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WHAT’S IN A NAME? KING CHARLES I1I’S NAME HAS LOADED HISTORY
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Britain’s new monarch is named King Charles III — but that was not inevitable. Charles Philip
Arthur George could have chosen another royal name when he took the throne after the death of
his mother Queen Elizabeth Il on Thursday. While the queen used her first given name, her father,
King George VI, was named Albert Frederick Arthur George and called Bertie by friends and family.

Some observers thought the new king might prefer a different name because of the historical
baggage associated with the two previous British monarchs called Charles.

KING CHARLES |

King Charles I is the only British sovereign whose rule led to revolution and the temporary
abolition of the monarchy. He took the throne in 1625, and his reign saw a growing power struggle
between the crown and Parliament, which sought to limit the king’s powers.

After the king attempted to arrest lawmakers in the House of Commons in 1642, hostilities
erupted into the English Civil War, which ended with victory for the parliamentary forces of Oliver
Cromwell. Charles was convicted of high treason and beheaded in 1649 outside the Banqueting
House in London, just up the street from Parliament.

KING CHARLES I

The son of Charles I spent his youth abroad during Britain’s 11 years of rule under Cromwell. He
took the throne when the monarchy was restored in 1660.

He had considerably less power than his father had enjoyed. The monarch was stripped of the
power to make law without the consent of Parliament. Further reforms in the following decades
established that the Crown must accept the will of the democratically elected Parliament, the basis
of Britain’s constitutional monarchy.

Charles II's 25-year reign saw the return of public entertainment after the austere years under the
Puritan Cromwell, when theaters were shut and Christmas celebrations were banned. Charles II
was nicknamed the “merry monarch” because of his hedonism and many romances. The King
Charles Spaniel is named after the dog-loving monarch.

WHAT IS LYING-IN-STATE, THE SOLEMN TRADITION PART OF QUEEN ELIZABETH’S FINAL
JOURNEY?

Thousands of mourners will be allowed to pay their last respects to Queen Elizabeth II beginning
Wednesday till the day of her funeral next Monday. During this period, the Queen’s coffin will lie
in state in Westminster Hall. Those wanting to visit have been warned of mile-long queues and
airport-like stringent security arrangements. Visitors, meanwhile, will be allowed round-the-
clock.

What is the meaning of lying-in-state?

Lying-in-state is a term used to describe a formal, solemn occasion during which a deceased
person’s coffin is placed on view at a primary government building for the public to pay their
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respects before the last rites. The body, as per local customs, can be placed inside or outside the
coffin.

According to the UK Parliament website, lying-in-state in the UK is given to “the Sovereign, as Head
of State, the current or past Queen Consort and sometimes former Prime Ministers”.

After her death in 2002, the Queen Mother lay in state for three days. The lying-in-state tradition
in the UK can be traced back to the Stuart dynasty that reigned in England and Scotland in the 17th
century.

In the US, lying-in-state is accorded to the president or, occasionally, another high-ranking official
or military leader. The coffin bearing the deceased’s body is placed inside the US Capitol or a state
capitol.

About lying-in-state at the US Capitol, the decision is made by a concurrent resolution of the US
House of Representatives and the US Senate. The states in the US have their own customs and
rules to make that decision.

According to The National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL), a bipartisan US outfit that
servers members and staff of the country’s state legislatures, “(In the US) the practice of lying-in-
state began in 1852 when Henry Clay, a US Senator from Kentucky, was the first person to lie in
state in the US Capitol.”

Abraham Lincoln was the first US President to lie in state in the US Capitol.
A deceased Pope customarily lies in state inside the chapel of the Apostolic Palace.
What ‘lying-in-state’ protocol does India follow?

India accords ‘state funerals’ to departed dignitaries like the sitting president, prime minister, a
former prime minister, president or governor among others, with the Centre having the power to
announce it for any individuals it deems fit for the honour. Lying-in-state is observed during the
time leading up to the state funeral, which also has protocols that involve observing ‘days of
mourning’ with the flag flying at half mast and no official entertainment.

