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புல்லறிவாண்மை

ஏவவும் செய்கலான் தான்ததறான் அவ்வுயிர்
த ாஒம் அளவுத ார் த ாய்.

அறிவற்றவன் பிறர் சொன்னாலும் செய்யைாட்டான்; தானாகவும் 
அறியைாட்டான்; அவனது உயிர் பபாகும் வமைக்கும் இப்பூைிக்கு 
அவன் ஒரு ப ாபய.— ொலைன் பாப்மபயா

8th





Topic: Designing Sustainable Welfare – Lessons from NYC’s Incoming Mamdani

Administration

Source: The Hindu

Relevance: GS Paper 3 – Inclusive Growth, Public Policy, Welfare Economics, Fiscal

Policy

Linked Topics: Social Protection, Rawlsian vs Pareto Efficiency, Conditional Cash

Transfers, Market-State Balance

Context:

Zohran Mamdani, incoming Mayor of New York City (2026), promises expansive

welfare measures such as free buses, rent freezes, and universal childcare. The

article examines how welfare policies can be designed to balance inclusivity and

economic efficiency, drawing parallels with global welfare experiences and Indian

schemes like PDS and MGNREGA.

Curiosity Question:

Can welfare policies be designed to simultaneously protect the most disadvantaged

and preserve market efficiency?

Analytical Overview:

Welfarism responds quickly to inequality, providing tangible benefits. Yet, extremes

are risky:

• Pareto trap: Focus on efficiency can exclude the poor; essential services are

underutilized by the disadvantaged.

• Rawls trap: Blanket subsidies can distort markets, reduce supply, degrade quality,

and alienate middle classes.

A “Mamdani model” proposes a thermostat between Rawlsian and Pareto

approaches, allowing welfare to expand under stress and contract as capacity grows.

Policy instruments include:



• Subsidising outcomes, not inputs; selective fare caps; transparent contracts

(Singapore’s Bus Contracting Model, France’s Solidarité Transport).

• Conditional or automatic vouchers scaling during shocks.

• Public investment ensuring quality (staffing, inspections), with e-vouchers or cash

support.

• Partnerships with mission-driven firms to deliver services efficiently via cross-

subsidies (Aravind Eye Care, LV Prasad Eye Institute).

Fiscal honesty is central: welfarism must be costed transparently, paired with growth

measures like productivity compacts and regulatory reforms to expand supply. The

design signals dignity — users have recourse, and suppliers share obligations.

Comparative Insight:

• Brazil’s Bolsa Família and Kenya’s Inua Jamii illustrate targeted cash transfers.

• India’s PDS and MGNREGA show oscillation between public provisioning and

market-complementing reforms.

• Historical patterns (Polanyi’s “double movement,” post-war welfare vs. Thatcher-

Reagan retrenchment) demonstrate cyclical shifts between welfare and market

liberalization.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Welfare as a component of Directive Principles of State Policy (Articles 38, 41)

for social justice and equitable growth.

• Links to GS3 topics: Inclusive Growth, Social Sector Schemes, Public Expenditure

Management.

• Fiscal discipline aligns with FRBM Act principles and public financial

management.



Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Adopt a programmable oscillation: lean Rawlsian under shocks, lean Pareto as

capacity grows.

• Design welfare to subsidise outcomes and protect quality, not merely inputs.

• Integrate digital platforms, monitoring, and audits for transparency.

• Leverage public-private partnerships with socially motivated enterprises.

• Ensure fiscal honesty: transparent costing, supply-side expansion, and regulatory

facilitation.

Prelims Pointers:

• Rawlsian approach: Prioritises welfare for the least advantaged.

• Pareto efficiency: Maximizes total welfare without making anyone worse off.

• Polanyi’s “double movement”: Social protection rises to correct market

overreach.

• Conditional/Unconditional Cash Transfers: Tools for targeted welfare delivery.

Mains Keywords: Welfare Economics, Rawls vs Pareto, Social Protection,

Conditional Cash Transfers, Public-Private Partnerships, Fiscal Discipline, Policy

Design

Mains Practice Question:

“Discuss the design of welfare policies that balance social justice and economic

efficiency. Illustrate with global and Indian examples, and examine the role of public-

private partnerships in delivering inclusive services.”

One Line Takeaway:

Sustainable welfarism requires disciplined design — access, quality, fiscal honesty,

and partnerships — oscillating flexibly between equity and efficiency.





Topic: Reform of Colonial-Era Property Laws in India

Source: The Hindu

Relevance: GS Paper 2 – Governance; GS Paper 3 – Infrastructure, E-Governance,

and Technology in Governance

Linked Topics: Property Rights, Legal Reforms, E-Governance, Blockchain

Technology

Context:

The Supreme Court highlighted the inefficiency, red tape, and disputes surrounding

property transactions in India. Property disputes constitute 66% of civil litigation. The

Court directed the Law Commission of India to review and modernize laws like the

Transfer of Property Act (1882), Registration Act (1908), and Stamp Act (1899).

