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Context (GS III: Environment | Energy Security | Agriculture | Waste Management)
The Union Cabinet approved the National Circular Bioenergy Scheme (GOBARdhan – Galvanising Organic Bio-Agro Resources Dhan) 
with an outlay of ₹23,731 crore (FY 2026–27 to FY 2035–36) to expand Compressed Biogas (CBG) production and promote a circular 
bioeconomy.

1. GOBARdhan Scheme
I. Ministry: Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas (MoPNG)
II. Key Features
● Umbrella scheme: Integrates all Central Government support for the CBG ecosystem under a single framework.
● Feedstock diversification: Utilises cattle dung, crop residue, press mud, sewage and other biodegradable waste for CBG production.
● Assured offtake mechanism: Ensures market access for CBG producers through guaranteed procurement.
● Administered pricing mechanism: Provides price certainty to improve project viability.
● Viability Gap Funding (VGF): Financial support for commercially less viable CBG projects.
● Private sector participation: Encourages PPPs and investment across the CBG value chain.

III. Objectives
● Increase domestic CBG production nearly tenfold and reduce dependence on imported natural gas.
● Convert organic waste into clean fuel and bio-manure through the Waste-to-Wealth approach.
● Generate rural employment and provide additional income to farmers.

IV. Significance
● Strengthens the Circular Economy and scientific waste management.
● Reduces stubble burning, landfill waste and greenhouse gas emissions.
● Supports India’s Net Zero 2070 target and long-term energy security.







Context (GS III: Environment | Biodiversity | Environmental Governance | Judiciary)
The Supreme Court, in T.N. Godavarman Thirumulpad v. Union of India, clarified that its 10-km mining restriction around 
the Asan Wetland Conservation Reserve should, on the principle of parity, extend to Wetland Conservation Reserves 
across India, despite the absence of a statutory buffer under the Wetlands Rules, 2017.

1. Supreme Court Judgment
I. Key Highlights
● Mining within 10 km of the Asan Wetland Conservation Reserve requires prior approval of the Standing Committee of the 
National Board for Wildlife (NBWL) and/or MoEFCC.
● The Court held that the same judicial safeguard should apply to Wetland Conservation Reserves across India, subject to 
verification of wetland boundaries where they extend across States.
● Unlike Eco-Sensitive Zones (ESZs) around National Parks and Wildlife Sanctuaries, which are protected under the 
Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972, Ramsar wetlands have no statutory 10-km buffer under the Wetlands (Conservation and 
Management) Rules, 2017.
● The judgment therefore creates an additional judicial safeguard based on the Precautionary Principle.

2. Asan Wetland Conservation Reserve
● Location: Confluence of the Asan and Yamuna rivers, Uttarakhand.
● Status: Conservation Reserve under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972; Ramsar Site (2020).
● Importance: Critical habitat for migratory birds along the Central Asian Flyway.
● Why in News: First Ramsar Site in India to receive a 10-km judicial safeguard against mining, setting a precedent for 
other Wetland Conservation Reserves.





Context (GS III: Cyber Security | Internal Security | Governance)
In In Re: Victims of Digital Arrest Related to Forged Documents (Suo Motu Writ Petition (Criminal) No. 3 of 2025), the Supreme Court directed the Union and States 
to establish a coordinated institutional framework to tackle digital arrest scams through preventive regulation, faster fund recovery and enhanced victim 
protection.

1. Supreme Court Directions
I. Financial Safeguards
● Directed the Reserve Bank of India (RBI) to formulate a Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) for immediate freezing of suspected mule accounts.
● Called for a mechanism to facilitate speedy recovery and restitution of money lost by victims.
II. Institutional Coordination
● Directed States to operationalise electronic Zero First Information Reports (e-Zero FIRs) for prompt registration of cyber fraud cases.
● Strengthen coordination among the Ministry of Home Affairs (MHA), Indian Cyber Crime Coordination Centre (I4C), Department of Telecommunications (DoT), 
Reserve Bank of India (RBI), banks and law-enforcement agencies through a common response framework.

2. Significance of the Judgment
I. Preventive Governance
● Marks a shift from a reactive investigation model to a preventive cyber fraud management framework, enabling early intervention before funds are siphoned off.
II. Victim-Centric Justice
● Gives equal importance to recovery of victims’ money and compensation, instead of limiting the response to criminal prosecution.
III. Institutional Accountability
● Clearly assigns responsibilities to regulators, financial institutions and telecom operators, recognising cyber fraud as a whole-of-government challenge rather 
than merely a law-and-order issue.

3. Way Forward
I. Technology
● Deploy Artificial Intelligence (AI)-based fraud detection, real-time transaction monitoring and stronger KYC verification.
II. Governance
● Strengthen cross-border cooperation, improve conviction rates and expand cyber awareness to counter evolving fraud techniques.





Context (GS II: Judiciary | Women | Social Justice)
In X v. State of Karnataka (2026), the Supreme Court held that the offence of cruelty by husband or his relatives under Section 85 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita 
(BNS), 2023 extends to women in live-in relationships in the nature of marriage, provided the relationship satisfies the judicial tests laid down by the Court.

