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Context [GS-II — Parliament & State Legislatures: Structure, functioning, conduct of business, legislative scrutiny and executive accountability]
The 2026 Monsoon Session highlighted concerns over the functioning of Parliament, with repeated disruptions affecting debate and scrutiny. Lok 
Sabha functioned for only 15% and Rajya Sabha for 33% of scheduled time, while Question Hour functioned for just 1% in Lok Sabha and 12% in 
Rajya Sabha.

Summary
1. Parliament is losing its deliberative and active character
● Disruptions are displacing debate: Frequent adjournments reduce the time available for Question Hour, Zero Hour, debates and motions, weakening 
Parliament’s ability to deliberate on public issues.
● Legislative scrutiny is getting thinner: When Bills are discussed hurriedly or with limited participation, MPs get less opportunity to examine their 
constitutional, financial and implementation implications.
● Executive accountability suffers: Loss of Question Hour and other discussion mechanisms reduces the opportunities available to MPs to question 
ministers and scrutinise government action.
● Parliamentary productivity becomes misleading: A House may still pass Bills, but without adequate deliberation it risks becoming formally 
functional but substantively less effective.
Data: During the 2026 Monsoon Session, Lok Sabha functioned for only 15% and Rajya Sabha for 33% of scheduled time.

2. Government–Opposition confrontation is weakening parliamentary functioning
● Government’s responsibility to accommodate: A majority gives the Government the mandate to govern, but not to disregard legitimate Opposition 
demands for discussion.
● Opposition’s responsibility to scrutinise: The Opposition must challenge the Government, but disruption cannot become its principal instrument of 
dissent.
● Confrontation creates paralysis: When Government non-accommodation is met with repeated disruption, and disruption produces further 
Government resistance, political confrontation begins to consume parliamentary time.
● Accountability becomes the casualty: Instead of using parliamentary instruments such as questions, motions, debates and committees, both sides 
increasingly spend parliamentary time in confrontation.
Data: The extremely low utilisation of scheduled time during the 2026 Monsoon Session illustrates the institutional cost of this confrontation.



3. Parliamentary conventions of accommodation are eroding
● Rules alone cannot sustain Parliament: Parliamentary functioning also depends upon conventions of mutual respect, restraint, reciprocity and accommodation.
● Disagreement is becoming adversarial: Political opponents are increasingly treated as adversaries whose defeat is more important than institutional cooperation.
● Reciprocity is weakening: Parties may resist parliamentary practices in Opposition that they themselves defend when in Government, weakening the continuity of 
parliamentary conventions.
● Institutional trust consequently declines: When Government and Opposition cease to trust each other, negotiation and compromise become politically costly, making 
disruption and confrontation easier.

4. Parliamentary persuasion is giving way to political spectacle
● From debate to visibility: Parliamentary politics is increasingly influenced by slogans, protests, walkouts and televised confrontation, rather than sustained argument 
and persuasion.
● Deliberation becomes performative: Political positions are often presented for public consumption rather than debated with the objective of persuading or modifying 
the opposing side.
● Consensus-building suffers: When politics becomes a contest of visibility, Parliament loses its distinctive capacity to bring competing viewpoints together for reasoned 
negotiation.

Way Forward
1. Restore Government–Opposition accommodation
● Government should provide adequate space for legitimate Opposition concerns.
● Opposition should make debate, questioning, motions and scrutiny its primary instruments, using disruption only as a last resort.
2. Protect the deliberative functioning of Parliament
● Safeguard Question Hour, Zero Hour, debates and legislative discussions from routine disruption.
● Ensure adequate time for meaningful consideration of important Bills.
3. Strengthen legislative scrutiny
● Increase meaningful use of Department-related Standing Committees, Select Committees and Joint Parliamentary Committees.
● Balance legislative efficiency with legislative quality.
4. Revive parliamentary conventions
● Restore mutual respect, reciprocity, restraint and accommodation across party lines.
● Institutional interests must take precedence over short-term partisan advantage.
5. Institutionalise political disagreement
● Political conflict is intrinsic to democracy; it should be channelled through:
Questioning → Debate → Deliberation → Negotiation → Accountable decision-making







Context [GS-III — Environmental Impact Assessment, Environmental Governance, Sustainable Development]
The Supreme Court’s judgment in Vanashakti v. Union of India (2026) addresses whether projects that commenced without the legally required prior Environmental 
Clearance (EC) can subsequently be regularised.