Guidelines by the Ministry of Home Affairs say that a state funeral will be accorded to any dignitary
when ordered by the Government of India.

“Before the arrangements are made for the funeral, and after the customary/religious rituals have
been performed, the body will lie in state to enable last homage being paid to the deceased. In the
case of the death of the President a vigil party from the senior officers of the three services down
to the rank of Brigadier and equivalent will be on vigil duty while the body is lying-in-state,”
according to the guidelines.

The lying-in-state general instructions state that the body should be placed in an open ground or
large verandah on a raised mound or a platform; the path for mourners should be broad enough
to enable 4-5 persons to walk abreast.

Further, the lying-in-state can be of as long a duration as the religious and other considerations
may permit.

After Mahatma Gandhi’s death, his body lay in state at Birla House, while Indira Gandhi’s body was
kept at Teen Murti and Atal Bihari Vajpaye lay in state at the BJP headquarters.
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What is lying-in-rest/laying-in-repose?

In the UK, when the coffin of the high-ranking official is displayed at a place that is not the principal
government building earmarked for lying-in-state, it is termed as lying-in-rest or lying-in-repose.
It is so called as the setting is considered less formal.

In Canada, for example, when a deceased dignitary - governor generals or prime ministers - lie
anywhere outside of the Centre Block of Parliament Hill, they are referred to as lying-in-repose.

On Monday, the Queen’s coffin lay at rest in St Giles’ Cathedral in Edinburgh, where thousands
queued up to pay their last respects.

In the US, another term - lying-in-honour - is used instead of lying-in-state if the person who is
being given this honour is not an elected official, but is considered to have made significant
contributions to America.

‘#NotMyKing’ |With King Charles I1I's accession to the throne, why are anti-monarchy protestors
being arrested?

UNDERSTANDING UKRAINE’S COUNTER-OFFENSIVE

The story so far: Ukraine has launched a lightning counter-offensive in the country’s northeast
that saw surprising territorial gains. Its forces have pushed back Russian soldiers from most of
Kharkiv Oblast, retaking thousands of square kilometres of territory. Russia has confirmed the
retreat, saying it withdrew troops for “regrouping”. Ukraine’s fresh momentum has triggered
debates on whether the country, which has lost swathes of territories in the north, east and south
since the Russian invasion began on February 24, is finally turning around the war. It has also
raised questions on Russia’s battlefield tactics.

How significant are Ukraine’s gains?

Ukraine says it has retaken some 3,500 square milesof territories since its counter-offensive
began earlier this year, including Izium and Kupiansk, two strategically important towns in the
northeast that served as logistical hubs for the Russian forces. This is a significant battlefield gain
for Ukraine because this is the first time, since the war began, that Ukrainian troops have pushed
back the Russians through combat. In March, Russia had voluntarily announced withdrawal from
the Kyiv area and around Kharkiv, Ukraine’s second largest city, after the Istanbul talks between
the two sides. But this week’s withdrawal was different. It looked like the Russians were caught
off guard when Ukraine launched the blitz. This provides a much needed morale booster for the
Ukrainian troops that suffered a series of defeats in recent months — in Mariupol, Severodonetsk
and Lysychansk. Ukraine has now said the fighting would continue till the “liberation” of all lost
territories (including Donbas and Crimea), practically ruling out any negotiated settlement. The
Russians have also ruled out talks.

How did Ukraine manage to beat the Russians back in Kharkiv Oblast?

Ukraine has been planning for this counter-offensive for months. After capturing Lysychansk in
July, which saw the whole of Luhansk province coming under its control, Russia’s battlefield
combat came to a halt. By that time, Russia was controlling almost 25% of Ukraine, Europe’s
largest country. Russia, which also took huge losses in the battle for Donbas, seemed to have
decided to halt the ground offensive as its troops were regrouping and recovering. This opened a
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window opportunity for Ukraine to move ahead with its counter-offensive plans. This was also
the time when Ukraine started receiving advanced mid-range rocket systems such as High
Mobility Artillery Rocket Systems (HIMARS) from the U.S. The Biden administration, which has
committed military assistance worth more than $14.5 billion to Ukraine, and British and other
European governments made sure that Ukraine is replenished despite the military setbacks it
suffered. On the other side, the sanctions-hit Russia found it difficult to make sure their supply is
intact and had to turn to Iran and North Korea, according to western intelligence, for drones and
shells.