Curiosity Question:

How can technology, particularly blockchain, improve transparency and reduce

disputes in property transactions?

Analytical Overview:

• Current property transaction challenges include fake documentation, land

encroachments, intermediaries, delays in verification, and varying state

procedures.

• Colonial-era laws still require two witnesses and traditional registration processes,

slowing transactions.

• Efficient property registration demonstrates institutional maturity and protects

citizens’ constitutional right to property.

Proposed Solutions:

• Modernize property laws for clarity and uniformity across states.



• Adopt blockchain technology to record land titles, ownership history, and

encumbrances on a distributed, immutable, and time-stamped ledger.

• Reduce intermediaries and streamline registration at sub-registrar offices.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• Right to Property (Article 300A) — freedom to acquire, possess, and dispose of

property.

• Aligns with Digital India initiatives and e-governance reforms.

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Law Commission to propose uniform property laws across states.

• Digital solutions like blockchain can prevent fraud, reduce litigation, and improve

transparency.

• Encourage capacity building for sub-registrar offices and online verification

mechanisms.

Prelims Pointers:

• Transfer of Property Act, 1882; Registration Act, 1908; Stamp Act, 1899.

• Blockchain: Distributed ledger technology for secure, immutable records.

• Property disputes are the leading cause of civil litigation in India (~66%).

Mains Keywords: Property Rights, Legal Reforms, E-Governance, Blockchain,

Institutional Maturity, Transparency

Mains Practice Question: “Examine the challenges in property transactions in India

and discuss how modernization of laws and adoption of technology can improve

transparency and reduce disputes.”

One Line Takeaway: Modernizing colonial-era property laws and adopting

blockchain can streamline transactions, reduce disputes, and enhance institutional

efficiency.





Topic: Truncation of Vande Mataram as National Song

Source: The Hindu

Relevance: GS Paper 1 – Modern Indian History; GS Paper 2 – Polity & Nation-

Building

Linked Topics: Indian Freedom Struggle, Cultural Heritage, Communal Politics

Context:

Prime Minister Narendra Modi stated that in 1937, the Congress adopted a truncated

version of Vande Mataram as the National Song, dropping four of the original six

stanzas. This fragmentation, according to him, reflected “divisive thinking” and

influenced communal politics, sowing seeds of future division in India.

Curiosity Question:

How did the truncation of Vande Mataram intersect with political considerations

during the freedom struggle?

Analytical Overview:

• Vande Mataram was written by Bankim Chandra Chattopadhyay in 1875 as part

of his novel Anandamath.

• The original song had six stanzas; only the first two were adopted as the National

Song in 1937 based on Congress committee recommendations.

• On 24 January 1950, the Constituent Assembly formally adopted the truncated

version as the Republic of India’s National Song.

• Subhas Chandra Bose advocated for the full original version, while Nehru

reportedly expressed concerns that the full text might “irritate Muslims,” reflecting

communal sensitivities.



Communal / Political Angle:

• The BJP has criticized the Congress for “pandering to a communal agenda” in

1937 by adopting a truncated version.

• Modi emphasizes the continued relevance of understanding historical divisions to

counter present-day communal challenges.

Constitutional / Policy Linkages:

• National symbols such as the National Song (Vande Mataram) are adopted

through parliamentary or Constituent Assembly decisions and reflect cultural and

political values of the nation.

• Highlights the balance between freedom of expression, religious sensitivities, and

national identity.

Way Forward / Recommendations:

• Educate the younger generation about the historical and cultural significance of

Vande Mataram.

• Encourage awareness of the interplay between culture, politics, and communal

harmony in nation-building.

Prelims Pointers:

• Author: Bankim Chandra Chattopadhyay, 1875; Part of Anandamath.

• National Song adoption: Truncated in 1937 by Congress; formally by Constituent

Assembly in 1950.

• Key personalities: Subhas Chandra Bose (advocated full version), Jawaharlal

Nehru (expressed caution).

Mains Keywords: Vande Mataram, Freedom Struggle, National Song, Cultural

Identity, Communal Politics, Congress 1937 Faizpur Session



Mains Practice Question:

“Discuss the historical significance of Vande Mataram during the freedom struggle

and the reasons for adopting a truncated version as India’s National Song. How do

cultural symbols influence nation-building and communal harmony?”

One Line Takeaway:

The truncation of Vande Mataram in 1937 reflects the interplay of cultural

symbolism, communal sensitivities, and nation-building during the freedom

movement.


