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• The newly-introduced offence under the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, which criminalises sexual 
intercourse by employing deceitful means, including a promise of marriage, punishes deceit, 
fraud and exploitation, but not disappointment, failed affection or the collapse of a 
relationship, said the High Court of Karnataka on Wednesday.

• “Section 69 [of BNS] criminalises sexual intercourse by employing deceitful means including 
a promise of marriage, without intention of fulfilment. 

• The provision, though newly introduced, cannot be interpreted in a manner that allows it to 
become an instrument of retroactive criminalisation of consensual relationships upon the 
mere recital of promise,” the court said.

• Justice M. Nagaprasanna made these observations while quashing a criminal case against an 
advocate by a woman accusing him of broken marriage promise after having sexual 
relationship with her. 



• Standalone Offence: Section 69 specifically criminalises sexual intercourse induced 
by false promises of marriage, a concept not explicitly addressed under the Indian 
Penal Code (IPC).

• Definition of the Offence: The provision penalises deceitful sexual relations where 
the accused never intended to marry.

• Punishment: Offenders under Section 69 can face up to 10 years imprisonment, a 
fine, or both, but this offence is not classified as rape.

• Deceitful Means: The section includes deceitful actions like false marriage or job 
promises and concealing true identity to induce a sexual relationship.
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• There has been much attention on 107 Members of Parliament in the Lok Sabha (the 
INDIA bloc) having given notice of an impeachment motion in December 2025, 
seeking the removal of Justice G.R. Swaminathan, Judge of the Madras High Court. 

• The motion had 13 charges against the judge which included one that the judge has 
been acting against secular constitutional principles and favouring lawyers of a 
particular community.

• Impeachment of a judge of the Supreme Court of India is provided for in Articles 
124(4) and 124(5) of the Constitution and that of a High Court judge in Articles 
217(1)(b) and 218. 

• The term ‘impeachment’ is not used in the Constitution which instead uses the term 
‘removal’ in the case of judges. 



• The term ‘impeachment’ is used only in the context of the removal of the President 
of India from office (Article 61). The procedure laid down in Article 124 for the 
removal of a Supreme Court judge applies to a High Court judge as well.

• Article 124(5) provides that Parliament may make law to regulate the procedure for 
the investigation of the charges against the judge. 

• Accordingly, Parliament enacted the Judges (Inquiry) Act in 1968 which, together 
with the Judges Inquiry Rules, deals with the entire procedure for the impeachment 
of judges.

• A judge of the Supreme Court or the High Court can be removed from office on the 
ground of proved misbehaviour or incapacity. Misbehaviour has not been specifically 
defined in the Constitution.



• The main provisions of Articles 124(4) and (5) are: ‘an address to be passed by each House of 
Parliament supported by a majority of the total membership of each House and by a majority of not 
less than two thirds of the members present and voting which shall be sent to the President seeking 
the removal of the judge who shall thereupon pass an order removing the judge from his office’. 

• This Act provides for a motion to be submitted to either the Speaker (Lok Sabha) or the Chairman 
(Rajya Sabha) signed by Members of either House. The Act requires not less than 100 Members of the 
Lok Sabha to sign the notice of motion if given to the Speaker and not less than 50 Members of the 
Rajya Sabha to sign the notice if given to the Chairman. The motion seeks to present an address to 
the President for the removal of the judge.

• The Act in fact introduces a procedure under which the motion given notice is required to be 
admitted by the Speaker/Chairman in the first place. The Act further says that the Speaker/Chairman 
may even disallow the motion.

• A three-member committee is set up under the Judges (Inquiry) Act, 1968. It includes a Supreme 
Court judge (or the Chief Justice of India), the Chief Justice of a High Court, and an eminent jurist. 



Which one of the following factors constitutes the best safeguard of liberty in a liberal 
democracy?

(a) A committed judiciary

(b) Centralization of powers

(c) Elected government

(d) Separation of powers



In India, Judicial Review implies

(a) the power of the Judiciary to pronounce upon the constitutionality of laws and 
executive orders.

(b) the power of the Judiciary to question the wisdom of the laws enacted by the 
Legislatures.

(c) the power of the Judiciary to review all the legislative enactments before they are 
assented to by the President.

(d) the power of the Judiciary to review its own judgements given earlier in similar or 
different cases.
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• The actions of Tamil Nadu Governor R.N. Ravi and his Kerala counterpart Rajendra Vishwanath 
Arlekar during their customary Legislative Assembly addresses on January 20 came as no surprise to 
those who have followed the conduct of Governors in non BJP-ruled States.

• Apparently tired of Mr. Ravi’s repeated violations of the convention, Tamil Nadu Chief Minister M.K. 
Stalin has favoured a constitutional amendment to do away with the practice of commencing the first 
Assembly session of the year with the Governor’s address. 

• Articles 87 and 176 of the Constitution require the President and Governors to make special 
addresses to Parliament and State legislatures, in the new year. 