American and British intelligence officials were directly involved in planning the Ukrainian
counter-offensive, according to a report in the NYT. U.S. intelligence agencies also provided
information to Ukraine on the weak links of the Russian defence. Ukraine started attacks in
southern Ukraine —including a ground offensive in Kherson, one of Russia’s early gains in the
war, and sabotage hits in Crimea, which Russia annexed in 2014. But as it appears now, Ukraine’s
main target was not the southern region, but Kharkiv. As Russia, faced with the Ukrainian attacks
in the south, bolstered the defences of Kherson and Zaporizhzhia, Ukraine broke into the relatively
weaker defence lines in the northeast, pushing the Russians back. Russia had two options — resist
the Ukrainian attack with the limited number of soldiers deployed in Kharkiv or retreat and
regroup elsewhere. The Russian Generals seem to have opted for the latter.

What is Russia’s response?

Russia has stepped up air and missile attacks in Kharkiv and elsewhere in Ukraine. That'’s
understandable as Russia still possesses the capability to strike anywhere in Ukraine. But the
question is whether such attacks would have any meaningful effect on the battlefield. Several
defence analysts, including those at the U.S.-based Institute for the Study of War and the London-
based Royal United Services Institute, have pointed out that Russia faces several challenges on the
battlefield such as manpower crunch and supply disruptions. This explains why the Russian
battlefield advances came to a halt after the capture of Luhansk. Russian President Vladimir Putin
still hasn’t declared war on Ukraine. His original plan was to meet his military objective with a
limited deployment of Russian troops (what he calls “the special military operation”). But the
Ukrainian resistance and the current counter-offensive have made it difficult for Mr. Putin to
maintain the momentum with the limited deployment.

So unless he changes the current plan of the war and deploys more soldiers, the Russian focus is
likely to be on holding the line in the south and east — Kherson, Zaporizhzhia, Luhansk and
Donetsk — until the winter (say, November). Once the winter sets in and the conflict gets frozen,
Mr. Putin will have more time to prepare his forces for future battles. He can also use the energy
card, which he is more than willing to do, to wreak havoc in European economies, which are
already battered by high inflation, during winter. On the other side, Ukraine knows that it has a
small window of opportunity to make maximum territorial gains before winter sets in, and that’s
what Ukraine is trying to achieve. So the coming weeks would be crucial for both sides. While it’s
too early to say whether Ukraine has turned around the war, it has clearly pushed Russia to the
defensive.

How is it going to affect Mr. Putin?

Russia’s retreat from Kharkiv has triggered rare public criticism inside the country of the way the
war is conducted. Defence Minister Sergei Shoigu is particularly targeted. Even Ramzan Kadyrov,
the strongman of Chechnya and a Putin ally, has said the Defence Ministry has made mistakes.

3R° FLOOR AND 4™ FLOOR SHATABDI TOWER, SAKCHI, JAMSHEDPUR



+91 9334622397
+91 7004749538

www.dreamias.co.in

&DreamlAS

Learning made simple... u www.youtube.com/c/DreamlAS

Russian forces’ inability to take a quick, decisive victory in Ukraine had already raised questions
about Mr. Putin’s decision to invade the country. But the dominant Russian narrative was that its
troops were making incremental advances in Ukraine (which they were) and Russian officials and
Generals have made it clear several times that they want to take the whole of Ukraine’s east and
south, stretching from Kharkiv to Odesa. But Ukraine has drilled holes in this narrative with its
gains in Kharkiv. That leaves Mr. Putin in a spot.

