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S.NO. TOPIC 
 MAINS ORIENTED NEWS: 

1. POSITIVE DIRECTION : INDIA MUST ENSURE GREATER TRANSPARENCY IN TALKS WITH CHINA 
2. CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY AND AN OBTUSE INDIAN STANCE 
3. SHOULD LEGISLATURES IN INDIA HAVE FIXED TENURES? 
 PRELIMS ORIENTED NEWS: 

4. RS DEPUTY CHAIRMAN REJECTS NO-TRUST NOTICE 
5. SC ORDERS TREE CENSUS, PRUNES TREE OFFICERS’ POWER TO OKAY FELLING 
 Other News to go through: 

6. The political crisis in South Korea 
7. Eklavya schools struggle to meet 5% PVTG sub-quota; dropouts on the rise 
8. ‘India is highest tariff major economy’ 

POSITIVE DIRECTION : INDIA MUST ENSURE GREATER  
TRANSPARENCY IN TALKS WITH CHINA
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 NaƟonal Security Adviser Ajit Doval and China's Wang Yi resumed talks aŌer a four-year pause, 

signaling willingness to engage beyond Line of Actual Control (LAC) disengagement. 

 India's 23rd "Special RepresentaƟves" meeƟng with China marked progress in restoring Ɵes 

strained since the 2020 border standoff. 

 NaƟonal Security Adviser Ajit Doval and China's Wang Yi resumed talks aŌer a four-year pause, 

signaling willingness to engage beyond Line of Actual Control (LAC) disengagement. 

 Key outcomes included: 

●  Agreements to restart the Kailash-Mansarovar Yatra, 

●  Border trade in Sikkim, and 

●  Data-sharing for rivers, alongside 

●  Discussions on visa and journalist exchanges. 

 Both sides reaffirmed commitments to LAC de-escalaƟon, confidence-building, and resolving 

boundary issues based on a 2005 agreement. 

India must ensure greater transparency in talks with China 

 The meeƟng indicate a certain momentum in re-engagement aŌer four years of serious military 

 tensions, and the suspension of regular contact, although bilateral trade conƟnued to thrive. 

 The meeƟng comes just ahead of 2025, that marks 75 years of diplomaƟc relaƟons, and a likely visit 

to China by Mr. Modi as it hosts the next SCO summit. 

 Restoring Ɵes is important, but India must be cauƟous to prevent a repeat of the 2020 troop buildup 

and border violaƟons by China. 

 The government must also ensure more transparency in its conversaƟons with Beijing over the 

future steps in normalising Ɵes, the dismantling of buffer zones, restoraƟon of status quo ante to 

2020, and mechanisms for future deterrence against aggression at the India-China boundary. 
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CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY AND AN OBTUSE INDIAN STANCE 
 

      
 

Adoption of CAH Treaty Proposal 
 On December 4, 2024, the UN General Assembly (UNGA) adopted a resoluƟon approving the draŌ 

text for a treaty on the prevenƟon and punishment of crimes against humanity (CAH). 

 The resoluƟon comes five years aŌer the InternaƟonal Law Commission submiƩed the draŌ to the 

Sixth CommiƩee, highlighƟng the internaƟonal community's commitment to strengthening jusƟce. 

 The Sixth CommiƩee is the primary forum for the consideraƟon of legal quesƟons in the General 

Assembly. 

 Crimes Against Humanity (CAH) are a category of internaƟonal crimes that involve widespread or 

systemaƟc acts commiƩed against civilians on a large scale. 

 ExterminaƟon: The deliberate killing of large numbers of civilians, oŌen involving mass killings. 

 Enslavement: Forcibly making people work without consent, oŌen under inhumane condiƟons. 

Sexual Violence: Sexual crimes against civilians, oŌen as part of a broader campaign to terrorize or 

control a populaƟon. 

Key Characteristics of Crimes Against Humanity: 

1. Widespread or SystemaƟc: It is not limited to isolated acts but involves a coordinated effort or policy 

directed against civilians. 

2. IntenƟonal Acts:The acts must be commiƩed with knowledge of the aƩack and are usually carried 

out with intent to harm, control, or eliminate a certain group of people. 

Existing Legal Framework: 

 CAH, alongside genocide and war crimes, are among the most severe internaƟonal crimes 

addressed under the Rome Statute by the InternaƟonal Criminal Court (ICC). 

 However, while genocide and war crimes have dedicated treaƟes (the Genocide ConvenƟon of 1948 

and the Geneva ConvenƟons of 1949), 
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CAH lack a specific treaty, leading to accountability gaps.  

 Challenges: 

1. Limited JurisdicƟon: The ICC covers only member states, making it difficult to prosecute CAH 

in non-member states. 