• About 35 years ago, President Venkataraman had repeatedly recommended to Prime Ministers Rajiv 
Gandhi and Chandra Shekhar that the practice be deleted through an amendment as he called it a 
“British anachronism” and a “meaningless formality”. 



Consider the following statements regarding constitutional provisions in India:

I. The Constitution of India explicitly mentions situations where the Governor of a State can act in 
his/her discretion.  

II. The President of India can, on his/her own, reserve a Bill passed by a State Legislature for 
consideration, even without it being forwarded by the Governor of the concerned State.  

Which of the above statements is/are correct?  

(a) I only  

(b) II only  

(c) Both I and II  

(d) Neither I nor II 



Mains Question

Q. Centre–State relations in India are often tested during times of political divergence 
and fiscal stress. Critically examine the constitutional framework governing Centre–State 
relations. Suggest measures to strengthen cooperative federalism.
(250 words | 15 marks)

प्रश्न. भारत में कें द्र–राज्य सबंंध अक्सर राजनीततक मतभेद और वित्तीय दबाि के समय 
परीक्षा में पड़ जाते हैं। कें द्र–राज्य सबंंधों से सबंंधधत सिंैधातनक ढांचे की समालोचनात्मक 
समीक्षा कीजजए। सहकारी सघंिाद को सदुृढ़ करने के ललए उपाय सझुाइए।
(250 शब्द | 15 अकं)
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• It has been a decade since the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 
2015, or the JJ Act, came into force, altering the juvenile justice landscape by 
introducing the “transfer system.” 

• A Private Member’s Bill introduced in Parliament in December 2025 has sought to 
amend the JJ Act by lowering the age threshold from 16 to 14 years for children 
accused of “heinous” offences. 

• These are offences with a minimum punishment of seven years’ imprisonment or 
more. 

• If enacted, this will permit 14 to 15 year olds to potentially be exposed to adult 
criminal trial processes and prison, further eroding principles of care, rehabilitation 
and reintegration and prioritising retribution.



• The Indian juvenile justice is premised on the philosophy that children are 
developmentally different from adults, and are amenable to reform. 

• In response to the Delhi gang rape case (2012), the JJ Act took a punitive turn, 
introducing the “transfer system,” under which 16 to 18 year olds accused of heinous 
offences are subjected to a preliminary assessment by the Juvenile Justice Board 
(JJB) to determine whether they should be tried as adults. 

• Their mental capacity and ability to understand consequences of the offence are 
assessed among other things. If transferred, the children’s courts can try them as an 
adult or deal with them as a child.

• This change was not supported either by empirical evidence or by the Parliamentary 
Standing Committee that had examined the Bill and found it to be contrary to 
domestic and international standards on juvenile justice.



• Many cases involving adolescents arise from structural vulnerability and inequalities. 
It bears recalling that many children in conflict with the law are simultaneously 
children in need of care and protection, whose contact with the justice system 
reflects unmet welfare obligations rather than inherent criminality. 

• Lowering the age threshold risks drawing these children deeper into punitive 
processes, without improving the system’s ability to distinguish between culpability 
and vulnerability.

• Exposure to adult criminal processes carries serious consequences for children. 

• Detention interrupts schooling and stunts cognitive development, criminal 
proceedings generate stigma, and prolonged engagement with the justice system 
creates lasting psychological strain. 



• The names of 10.56 lakh voters have been deleted on the draft electoral rolls of 
Assam which were published on Saturday after a house-to-house verification of the 
voter lists during the special revision exercise conducted by the Election Commission 
in the State from November 22 to December 20.

• Of the voters whose names were deleted, almost 4.79 lakh are dead, over 5.23 lakh 
have shifted, and 53,619 were found to have duplicate entries.

• Hello – Page No. , GS 1
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• India’s artificial intelligence debate is often dominated by applications — 
automation, productivity tools, chatbots, and efficiency gains.

• At its core, the paper argues that compute power, datasets, and AI model 
ecosystems are becoming foundational economic assets. 

• In a world where AI capabilities are increasingly concentrated among a handful of 
global corporations, access to infrastructure determines who innovates, who 
governs, and who merely consumes.

• For India, this is not a technical issue. It is a question of competitiveness, inclusion, 
and sovereignty.



• The paper makes a compelling case for treating AI infrastructure as a form of digital public utility. Just 
as roads enable commerce and electricity enables industry, AI infrastructure enables modern 
innovation, governance, and research. 

• This infrastructure has two interlinked layers. The first is physical: data centres, GPUs, high-
performance computing clusters, and energy systems. 

• The second is digital: datasets, model repositories, governance frameworks, and access protocols.

• India today faces a stark imbalance. While it generates nearly 20% of global data, it hosts only around 
3% of global data centre capacity. This asymmetry means Indian researchers, start-ups, and public 
institutions often rely on foreign compute and platforms.

• India’s policy intent is strong. Initiatives such as the IndiaAI Mission, National Supercomputing 
Mission, AIRAWAT, and emerging national GPU clusters reflect a clear recognition that AI 
infrastructure must be strategically developed.