As Walter Russel Mead wrote, “the Kremlin is no place for the weak”. Historically, bad wars have
cost Russian rulers dearly. Tsar Nicholas II never recovered from Russia’s humiliating defeat to
the Japanese in 1904-05. The Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan in 1989 turned out to be
politically costly for Mikhail Gorbachev. Russia’s situation in Ukraine is far from an outright defeat
or forced withdrawal. But the prolonged battle has already affected Russia’s power projections
and if Ukraine continues its small but significant battlefield advances, Mr. Putin would face more
questions from his own allies. He can’t afford to lose this war.

WHAT IS THE G7 PLANNING ON RUSSIAN OIL?

The story so far: On September 2, Finance Ministers of all G7 countries, the U.S., Canada, the UK,
France, Germany, Italy, Japan, as well as the European Union announced their plan to “finalise and
implement a comprehensive prohibition of services which enable maritime transportation of
Russian-origin crude oil and petroleum products globally”, unless they are purchased at or below
a “price cap” they will fix. The plan, however, doesn’t include Russian gas, which Europe is still
quite dependent on.

What is the price cap plan?

The price cap plan is the latest of the sanctions proposed by Western countries against Russia for
its invasion of Ukraine, as well as Belarus for its support to Russia. For the past few weeks, U.S.
and EU officials have been trying to convince countries including India, China and Turkey to join
the coalition or to at least support the price cap, which they say is in the interests of all oil buyers
from Russia as it will give them leverage to lower purchase prices.

How will it be enforced?

For countries that join the coalition, it would mean simply not buying Russian oil unless the price
is reduced to where the cap is determined. For countries that don’t join the coalition, or buy oil
higher than the cap price, they would lose access to all services provided by the coalition countries
including for example, insurance, currency payment, facilitation and vessel clearances for their
shipments. G7 countries say they are aiming to reduce the price of oil, but not the quantity of oil
that Russia sells, so as to control inflation globally while hurting the Russian economy and its
ability to fund the war in Ukraine. This could only work, of course, if all countries joined the
coalition.

How has Russia reacted to the plan?

Russian President Vladimir Putin has lashed out at the plan, warning that Russia would not supply
“anything at all” if it contradicts Russian interests. Speaking at the Eastern Economic Forum (EEF)
in Vladivostok this week, that Prime Minister Narendra Modi joined virtually, he threatened that
Russia could stop supplies of gas, oil, coal, heating oil... leaving European countries to “freeze”. On
September 5, Russia also announced a halt on all supplies via the Nord Stream 1 pipeline to Europe
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due to “maintenance issues” arising from the EU sanctions already in place, raising fears of a very
difficult winter for European countries.

Will the Modi government comply with the price cap?

The price cap is only the latest in a number of sanctions to hurt the Russian economy that the U.S.
and EU have tried to bring India on board with: from asking India to change its uncritical stance
on Russia at the United Nations, to cutting down oil imports, to stopping defence and other
purchases from Russia, and to avoid the rupee-rouble payment mechanism that circumvent their
sanctions. Thus far, India has not obliged, and there is little indication that New Delhi is likely to,
just yet. India’s oil intake from Russia, which was minuscule prior to the war has soared 50 times
over. When asked, Petroleum Minister Hardeep Puri rejected any “moral” duty to join the price
cap coalition, and said his only duty was to providing affordable oil to Indian consumers. At the
EEF, Mr. Modi said he wanted to “strengthen” ties with Russia in the energy field and boost India’s
$16 billion investment in Russian oilfields. This week, Mr. Modi will also join President Putin,
Chinese President Xi Jinping, Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan and other leaders at the
Shanghai Cooperation Organisation summit in Uzbekistan, where the price cap issue will no doubt
be discussed from the opposite viewpoint to the G7’s. It also remains to be seen whether India will
bargain with the U.S. to set aside sanctions against Iran and Venezuela, from which it cancelled oil
imports under pressure from the U.S. in 2017-18, in exchange for joining the price cap coalition.
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India and China on September 13 confirmed the disengagement of their troops from a fifth friction
point in Eastern Ladakh along the LAC. With the latest withdrawal of troops from Patrolling Point
(PP) 15 in the Gogra-Hot Springs area, buffer zones have now been established by the two sides
in five locations, including in Galwan Valley, north and south of Pangong Lake, and at PP17A in
Gogra. The arrangements in the four earlier established buffer zones have so far helped keep the
peace over the past two years. No patrolling is to be undertaken by either side in the buffer zones,
which have been established on territory claimed by both India and China. The latest
disengagement came just three days before Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Chinese President
Xi Jinping are to attend the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO) Summit in Uzbekistan.