1. Supreme Court Judgment
I. Earlier Legal Position
● Section 85, Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita (BNS), 2023 (earlier Section 498A, IPC) was generally invoked in legally recognised marriages.
● Women in live-in relationships largely relied on the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005, which provides civil remedies.

II. What did the Supreme Court hold?
● Section 85, BNS must receive a purposive interpretation, as its object is to punish domestic cruelty rather than merely protect formally valid marriages.
● A person cannot escape criminal liability by pleading that the marriage was void, voidable or never legally solemnised after inducing a woman into a marriage-
like relationship.
● Criminal protection is available only to relationships in the nature of marriage, not to all live-in relationships.

III. Conditions for Protection
● Relationship in the nature of marriage.
● Intent to marry.
● Long-term cohabitation and shared domestic life.

2. Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005
I. Key Features
● A civil legislation protecting women from domestic violence in both marital and marriage-like relationships.
● Provides protection orders, residence rights, monetary relief, custody and compensation.

II. What is new in this Judgment?
● Clarifies that relief under the Domestic Violence Act cannot replace criminal prosecution under Section 85, BNS.
● Extends criminal-law protection against domestic cruelty to eligible live-in relationships, thereby bridging the gap between civil remedies and criminal liability.
● Aligns criminal law with evolving family structures while preventing misuse by restricting protection to genuine marriage-like relationships.





Syllabus (GS II): Education | Human Resource Development | Governance | Social Justice
Context: With declining fertility, changing demographics and falling student enrolment, several States are consolidating under-enrolled government 
schools into better-equipped institutions to improve educational quality and optimise public resources. The challenge is to ensure that quality and 
efficiency do not compromise equitable access, particularly for rural, tribal and disadvantaged children.

1. What is School Consolidation?
● School consolidation is the merger or rationalisation of under-enrolled schools into larger, better-equipped schools to improve the utilisation of 
teachers, infrastructure and financial resources, while enhancing the quality of education.

2. Need for School Consolidation
● Declining enrolment: Student enrolment declined from 26.95 crore (2014–15) to 24.69 crore (2024–25).
● Under-utilised government schools: Government schools declined from 11.07 lakh to 10.13 lakh, while the average students per school fell from 
172 to 168.
● Resource optimisation: Teachers increased from 89.84 lakh to 1.01 crore, requiring better teacher deployment and infrastructure utilisation.
Source: Unified District Information System for Education Plus (UDISE+) 2024–25, Department of School Education & Literacy, Ministry of Education.

3. Benefits
● Improves learning outcomes: Better access to subject teachers, laboratories, libraries and Information and Communication Technology (ICT) 
facilities (Article 21A).
● Efficient governance: Optimises public expenditure and reduces duplication of infrastructure.
● Supports National Education Policy (NEP), 2020: Facilitates multidisciplinary and holistic education.

4. Challenges
● Accessibility: Longer travel distances may affect girls, tribal children and students in remote areas (Articles 14 & 21A).
● Dropout risk: Poor transport may increase absenteeism, affecting Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 4 – Quality Education.
● Regional disparities: Uniform consolidation may not suit geographically difficult or sparsely populated regions.





Context (GS III: Science & Technology | Innovation | Industrial Policy)
China’s Beijing Model of Innovation integrates universities, industry, start-ups and the State to bridge the “Valley of Death” (the gap between 
research and commercialisation), enabling rapid advances in Artificial Intelligence (AI), robotics and other frontier technologies.

1. Beijing Model of Innovation
● Innovation Clusters: Research universities, incubators, industries and technology parks (e.g., Zhongguancun, Yizhuang) function as an 
integrated ecosystem.
● Technology Commercialisation: Dedicated technology managers and incubators convert laboratory research into market-ready products.
● State-backed Patient Capital: Government provides long-term funding, industrial infrastructure, tax incentives and complements Venture 
Capital (VC).
● Mission-oriented Strategy: Focus on strategic sectors such as Artificial Intelligence (AI), semiconductors and humanoid robotics.

2. Outcomes
● 1.04 lakh technology contracts executed by Beijing’s technology transfer platform in 2025.
● China has entered the Top 10 of the Global Innovation Index (GII) 2025, ranking 10th globally. 
● Rapid scaling of Artificial Intelligence (AI) and humanoid robotics through integrated domestic supply chains.

3. Lessons for India
● Strengthen industry–academia collaboration through Technology Transfer Offices (TTOs) and research parks.
● Increase public investment in Research and Development (R&D) and provide patient capital for deep-tech sectors.
● Develop innovation clusters around premier institutions such as the Indian Institutes of Technology (IITs), Indian Institute of Science (IISc) 
and startup ecosystems.
● Shift policy focus from research publications to commercialisation, patents and deep-tech manufacturing.

Key Data
● Global Innovation Index (GII) 2025: China – 10th | India – 38th. 
● China: 24 of the world’s top innovation clusters. India: 4 top innovation clusters.




