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Context (GS III – Science & Technology: Artificial Intelligence, Digital Public Infrastructure)
India is exploring ways to develop an inclusive and affordable AI ecosystem by leveraging its successful Digital Public Infrastructure (DPI) model. The 
focus is on making AI accessible through interoperable platforms, indigenous innovation and public digital infrastructure.

Key Points
I. Digital Public Infrastructure (DPI)
* India’s DPI comprises Aadhaar, UPI and DEPA/Account Aggregator, which have reduced transaction costs and expanded digital inclusion.
* The DPI approach can be extended to AI by creating open and interoperable digital infrastructure.

II. India’s AI Opportunity
* India possesses large volumes of data, skilled human resources and a vast digital user base.
* However, dependence on foreign AI models and computing infrastructure limits domestic value creation.

III. Measures to Strengthen India’s AI Ecosystem
* Expand affordable computing infrastructure under the IndiaAI Mission.
* Promote open-source/open-weight foundation models.
* Develop a Unified Intelligence Interface (UII) for seamless AI access.
* Encourage public-private partnerships, responsible use of public datasets and multilingual AI development.

IV. Potential Benefits
* Greater technological self-reliance.
* Lower cost of AI adoption.
* Increased innovation and startup growth.
* Wider AI applications in governance, healthcare, agriculture, education and MSMEs.

V. Challenges
* High computing and energy requirements.
* Data privacy and cybersecurity concerns.
* Ethical AI governance and regulatory framew







Context (GS II – International Relations: India’s Maritime Policy, BIMSTEC & Indo-Pacific)
India has proposed SHANTI (Securing Holistic Advancement through Norms, Trust and Integrity) as a maritime governance 
framework to strengthen regional cooperation in the Bay of Bengal through norms, trust and institutional partnerships.

1. SHANTI Framework
I. SHANTI stands for Securing Holistic Advancement through Norms, Trust and Integrity.
II. It seeks to institutionalise maritime cooperation based on rules, trust and shared responsibility, rather than strategic 
competition.
III. It complements India’s maritime vision under SAGAR and MAHASAGAR by providing a governance framework for 
regional cooperation.

2. Objectives
I. Promote maritime security and a rules-based maritime order.
II. Strengthen cooperation in disaster management, humanitarian assistance, blue economy, fisheries, environmental 
protection and maritime law enforcement.
III. Build resilient regional institutions to address common transboundary maritime challenges.

3. Significance
I. Positions the Bay of Bengal as the starting point for India’s cooperative maritime strategy due to its strategic location 
and shared regional challenges.
II. Reinforces India’s role as a preferred security partner in the Indian Ocean Region through consensus-building rather 
than dominance.
III. Strengthens regional platforms such as BIMSTEC and advances India’s Act East and Indo-Pacific vision.





Context (GS II – Polity & Governance: Judiciary, Judicial Reforms & Access to Justice)
The proposal to establish Fast-Track Courts (FTCs) for cases under the Public Examinations (Prevention of Unfair Means) Act, 2024 has 
reignited the debate on whether specialised courts ensure speedy justice or merely shift the existing judicial backlog.

1. Fast-Track Courts
I. Fast-Track Courts are special courts constituted to ensure expeditious disposal of specified categories of cases without creating a 
separate judicial hierarchy.
II. They generally utilise existing judges and judicial infrastructure; therefore, they often prioritise selected cases rather than expanding 
judicial capacity.
III. Their functioning must uphold Article 14 (Equality before Law), ensuring that classification of cases for fast-track treatment is based 
on a reasonable and non-arbitrary criterion.

2. Challenges
I. Fast-tracking selected cases may simply redistribute pendency instead of reducing the overall judicial backlog.
II. Persistent judicial vacancies, shortage of prosecutors, inadequate forensic laboratories and weak investigative capacity remain the 
principal causes of delay.
III. While Article 21 guarantees the Right to Speedy Trial as part of the Right to Life and Personal Liberty, speedy disposal cannot come 
at the cost of a fair investigation and fair trial.

3. Way Forward
I. Increase the number of judges, strengthen prosecution services and modernise forensic infrastructure instead of relying solely on 
Fast-Track Courts.
II. Ensure objective criteria for assigning cases to Fast-Track Courts while balancing efficiency with procedural fairness.
III. The Public Examinations (Prevention of Unfair Means) Act, 2024 provides stringent measures against examination malpractices, but 
its effective implementation requires adequate judicial and investigative capacity.