Reflecting the current state of relations, the two leaders have not directly spoken in more than
two-and-a-half-years, an extraordinary situation for the world’s two most populous countries.
Whether they meet at the SCO Summit — as of September 14, neither side had confirmed or ruled
out a meeting — or at the G20 in Indonesia later this year, India will need to proceed with caution
as it inevitably resumes high-level engagement with China. While the buffer zones may serve as a
temporary measure to prevent a recurrence of clashes, the reality is that this is an arrangement
that has been forced on India. The Indian military, by holding the line and showing its capacity to
match China’s deployments, has been able to reverse China’s multiple territorial ingresses of April
2020 in the five areas. That has, however, come at the cost of India’s ability to access patrolling
points that it was reaching previously, which, in the view of some military observers, might have
been China’s game-plan all along, given the favourable logistics and terrain on the Chinese side
that enable faster deployments. Moreover, China has neither agreed to resolve stand-offs in
Demchok and Depsang, suggesting they pre-dated the current tensions, nor shown any intent to
de-escalate, instead continuing to build forward infrastructure aimed at permanently housing a
large number of troops closer to the LAC. Indeed, signs are that both sides are in for a prolonged
period of uncertainty on the borders thanks to China’s decision to mobilise tens of thousands of
troops in April 2020, in contravention of past border agreements. Unless Beijing reverses its
recent, and still unexplained, moves to militarise the LAC and in the process undo the carefully
constructed arrangements that helped keep the peace for 40 years, India will have little incentive
to consider a return to relations as they were prior to 2020. The latest disengagement, while
certainly a welcome step, by no means implies an end to the crisis on the border.

THREE TO TANGLE

India is understandably upset with the U.S.s decision to refurbish the F-16 fighter fleet of
Pakistan. The fleet has been the backbone of the Pakistan Air Force since the early 1980s,
upgraded, and replenished periodically. As the partnership between the two countries grew over
the years, including and particularly in the defence sector, India continuously raised its concerns
on this account with U.S. interlocutors. Successive U.S. administrations have maintained that the
defence partnership with Pakistan, which is a major non-NATO ally, is a critical component of its
global war on terror — a point contested by India. In 2016, the U.S. Congress stalled the Obama
administration’s move to give more F-16 fighters to Pakistan. New Delhi’s apprehensions came
true in February 2019, a day after the Balakot air strike by the Indian Air Force, when Pakistan
deployed its F-16s to target Indian military bases close to the Line of Control. The Indian Army
recovered debris of the Advanced Medium Range Air-to-Air Missile fired by the F-16s. On
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September 7, the U.S. Defense Security Cooperation Agency notified a possible Foreign Military
Sales worth $450 million for engine, electronic warfare and other hardware and software
upgrades and spares for Pakistan’s F-16s. Though it said that the proposed sale does not include
any new capabilities, weapons, or munitions, the move clearly marks a thaw in the U.S.’s attitude
towards Pakistan.

