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Ranking Pitfalls

Syllabus :

GS 2 :Governance
GS 2 :Social Justice

Key Takeaways from the Article

Introduction
	● Launched in 2016, the National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF) provides annual 

rankings of Indian higher education institutions.
	● By 2025, participation has expanded to 14,163 institutions across 17 categories, making it India’s 

most comprehensive ranking exercise.
	● However, concerns remain regarding its methodology, inclusivity, and actual impact on systemic 

improvement.
Limitations of Current NIRF Rankings

	● Overemphasis on peer perception (10%) – reputation-driven, subjective, and often biased against 
suburban/State-run institutions.

	● Data reliability issues – heavy dependence on self-declared inputs and bibliometric data, despite 
claims of third-party audits.
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	● Narrow scope of Outreach & Inclusivity (OI) –

	◆ Focused only on gender and regional diversity.

	◆ Ignores economically & socially disadvantaged groups and students with disabilities, despite 
weightage in framework.

	● Inequitable faculty representation – Central institutions often fail to fill reserved posts for OBC, 
SC, ST categories.

	● Research deficit – Over 58% of management institutions report zero publications; faculty 
shortages outside top 100 institutions.

	● Regional imbalance – Concentration of high-ranking institutions in metro/urban areas, widening 
rural–urban divide.

	● Risk of commercialization – NIRF may become a branding exercise for private institutions rather 
than a tool for systemic improvement.

	● False data issue – Lack of strong penalties against institutions that manipulate figures.

Reforms Needed for NIRF to Fulfil Its Purpose
	● Revise methodology: Reduce peer perception weight; increase focus on measurable and verifiable 

parameters.

	● Strengthen Outreach & Inclusivity (OI):

	◆ Include economic & social disadvantage, disability data.

	◆ Track reservation policy compliance in admissions & faculty recruitment.

	● Enforce accountability: Penalize institutions submitting false data.

	● Encourage equity & mentorship:

	◆ Legacy institutions should mentor emerging ones.

	◆ Support capacity building in regional & State universities.

	● Faculty quality improvement: Incentivize recruitment of PhDqualified teachers outside top 
institutions.

	● Research ecosystem: Improve funding and encourage publications across all disciplines.

	● Move beyond annual ritual: Use NIRF insights to guide policy reforms in higher education.

Conclusion
	● The NIRF has created a culture of competitiveness in Indian higher education, but its methodological 

gaps limit its impact. 

	● For India’s aspiration of becoming a knowledge economy and egalitarian society, rankings must 
go beyond reputation and brand value.

	● Reforming NIRF to integrate quality, equity, and accountability will make it a powerful 
instrument for systemic transformation rather than a ritualistic exercise.
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Practice Question

Q. Critically examine the limitations of the National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF) in 
improving quality and equity in higher education in India. Suggest reforms to make it more effective. 
(150 words)

GST 2.0 could undermine dietary health

GS 2: Governance
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Key Takeaways from the Article

GST 2.0 Structure
	● New GST slabs: 5% and 18%, with a 40% bracket for “sinful”/ultra-luxury goods.
	● Many foods become cheaper: e.g., pizza bread (5% → 0%), chocolates, jams, jellies, confectionery 

(12–18% → 5%).
	● Sugary & aerated drinks move to 40% bracket → positive for public health.

Public Health Concerns
	● Blanket tax cuts make both healthy (sourdough) and unhealthy (maida bread, confectionery) 

products cheaper.
	● This contradicts India’s NCD (noncommunicable disease) prevention goals. 
	● Risk: consumers may substitute sugary drinks with cheaper sugary foods.

Food Labelling Gaps
	● India lacks trustworthy food labelling → consumers can’t easily distinguish healthy vs. unhealthy 

foods.
	● Front-of-Pack Labelling (FOPL) debate stalled since 2022.
	● Supreme Court (2025) asked FSSAI to finalize rules; preference for warning labels over star 

ratings.
Thresholds for Warning Labels

	● Need category-specific, per-100 g/ml thresholds (not per-serving) for sugar, sodium, fats.
	● WHO-SEARO Nutrient Profile Model recommended.
	● Prevents industry tactics like shrinking serving sizes to avoid warnings.

Role of Advertising
	● Current restrictions:

	◆ HFSS foods banned within 50m of schools.
	◆ Ads cannot mislead (Consumer Protection Authority, 2022).
	◆ ASCI Code (2025) updated for content rules.

	● Still no comprehensive HFSS ad regime.
	● Example: Chile bans child-directed ads for “high in” products during TV/online peak hours. 

India should adopt similar measures.
Recommendations

	● Make FOPL mandatory with WHO-SEARO/ICMR thresholds.
	● Link GST rates to nutritional profile (healthy foods cheaper, unhealthy costlier).
	● Avoid giving tax cuts to confectionery & desserts while taxing drinks heavily.
	● Ban advertising of products carrying “high in” warnings to children and during peak child-viewing hours. 
	● Redirect sin-tax revenues toward:

	◆ NCD prevention,
	◆ Label enforcement,
	◆  Monitoring industry reformulation.
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India-China: the need for a broader settlement

Syllabus :

GS 2: International Relations
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Translated collection of Bhil folk tales to be put soon


