support developing nations through equitable resource access.

• Advocates creation of a UN Climate Change Council under the General

Assembly to ensure accountability.



• Links climate action to social justice — arguing that combating global warming

must go hand in hand with eradicating hunger and inequality.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Article 48A – Protection and improvement of environment

• National Action Plan on Climate Change (NAPCC)

• India’s NDC commitments under the Paris Agreement

• Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs 7, 13, and 15)

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Strengthen multilateral climate institutions with enforcement powers.

• Ensure climate finance commitments are transparent and measurable.

• Integrate poverty eradication and climate resilience in national plans.

• Encourage Global South collaboration on clean energy and forest preservation.

Prelims Pointers:

• COP30 will be held in Belém, Brazil (2025).

• Tropical Forests Forever Facility (TFFF) – investment fund to reward forest 

preservation.

• Brazil’s NDC: Reduce emissions by 59–67%.

• 88% of Brazil’s electricity comes from renewable sources.

Mains Keywords: Climate Justice, COP30, Global South, CBDR, Energy

Transition, Forest Conservation, Climate Governance



Mains Practice Question:

“The success of COP30 in Brazil will depend not on speeches but on accountability 

and equitable climate action.” Discuss in light of the need to reform global climate 

governance and ensure justice for developing nations.

One Line Takeaway:

COP30 aims to be the “COP of Truth,” demanding that the world replace promises

with real, equitable climate action and global governance reform.


