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1. Context (GS II – Polity: Election Commission & Electoral Reforms)
* The Supreme Court issued notice to the Election Commission, the West Bengal Government and the Chief Electoral 
Officer on a plea alleging that Special Intensive Revision (SIR) data was being used to deny welfare benefits.
* The Court observed that SIR is meant only for electoral roll revision and not for non-electoral purposes.

2. Basics
I. Special Intensive Revision (SIR): A comprehensive revision of electoral rolls undertaken by the Election Commission 
to ensure only eligible voters are enrolled.
II. Constitutional Provisions: Article 324 (powers of the Election Commission) and Article 326 (elections based on 
adult suffrage).
III. Parliamentary Law: Representation of the People Act, 1950—Sections 21, 22 and 23 deal with preparation, 
revision, correction and inclusion of names in electoral rolls.

3. Supreme Court’s Recent Directions
I. SIR is strictly an electoral exercise and cannot be used for administrative or welfare purposes.
II. Deletion of a name from the electoral roll does not automatically result in loss of Indian citizenship.
III. The Election Commission cannot determine citizenship; only the competent authority under the Citizenship Act, 
1955 can do so.
IV. SIR data cannot be used to deny ration cards, welfare schemes or other civil entitlements.





1. Context (GS II – Parliament, Judiciary & Separation of Powers)
* Core Argument: Parliament should not continue impeachment proceedings against former Justice Yashwant Varma after his 
resignation, as impeachment is meant only to remove a sitting judge, not to examine the conduct of someone who no longer 
holds office.

2. Basics
I. Constitutional Provisions
* Article 121 – Parliament cannot discuss the conduct of a Supreme Court or High Court judge except on a motion for removal.
* Article 124(4) – Removal of a Supreme Court judge.
* Article 124(5) – Parliament may regulate the removal procedure by law.
* Article 217(1)(b) – A High Court judge may resign by writing to the President.

II. Parliamentary Law
* Judges (Inquiry) Act, 1968 – Prescribes the procedure for investigation and removal of judges.

III. Purpose of Impeachment
* It is not a punishment; its sole objective is to remove a sitting judge on grounds of proved misbehaviour or incapacity.

3. Editorial’s Key Arguments
I. Resignation ends the constitutional process of removal, making impeachment infructuous.
II. Parliament should avoid debating the conduct of a person who is no longer a judge.
III. Any criminal misconduct, if disclosed, should be dealt with under ordinary criminal law, not through impeachment.
IV. Continuing impeachment after resignation may undermine judicial independence and set an undesirable constitutional 
precedent.





1. Context (GS II – Welfare Schemes & Labour Reforms)
* The Employees’ Provident Fund Organisation (EPFO) has launched Vishwas 2026, a one-time dispute resolution 
scheme to facilitate faster settlement of pending provident fund penalty and damages cases and promote 
voluntary compliance.

2. Vishwas 2026 Scheme
I. A one-time dispute resolution scheme notified under the EPF Scheme, 2026.
II. Covers disputes relating to damages and penalties under Section 14B of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 and Section 128 of the Code on Social Security, 2020.
III. Applicable to defaults committed before 14 June 2024 and will remain operational for six months from the date 
of notification.
IV. Seeks to reduce litigation, ensure speedy settlement of disputes and encourage voluntary compliance through 
a fully digital and time-bound process.

3. Basics: Employees’ Provident Fund Organisation (EPFO)
I. EPFO is a statutory body under the Ministry of Labour and Employment.
II. It administers the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952.
III. It manages major social security schemes, including the Employees’ Provident Fund (EPF), Employees’ 
Pension Scheme (EPS), and Employees’ Deposit Linked Insurance (EDLI) Scheme.
IV. It provides retirement savings, pension and social security benefits to organised sector employees.





1. Context (GS II – International Relations | GS III – Artificial Intelligence)
* At the World Artificial Intelligence Conference (WAIC), President Xi Jinping projected China 
as a leader of a new global AI order by promoting open-source AI and expanding AI 
cooperation with the Global South.

2. China’s Long-term Global South AI Governance Initiative
I. Promote open-source AI as a global public good to reduce dependence on proprietary AI 
models.
II. Build AI capacity in developing countries through technology transfer, training and 
infrastructure support.
III. Ensure greater participation of the Global South in framing international AI rules and 
standards.
IV. Bridge the AI and digital divide by improving equitable access to AI technologies.
V. Establish global AI safety mechanisms while keeping AI under human control.
VI. Position China as the leading AI partner for the Global South and an alternative to the 
U.S.-led AI governance model.







1. Context (GS II – International Relations: West Asia | GS III – Infrastructure & Energy Security)
* The U.S. intensified airstrikes on Iran, targeting key transport and energy infrastructure, while Iran retaliated by 
attacking U.S. allies in West Asia, escalating the regional conflict.

2. Major Infrastructure Destroyed

I. Road and railway bridges in Iran’s Hormozgan Province were struck, disrupting connectivity to Bandar Abbas, 
Iran’s largest port.
II. Power infrastructure was targeted, prompting Iran to appeal for reduced electricity consumption.
III. The commercial traffic control tower at Chabahar Port collapsed due to the strikes, disrupting port operations.
IV. Iran launched retaliatory missile attacks on Kuwait, Bahrain, Qatar and Jordan, damaging a power and water 
desalination plant in Kuwait.

3. Chabahar Port: Importance
I. Located on the Gulf of Oman, outside the Strait of Hormuz.
II. Provides India with direct access to Afghanistan and Central Asia, bypassing Pakistan.
III. A key component of the International North-South Transport Corridor (INSTC) and India’s regional connectivity 
strategy.
IV. The attack raises concerns over regional trade, energy security and India’s strategic interests in West Asia.