1. What did the Supreme Court hold?
● Prior EC is mandatory: Projects covered under the EIA framework must obtain environmental clearance before construction or operation.
● Post-facto clearance cannot be routine: The Court rejected the idea of allowing projects to start first and seek environmental approval later.
● 2021 Office Memorandum struck down: The Court held that an executive instruction cannot create a continuing mechanism for regularising violations of a 
statutory requirement.
● Limited exception: A fresh, narrowly tailored statutory mechanism may be created in exceptional cases where overriding public interest genuinely demands it.

2. Historical Background: How did post-facto clearance emerge?
● EIA Notification, 2006: Established the requirement of prior Environmental Clearance for specified projects.
● Problem of violation: Some projects commenced construction or operations without obtaining the required EC, creating a category of “violation cases.”
● 2017 Notification: The Government introduced a one-time mechanism to deal with certain existing violations and bring them within the environmental regulatory 
framework.
● 2021 Office Memorandum: A subsequent administrative mechanism provided a route for processing projects that had violated the prior-EC requirement.
● Vanashakti case: The legality of this approach was challenged, leading the Supreme Court to examine whether post-facto regularisation through executive action 
was compatible with the statutory EIA regime.

3. Why is the Judgment Significant?
● Protects the precautionary principle: Environmental assessment must ordinarily happen before a project begins, when environmental risks can still be prevented 
or mitigated.
● Strengthens the rule of law: An executive Office Memorandum cannot dilute a requirement flowing from the statutory environmental framework.
● Prevents “violate first, regularise later”: Routine post-facto clearance could create an incentive to ignore environmental norms and treat penalties as merely a 
cost of doing business.
● Introduces proportionality: The judgment recognises that every violation may not warrant an identical remedy such as automatic closure or demolition; genuine 
public interest can require a calibrated response.
● Balances environment and development: It retains prior EC as the rule while allowing only a narrow, legally authorised pathway for exceptional cases.







Context [GS-III — Biodiversity & Wildlife Conservation: Tiger reserves, protected areas, Forest Rights and human–wildlife coexistence]
The Odisha Government has constituted a high-level committee to examine the process of village relocation from the Satkosia Tiger Reserve, 
particularly whether relocation followed the legal safeguards for forest-dwelling communities while meeting tiger-conservation objectives.

1. Satkosia Tiger Reserve: Why is it important?
● Location: Situated along the Mahanadi Gorge in Odisha, Satkosia comprises the Satkosia Gorge and Baisipalli landscapes.
● Tiger Reserve: Notified in 2007; Odisha has two Tiger Reserves — Similipal and Satkosia.
● Biodiversity: It is an important landscape for tigers, elephants, leopards, gharials, mugger crocodiles and other forest species.
● Tiger conservation challenge: The reserve’s tiger population has declined sharply, making habitat protection, prey recovery and restoration of a 
viable tiger population major conservation priorities.

2. Why does Relocation Become Relevant?
● Need for inviolate habitat: Critical tiger habitats may require relatively undisturbed areas for breeding, prey availability and long-term tiger 
recovery.
● But conservation has a rights dimension: Forest-dependent communities cannot be displaced simply because an area has been designated for 
wildlife conservation.
● The issue is therefore to ensure that ecological requirements are met without violating legally recognised forest rights.

3. What do the Laws Provide?
● Wild Life (Protection) Act, 1972 — Section 38V: Provides for Tiger Conservation Plans and requires tiger reserves to be managed for the protection 
of tiger habitats and ecologically compatible land use.
● Forest Rights Act, 2006 — Section 4(2): Provides safeguards for relocation from critical wildlife habitats, including recognition and settlement of 
rights, informed consent of the Gram Sabha and provision of rehabilitation.
● Forest Rights Act — Section 6: Lays down the process for recognition and verification of forest rights, beginning with the Gram Sabha.
● National Tiger Conservation Authority (NTCA): Its relocation guidelines envisage voluntary village relocation, with adequate compensation, 
rehabilitation and livelihood support.







Context [GS-II — Federalism: Centre–State relations, inter-State relations and cooperative federalism]
The 31st Southern Zonal Council meeting brought the southern States and UTs together to discuss inter-State disputes, fiscal federalism, delimitation 
and regional development, strengthening institutional dialogue between the Centre and States.