The External Affairs Ministry has chosen to maintain its silence on the issue, unlike its public
expression of summoning the U.S. Ambassador in 2016. The U.S. move strains its relationship with
India which has been making great strides, though it is not without obstacles. New Delhi and
Washington have been skilfully managing their differences over Afghanistan, the crisis in Ukraine,
and the lingering threat of U.S. sanctions under its Countering America’s Adversaries Through
Sanctions Act. Washington’s new warmth with Islamabad also comes amid a flurry of India-U.S.
diplomatic and military engagements. India and the U.S. have committed to deepening defence
and security cooperation, but the indulgence of Pakistan dampens that spirit. The Trump
administration had tried to hold Pakistan accountable for duplicity in its approach towards
terrorist groups operating from its territory, which amounts to running with the hare and hunting
with the hounds. To stay in Afghanistan, the U.S. needed Pakistan; now to stay away from
Afghanistan it needs Pakistan even more. While the U.S. may have its reasons to keep Pakistan
humoured and incentivised, India’s concerns are immediate and real. Terrorism against India has
been Pakistan’s state policy for decades. Far from seeking accountability, the U.S. is rewarding
Pakistan, and more on the same lines may in the offing. India and the U.S. need to work to ensure
that the spectacular gains made in bilateral ties are preserved and nourished.

INDIA RAISES SRI LANKAN TAMIL ISSUE IN UN

India on Monday voiced concern over the “lack of measurable progress” in Sri Lanka’s promised
political solution to the long-pending Tamil national question, while making an unusual reference
to the crisis-hit island nation’s “debt-driven” economy in the context of its current crisis.

In its statement at the 51st session of the United Nations Human Rights Council in Geneva, India
said it has “always believed in the responsibility of states for promotion and protection of human
rights and constructive international dialogue and cooperation” guided by the UN Charter. “In this
regard, the Indian delegation notes with concern the lack of measurable progress by Government
of Sri Lanka on their commitments of a political solution to the ethnic issue — through full
implementation of the 13th Amendment of the Constitution, delegation of powers to Provincial
Councils and holding of Provincial Council elections at the earliest,” India said. The terms of Sri
Lanka’s nine provincial councils expired about three years ago, and they have remained defunct
since.

India’s statement comes ahead of a resolution on Sri Lanka that will likely face a vote at the
Council. Since 2009, India has voted thrice in favour of the UN resolution on Sri Lanka — two were
critical — and abstained twice, in 2014 and 2021. Irrespective of its vote, India has consistently
underscored the need for a political settlement “within the framework of a united Sri Lanka,
ensuring justice, peace, equality and dignity for the Tamils of Sri Lanka,” as it reiterated on Monday
as well.

Over 13 years since the end of Sri Lanka’s civil war, in which tens of thousands of civilians were
killed and disappeared, survivors continue demanding justice and accountability for war-time
crimes. In the post-war years, Sri Lanka’s human rights defenders have frequently flagged
concerns over persisting militarisation, especially in the Tamil-majority north and east;
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repression, and the shrinking space for dissent. In her latest report on Sri Lanka, the UN Human
Rights chief said “embedded impunity for past and present human rights abuses, economic crimes
and corruption” were among the “underlying factors” that led to the country’s “devastating”
economic crisis.

India has extended nearly $4 billion crucial assistance to Sri Lanka this year but has not made any
public remark on the island’s economic choices so far. However, at the ‘Interactive Dialogue’
segment of the ongoing Council session, India said Sri Lanka’s current economic crisis
“demonstrated the limitations of debt driven economy and the impact it has on the standard of
living”. China, Japan, and India are Sri Lanka’s three main bilateral creditors, while the island
nation owes the biggest chunk of its foreign debt to International Sovereign Bond holders.

THE SPIRIT OF 1971

Bangladesh Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina’s ongoing state visit to India and meeting with Prime
Minister Narendra Modi have resulted in positive outcomes and seven agreements, which include
the conclusion of the first water sharing agreement in 26 years, the launch of free trade agreement
talks, and infrastructure projects particularly in the railways sector. The water sharing agreement
on the Kushiyara, which was preceded by the first Joint River Commission meeting in 12 years, is
a particularly hopeful sign on resolving water management, and a very contentious issue, of 54
trans-boundary rivers. While there has been a smaller agreement on the withdrawal of 1.82
cusecs from the Feni in the interim period, the Kushiyara agreement is the first time the Centre
has been able to bring on board Assam and other north-eastern States, for the agreement since
the 1996 Ganga water treaty. However, the Teesta agreement, of 2011, held up by West Bengal,
remains elusive, a point Ms. Hasina made several times. Clearly, the Teesta river agreement will
require more efforts by the Modi government, and flexibility from the Mamata Banerjee-led State
government, if the deal is to be sealed soon. The timeline grows more important for Ms. Hasina,
who is due to hold elections at the end of next year, after three terms in office. Much of her focus
was also on attracting investment by Indian industry, which now constitutes a small fraction of
Bangladesh’s FDI inflows. Ms. Hasina made particular mention of two dedicated Special Economic
Zones for Indian companies, coming up at Mongla and Mirsarai.