2. State Responsibility: Rome Statute focuses solely on individual criminal responsibility, holds 

states accountable for failing to prevent genocide 

3. Broadening CAH Scope: A dedicated CAH treaty could expand the definiƟon to include acts 

like starvaƟon, gender apartheid, forced pregnancy, and crimes against indigenous populaƟons, 

as suggested by various states. 

India’s Position on CAH 

 ReservaƟons with ICC: India is not a party to the Rome Statute and has raised concerns about its 

provisions, including: 

●  Powers of the ICC prosecutor. 

●  The UN Security Council’s role under the Rome Statute. 

●  Exclusion of nuclear weapons use and terrorism from the definiƟon of war crimes. 

 Specific Stance on CAH: 

●  Advocates for considering only crimes commiƩed during armed conflicts, not peaceƟme, as 

CAH. 

●  Opposes the inclusion of ‘enforced disappearance’ but supports the inclusion of ‘terrorism’ 

as CAH. 

●  Prefers naƟonal legislaƟon and courts for addressing CAH, viewing the treaty as duplicaƟng 

the Rome Statute. 

The Need for Domestic Legislation 

 India lacks specific laws addressing internaƟonal crimes, including CAH. In 2018, JusƟce S. 

Muralidhar highlighted this gap, urging its resoluƟon. Despite opportuniƟes, recent criminal law 

amendments failed to include provisions for CAH. 

 A Call for Leadership: India, even as a non-signatory to the Rome Statute, can demonstrate leadership 

by: 

●  IncorporaƟng CAH into domesƟc law. 

●  Strengthening naƟonal and territorial jurisdicƟon to address grave human rights violaƟons. 

 Taking these steps would align with India's global aspiraƟons and reinforce its commitment to jusƟce 

and accountability as a "Vishwaguru." 
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SHOULD LEGISLATURES IN INDIA HAVE FIXED TENURES? 

 
 The debate revolves around whether fixed tenures and simultaneous elecƟons would streamline 

governance or create new challenges, parƟcularly in terms of federalism, poliƟcal stability, and 
electoral accountability. 

 The Bill's approach is seen by some as undermining federal principles, while others see it as a way 
to standardize elecƟon Ɵmelines without compromising democraƟc processes. 

 Discussion on the ConsƟtuƟon (One Hundred and Twenty-Ninth Amendment) Bill, 2024: 
 Proposed Changes: 
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 The Bill introduced in the Lok Sabha on December 17, 2024, mandates a fixed five-year term for 
the Lok Sabha, with State LegislaƟve Assemblies' elecƟons aligned to this cycle. If a legislature 
is dissolved before compleƟng its term, mid-term elecƟons will only be held for the remainder of 
the term. 

Key Arguments for and Against Fixed Tenure: 
 

1. Governance and Electoral Disruptions: 

 
 P.D.T. Achary: 
 QuesƟoned the necessity of the Bill, arguing 

that frequent elecƟons enhance poliƟcal 
accountability and that claims of reduced 
electoral spending are misleading. 

 The real issue lies in the electoral spending 
by poliƟcal parƟes, which would not likely be 
redirected towards public welfare. 

 
 M.R. Madhavan: Emphasized that the Bill 

doesn’t provide a fixed tenure but ensures 
accountability by permiƫng mid-term 
elecƟons. 

 

2. Impact on Federalism and Political Plurality: 
 P.D.T. Achary: CriƟcized the Bill for 

potenƟally undermining federalism by 
aligning State Assemblies’ tenures with the 
Lok Sabha, altering their independent role. 

 M.R. Madhavan: Argued that the Bill does 
not harm federalism and cited historical 
examples to show that voters can 
disƟnguish between state and naƟonal 
elecƟons. 

3. Handling PoliƟcal Exigencies: 
 P.D.T. Achary: Argued that the flexibility to 

dissolve Assemblies in response to poliƟcal 
exigencies is essenƟal, which the Bill doesn’t 
fully accommodate. 

 M.R. Madhavan: Defended the Bill, staƟng 
it addresses conƟngencies like hung 
Assemblies by allowing mid-term elecƟons 
and shorter tenures. 

 M.R. Madhavan: CauƟoned against 
viewing the Bill as proposing fixed tenures 
and highlighted that it introduces a 
maximum term with provisions for mid-
term elecƟons. 
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RS DEPUTY CHAIRMAN REJECTS NO-TRUST NOTICE 

 
 The Deputy Chairman of the Rajya Sabha rejected the OpposiƟon's no-confidence moƟon against 

Chairman Jagdeep Dhankhar, ciƟng procedural flaws and lack of bona fides. 

 He stated the noƟce was improper, aimed at tarnishing the Vice-President's reputaƟon, and was not 

in accordance with ArƟcle 67(b) of the ConsƟtuƟon, which requires a 14-day prior noƟce. 