Context (GS II – Health: Communicable Diseases; Prelims – Ebola Virus Disease)
The Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) is witnessing a major Ebola outbreak, underlining 
the importance of disease surveillance, vaccination and global health preparedness.

1. Ebola Virus Disease (EVD)
I. Ebola is a viral haemorrhagic fever caused by the Ebolavirus (Filoviridae family).
II. It spreads through direct contact with infected blood, body fluids or contaminated objects and 
has a high fatality rate.
III. Prevention relies on early detection, isolation, contact tracing and vaccination (Ervebo vaccine).

2. Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC)
I. Located in Central Africa, the DRC is one of Africa’s largest countries and is traversed by the 
Congo River, the continent’s second-longest river.
II. It shares borders with nine countries: Republic of the Congo, Central African Republic, South 
Sudan, Uganda, Rwanda, Burundi, Tanzania, Zambia and Angola.
III. The DRC is part of the Congo Basin, home to the world’s second-largest tropical rainforest 
after the Amazon, making it ecologically significant.







Context (GS II – Social Justice: Labour & Welfare; GS III – Economy: Labour Reforms; International Organisations – ILO)
The International Labour Conference (ILC) adopted ILO Convention No. 193 on Decent Work in the Platform Economy, the first legally 
binding international treaty on gig and platform workers. While the Convention was adopted by a large majority, India abstained from voting.

1. ILO Convention No. 193
I. It is the first binding international convention that establishes minimum labour rights for gig and platform workers, irrespective of whether 
they are classified as employees or independent contractors.
II. It provides for fair remuneration, timely payment, occupational safety, social security, algorithmic transparency, protection against 
arbitrary deactivation and access to grievance redressal.
III. Ratifying countries are required to align their domestic laws with the Convention.

2. India’s Position
I. India abstained, stating that labour is a Concurrent List subject and domestic laws should be aligned before accepting international 
obligations.
II. India has already recognised gig workers and platform workers under the Code on Social Security, 2020, which provides for social 
security schemes funded through contributions from platform aggregators.
III. However, several welfare measures under the Code are yet to be fully operationalised, while some States, such as Rajasthan, have 
enacted separate legislation for platform workers.

3. Significance
I. The Convention seeks to establish a global minimum standard for the rapidly expanding gig economy and improve workers’ social and 
economic security.
II. For India, balancing labour protection, platform innovation and employment generation remains the key policy challenge, given its large 
and growing gig workforce.





Context (GS II – Polity & Governance: Transparency, Accountability & RTI)
The non-disclosure of audited financial statements of the PM CARES Fund after FY 2022–23 has revived the debate over its transparency, 
accountability and applicability of the Right to Information (RTI) Act, 2005.

1. PM CARES Fund
I. PM CARES (Prime Minister’s Citizen Assistance and Relief in Emergency Situations Fund) was established in March 2020 as a public charitable 
trust to provide relief during public health emergencies, natural disasters and other emergencies.
II. The Prime Minister is the ex-officio Chairperson, while the Defence Minister, Home Minister and Finance Minister are ex-officio Trustees.
III. The Fund is financed entirely through voluntary contributions from individuals, organisations and institutions, and does not receive budgetary 
support from the Consolidated Fund of India.

2. Constitutional and Legal Status
I. PM CARES is not a constitutional body, statutory body or constitutional fund. It is a public charitable trust registered under the Registration 
Act, 1908.
II. The Union Government has maintained that PM CARES is not a ‘public authority’ under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005; therefore, it is not 
directly subject to RTI provisions.
III. It is also not audited by the Comptroller and Auditor General (CAG). Instead, its accounts are audited by an independent Chartered 
Accountant appointed by the Trust.

3. Issues and Concerns
I. Non-disclosure of recent audit reports has raised concerns regarding transparency, public accountability and financial oversight.
II. The close association of the Fund with constitutional functionaries has led to continuing debates on whether it should be brought under the 
ambit of the RTI Act and subjected to greater public scrutiny.
III. The issue highlights the broader governance challenge of balancing operational flexibility in disaster response with institutional transparency 
and accountability.