Ms. Hasina’s visit, which follows her previous state visit in 2017, and Mr. Modi’s visit to
Bangladesh in 2021, have set India-Bangladesh ties on a firmer footing, and on course for closer
engagement in trade, connectivity and people-to-people ties. However, the positive trend in ties
goes further back, to Ms. Hasina’s advent to power in 2009, her unilateral moves to shut down
terror training camps, and to hand over more than 20 wanted criminals and terror suspects to
India. It is incumbent on New Delhi, which has benefited from such outcomes and the turnaround
in relations with what used to be an inimical neighbour, to be equally sensitive to Dhaka'’s
concerns, particularly when it comes to comments made by ruling party leaders on deporting
Rohingya refugees, comparing undocumented migrants to “termites”, the Citizenship
(Amendment) Act, and more recent references to annexing Bangladesh for “Akhand Bharat”.
While cross-border sensitivities in South Asia often run high over such political rhetoric, it is
necessary that New Delhi and Dhaka remain focused on their future cooperation, built on their
past partnership, and what is referred to as the “Spirit of 1971".

WHY IS THE KUSHIYARA RIVER TREATY IMPORTANT?

The story so far: During Bangladesh Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina’s visit to India from September
5to 8, the two sides signed a slew of agreements, including the first water sharing agreement since
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the landmark Ganga Waters Treaty, 1996. A memorandum of understanding (MoU) was signed on
sharing of the waters of the Kushiyara river, a distributary of the Barak river which flows through
Assam, and then on to Bangladesh. The agreement comes in a year when both lower Assam in
India and Sylhet in Bangladesh have witnessed deadly floods highlighting the requirement for
greater cooperation on flood control and irrigation-related issues between the two countries.

What is the Kushiyara agreement?

Over the last century, the flow of the Barak river has changed in such a way that the bulk of the
river’s water flows into Kushiyara while the rest goes into Surma. According to water expert, Dr.
Ainun Nishat, the agreement is aimed at addressing part of the problem that the changing nature
of the river has posed before Bangladesh as it unleashes floods during the monsoon and goes dry
during the winter when demand of water goes up because of a crop cycle in Sylhet. Though the
details of the agreement are not yet known, Dr. Nishat says that under this MoU, Bangladesh will
be able to withdraw 153 cusecs (cubic feet per second) of water from the Kushiyara out of the
approximately 2,500 cusecs of water that is there in the river during the winter season. There are
various estimates about the area that will benefit from this supply but it is generally understood
that approximately 10,000 hectares of land and millions of people will benefit from the water that
will flow through a network of canalsin Sylhet benefiting the farmers involved in Boro rice, which
is basically the rice cultivated during the dry season of December to February and harvested in
early summer. Bangladesh has been complaining that the Boro rice cultivation in the region had
been suffering as India did not allow it to withdraw the required water from the Kushiyara. The
agreement addresses Bangladesh’s concern over water supply along the river, during the winter
months but flood control in the basin of Kushiyara is expected to require much more work.

How will Bangladesh use the water?

The water of Kushiyara will be channelled through the Rahimpur Canal project in Sylhet. The
Rahimpur Canal project in Zakiganj upazila or subdivision of Sylhet was built to help the farmers
access Kushiyara’s water but the facility used to remain dry during the lean season without
serving the purpose for which it was built. The eight km long canal is the only supplier of water
from the Kushiyara to the region and Bangladesh has built a pump house and other facilities for
withdrawal of water that can now be utilised.