• Globally, AI infrastructure is becoming increasingly centralised. A small number of 
firms control advanced chips, large-scale compute, and frontier models. This 
concentration creates high entry barriers and amplifies market power.

• For India, the risk is not only economic but strategic. Dependence on external AI 
infrastructure can constrain domestic innovation, weaken bargaining power, and 
expose sensitive sectors to external vulnerabilities.

• The question is no longer whether India will adopt AI. The real question is whether 
AI in India will remain the privilege of a few — or become a shared capability that 
powers inclusive growth, resilient governance, and digital sovereignty.

• That choice will be made not in code, but in infrastructure.



Mains Question

Q. While Artificial Intelligence has the potential to democratise access to services and 
opportunities, unequal access to AI technologies may widen the digital divide. Critically 
examine the challenges related to the accessibility of AI in India. Suggest measures to 
ensure inclusive and equitable AI adoption.
(250 words | 15 marks)

प्रश्न. जहााँ कृत्रिम बुद्धधमत्ता (AI) सेिाओं और अिसरों तक पहुाँच को लोकतांत्रिक बना 
सकती है, िहीं AI तकनीकों तक असमान पहुाँच डिजजटल विभाजन को और गहरा कर 
सकती है। भारत में AI की पहुाँच से जडु़ी चुनौततयों का समालोचनात्मक परीक्षण कीजजए। 
समािेशी और समान AI अपनाने को सतुनजचचत करने हेतु उपाय सझुाइए।
(250 शब्द | 15 अकं)
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• Mozambican rights activist and humanitarian Graca Machel has been selected for 
the Indira Gandhi Prize for Peace, Disarmament and Development for 2025, the 
Indira Gandhi Memorial Trust announced on Wednesday.

• The decision was taken by an international jury chaired by former National Security 
Adviser Shivshankar Menon.

• Ms. Machel was chosen for her “path-breaking work” in the fields of education, 
health and nutrition, economic empowerment and humanitarian action, carried out 
under difficult circumstances, the Trust said in a statement.

• The award carries a cash prize of ₹1 crore along with a citation and a trophy.



• Origin: Instituted in 1986 by the Indira Gandhi Memorial Trust in memory of India’s former 
Prime Minister, Indira Gandhi.

Aim:
• Honors contributions to peace, disarmament, and development, fostering global harmony, 

scientific progress, and human betterment.

• Recipient for 2024:
• Michelle Bachelet: Former Chilean President and UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, 

for championing gender equality, democracy, and human rights globally.
• Notable Past Recipients:
• Mikhail Gorbachev (1987)
• UNICEF (1989)
• Jimmy Carter (1997)
• Angela Merkel (2013)
• ISRO (2014)



Who amongst the following are members of the Jury to select the recipient of 'Gandhi Peace Prize'? 

I. The President of India  

II. The Prime Minister of India  

III. The Chief Justice of India  

IV. The Leader of Opposition in the Lok Sabha  

Select the correct answer using the code given below.  

(a) II and IV only   

(b) I, II and III  

(c) II, III and IV     

(d) I and III only 



Artemis II Mission



• NASA has set February 6 as the target launch date for Artemis II, its first crewed 
lunar mission in over five decades.

• The mission will send astronauts around the Moon, marking humanity’s return to 
crewed deep-space exploration since Apollo 17 (1972).

• Artemis II is NASA’s first crewed mission under the Artemis programme, involving a 
lunar flyby (no landing) to test deep-space systems with astronauts aboard the Orion 
spacecraft.

• NASA – Lead agency
• Canadian Space Agency (CSA) – International partner



• Validate human-rated deep-space systems in real mission conditions.
• Prepare for Artemis III lunar landing and future Mars missions.
• Establish a sustained human presence beyond Earth orbit.
• Key features of the mission:

• Crewed lunar flyby: Four astronauts will orbit the Moon’s far side without landing.
• Free-return trajectory: Uses Earth–Moon gravity to return safely without major 

propulsion burns.

• Deep-space testing: Full checkout of life support, navigation, communication, 
radiation protection, and manual piloting.

• Distance milestone: Astronauts will travel over 230,000 miles from Earth, farther 
than any humans before.



Two new rare ant fly species discovered



• Researchers have discovered two new, extremely rare ant fly species from Delhi and 
the Western Ghats, underscoring the hidden biodiversity of urban forests and 
biodiversity hotspots.

• Ant flies belong to the subfamily Microdontinae (family Syrphidae) and are 
renowned for myrmecophily—their larvae live inside ant nests and feed on ant 
brood. This specialised ecology makes them exceptionally rare and hard to detect.

Metadon ghorpadei
• Scientific name: Metadon ghorpadei
• Discovery site: Northern Ridge Forest, Delhi Ridge (urban, disturbed habitat)
• Key features:
• Microdontinae ant fly with ant-nest–dependent larval stage (myrmecophily).
• Adults are inconspicuous, seldom visit flowers, and stay close to ant colonies.
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