Deputy Chairman of the Rajya Sabha 

 
 

About Chairman of Rajya Sabha 

 The Chairman of the Rajya Sabha is the Presiding Officer of the Upper House of the Parliament of 

India. 

 Tenure of Chairman of Rajya Sabha 
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●  The usual term is 5 years. 

●  The Vice President can be re-elected to the post and therefore can serve mulƟple terms as the 

Chairman of the Rajya Sabha. 

 The Vice-President of India is the Ex-Officio Chairman of the Rajya Sabha. 

●  Unlike the Speaker of the Lok Sabha, who is a member of the House, the Chairman of the Rajya 

Sabha is not a member of the House. 

Removal of Chairman of Rajya Sabha 

 Only if he is removed from the office of the Vice-President of India. 

 The process for the removal: 

○  A resoluƟon for the removal can be introduced only in the Rajya Sabha, and not in the Lok 

Sabha. 

○  Such a resoluƟon can be moved only aŌer giving 14 days’ advance noƟce. 

○  The removal resoluƟon should be passed in the Rajya Sabha by an EffecƟve Majority (i.e. a 

majority of the then members of Rajya Sabha excluding vacant seats) and agreed to by Lok 

Sabha by a Simple Majority. 

 When such resoluƟon is under consideraƟon, he/she cannot preside over a siƫng of the House. 

○  However, he/she can be present, speak in the House, and take part in its proceedings, but cannot 

vote even in the first instance. 

■  It is to be noted that, unlike in the case of the Chairman of the Rajya Sabha, the Speaker 

of Lok Sabha can vote in the first instance, though not in the case of an equality of votes, 

when a resoluƟon for his/her removal is under consideraƟon of the House. 
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SC ORDERS TREE CENSUS, PRUNES TREE OFFICERS’ POWER TO OKAY FELLING 
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 The Supreme Court has curtailed the authority of Tree Officers in Delhi, allowing tree felling only in 

excepƟonal cases or Ɵmes of utmost necessity. 

 The court directed the Tree Authority to conduct a tree census, appoinƟng the Forest Research 

InsƟtute for the task under the guidance of an expert commiƩee. 

 The Union government will fund this census. 

 For cases involving the felling of 50 or more trees, permissions must first be approved by the Central 

Empowered CommiƩee (CEC), which can reject, modify, or approve such orders. 

 Compensatory afforestaƟon is mandatory before tree cuƫng, and Tree Officers must inspect sites 

and ensure proper species selecƟon. AlternaƟves like tree translocaƟon should also be considered. 

PYQ’s 

Q.1  The process for the removal of the Chairman of the Rajya Sabha involves which of the following 
procedures? 

1. A resoluƟon for his/her removal can be introduced in both the Rajya Sabha and the Lok Sabha. 

2. The resoluƟon for removal can only be introduced in the Rajya Sabha, and a 14-day advance 
noƟce is required. 

3. The resoluƟon must be passed by a simple majority in the Rajya Sabha and agreed upon by a two-
thirds majority in the Lok Sabha. 

4. During the consideraƟon of the removal resoluƟon, the Chairman can preside over the siƫng of 
the Rajya Sabha. 

Select the correct answer using the codes below: 

(a) 1 and 3 

(b) 2 and 4 

(c) 2 only 

(d) 1 and 4 

 

Q.2  Which of the following statements regarding the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court 
(ICC) is/are correct? 

1. The Rome Statute is the treaty that established the InternaƟonal Criminal Court (ICC) in 1998. 

2. The Rome Statute empowers the ICC to prosecute individuals for genocide, war crimes, and 
crimes against humanity. 

3. The Rome Statute allows the ICC to prosecute state actors for crimes commiƩed by their countries 
during peaceƟme. 

4. India is a signatory to the Rome Statute and has raƟfied it. 

Select the correct answer using the codes below: 

(a) 1 and 2 only 

(b) 1, 2, and 3 only 

(c) 2 and 3 only 

(d) 1, 2, 3, and 4 
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OTHER NEWS TO GO THROUGH 

 

1.  The political crisis in South Korea: Yoon Suk Yeol, a former Prosecutor General, became South Korea’s 

President in 2022 despite limited political experience. His tenure was marked by controversial policies, 

strained foreign relations, and deepened public dissatisfaction. 

2. Eklavya schools struggle to meet 5% PVTG sub-quota; dropouts on the rise The implementation of a 

5% sub-quota for Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups (PVTGs) in admissions to Eklavya Model 

Residential Schools (EMRS) has faced challenges, with government data showing that only 3.4% of 

students in these schools belong to PVTG communities. 

3. ‘India is highest tariff major economy’ U.S. Ambassador to India, Eric Garcetti, recently highlighted that 

India has the highest tariffs among major economies globally, urging both nations to work together to 

lower tariffs and promote fair and equal trade. 
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