1. Zonal Councils: Basic Framework
● Statutory bodies: The five Zonal Councils were established under Part III (Sections 15–22) of the States Reorganisation Act, 1956. They are statutory 
and advisory, not constitutional, bodies.
● Five Councils: Northern, Central, Eastern, Western and Southern.
● Chairman: Union Home Minister; Chief Ministers of member States participate, with Vice-Chairmanship rotating among them.
● Purpose: They provide a common forum for discussing inter-State and Centre–State issues, promoting coordination and consensus.
● North-Eastern States: They are not covered by these five Zonal Councils. The region has a separate North Eastern Council (NEC), established under the 
North Eastern Council Act, 1971, with its institutional framework subsequently amended in 2002.

2. Southern Zonal Council
● States: Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Kerala, Tamil Nadu and Telangana.
● UTs: Puducherry, Lakshadweep and Andaman & Nicobar Islands.
● It provides a regional platform for addressing common developmental concerns and inter-State issues.

3. Significance for Cooperative Federalism
● Dialogue: Provides an institutional platform for Centre–State and inter-State consultation.
● Dispute resolution: Helps address water, infrastructure, bifurcation and other inter-State issues.
● Coordination: Enables States to cooperate on issues requiring joint action.
● Federal trust: Regular interaction promotes consensus, mutual understanding and cooperative federalism.

4. Issues Discussed in the 31st Meeting
● Water disputes: Krishna, Cauvery, Mullaperiyar and other inter-State river issues.
● Delimitation: Concerns regarding its possible impact on the political representation of southern States.
● Fiscal federalism: Issues relating to fund sharing and States’ fiscal space.
● AP–Telangana: Pending bifurcation, asset-liability and water-related issues.





Context [GS-II/III — India–Japan relations, Indo-Pacific, maritime security and defence cooperation]
India and Japan have signed a Memorandum of Arrangement (MoA) on Maritime Security Cooperation, aimed at deepening operational 
cooperation between the Indian Navy and Japan Maritime Self-Defense Force (JMSDF).

1. What has been signed?
● The MoA will strengthen maritime operational cooperation through information sharing, naval exercises, personnel exchanges and 
reciprocal port visits.
● It provides for cooperation in Maritime Domain Awareness (MDA), search and rescue, humanitarian assistance and disaster relief 
(HADR).
● Both sides will enhance logistical support, including access to ports, maintenance and ship-repair facilities.

2. Defence Cooperation Beyond the Pact
● Mine countermeasures: Cooperation will be expanded to address maritime mine threats.
● Shipbuilding: India and Japan will explore joint development and design of naval vessels, combining Japanese technology with India’s 
manufacturing capabilities.
● Ship repair: Greater use of Indian ship-repair facilities under Make in India will be explored.
● Exercises: Cooperation will expand through Dharma Guardian, JIMEX and Veer Guardian, with Japanese fighter aircraft participating in 
Veer Guardian 26 in India.

3. Strategic Significance
● Strengthens the India–Japan Special Strategic and Global Partnership and their commitment to a Free and Open Indo-Pacific.
● Enhances India’s and Japan’s ability to protect Sea Lines of Communication (SLOCs) and respond jointly to maritime challenges.
● Deepens defence cooperation from exercises towards operational, logistical and defence-industrial collaboration.





Context [GS-III — Space Technology: Reusable launch vehicles, space commercialisation and emerging technologies]
China has achieved its first successful land-based recovery of an orbital rocket’s first stage with the Zhuque-3, developed by private 
company LandSpace. The achievement marks an important step in China’s push towards reusable launch technology. 

1. What is special about Zhuque-3?
● A reusable orbital-class rocket developed by LandSpace, a Chinese private space company.
● Its first stage separated after launch, returned to Earth and landed vertically on land using deployable landing legs.
● This is China’s first successful land recovery of an orbital rocket stage and its second successful recovery overall. 
● In July 2026, China had already demonstrated sea-based recovery of the first stage of the Long March-10B, using a ship-based net-
capture system. 

2. Land Recovery and Sea Recovery
● Land landing: The booster performs a controlled return and lands vertically at a designated ground site using landing legs — the 
approach now demonstrated by Zhuque-3.
● Sea recovery: A booster can return to a ship/barge or sea platform, useful when the launch trajectory makes a land landing impractical. 
China’s Long March-10B demonstrated this through net capture. 
● Both approaches aim at the same objective: recovering and reusing expensive rocket hardware instead of discarding it after one 
launch.

3. Global Significance
● United States: SpaceX and Blue Origin have already demonstrated orbital-class booster recovery and reuse. 
● China: With LandSpace’s Zhuque-3, China has now entered this advanced stage of reusable orbital launch technology.
● Why it matters: Reusable boosters can reduce launch costs, shorten turnaround time and enable more frequent launches, making 
access to space more economical.