Why is the water from the Kushiyara so important for Rahimpur Canal?

The water of the Kushiyara has been used for centuries in Sylhet’s subdivisions like the Zakiganj,
Kanaighat and Beanibazar areas. But Bangladesh has witnessed that the flow and volume of water
in the canal has reduced during the lean season. The utility of the river and the canal during the
lean/winter season had gone down, affecting cultivation of rice as well as a wide variety of
vegetables for which Sylhet is famous. The additional water of Kushiyara through the Rahimpur
Canal therefore is the only way to ensure steady supply of water for irrigation of agriculture fields
and orchards of the subdivisions of Sylhet.

What was India’s objection to the Rahimpur Canal?

The Kushiyara water sharing agreement finalised during the August 25 Joint River Commission
and signed during Prime Minister Hasina’s visit was made possible as India withdrew its objection
to withdrawal of Kushiyara’s waters by Bangladesh through the Rahimpur Canal. Withdrawal of
India’s objection is likely the main part of the agreement, said Dr. Nishat. Before this, Bangladesh
had carried out the Upper Surma Kushiyara Project which included clearing and dredging of the
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canal and other connected channels of water; but the channels could not be of much use to
Bangladesh because India objected to the move and claimed that the dyke and other infrastructure
interfered in border security as Kushiyara itself forms part of the border between the two sides.
However, the agreement indicates that the economic benefits possible from the river outweighed
the security concerns.

What are the hurdles to the Teesta agreement?

The Kushiyara agreement is relatively smaller in scale in comparison to Teesta that involves West
Bengal, which has problems with the proposal. The Kushiyara agreement did not require a nod
from any of the States like Assam from which the Barak emerges and branches into Kushiyara and
Surma.The reduced water flow of the Kushiyara during winter and Teesta too, however, raise
important questions about the impact of climate change on South Asian rivers that can affect
communities and trigger migration. Bangladesh has cited low water flow in its rivers during the
winter months as a matter of concern as it affects its agriculture sector. Dr. Nishat contends that
the coming decades will throw up similar challenging issues involving river water sharing as the
impact of the climate crisis becomes more visible with water levels going down in several cross-
border rivers.

SC REJECTS PETITION LINKING PORNOGRAPHY TO SEX CRIMES

The Supreme Court did not entertain a plea advocating a link between watching Internet porn and
sex crimes, including child abuse.

A Bench of Chief Justice of India U.U. Lalit and S. Ravindra Bhat on Monday said child sex abuse
was a crime by itself. Investigation into individual cases by the police would reveal whether or not
viewing of pornography had triggered the crime. That aspect would be part of evidence of each
individual case. “Seeking a judicial declaration from the Supreme Court that porn on the Internet
has led to child sex crimes would be equal to giving a go-ahead to online surveillance,” it said.

The court said the government, if necessary, had enough material in its arsenal to ensure that
criminal material was not uploaded on the Internet. It may be “unmanageable” for the court to do
so.

“So your final goal is that such material should not be uploaded... Can a court intervene? What you
are advocating may be surveillance and collection of data...” the Bench addressed senior advocate
Nalin Kohli, who is the petitioner-in-person.

The court made it clear that it was worried where such surveillance of the Internet, if allowed,
“may lead to”. “This is a tiger if it gets loose, problem is at what point we control it... The issue of
the link between viewing pornography and crime is individual case specific,” Chief Justice Lalit
observed.

Justice S. Ravindra Bhat, on the Bench, referred to how the U.S. Supreme Court had in the 1990s
dealt with a question of banning the Internet to a certain class in order not to give them access to
porn. “Justice Kennedy said we cannot set the house on fire to roast the pig,” Justice Bhat observed.

Mr. Kohli, who withdrew the petition, had sought a direction to the Bureau of Police Research and
Development to study the link between free access to Internet pornography and child sexual
abuse cases as well as rape.
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THE SUPREME COURT’S THREE-QUESTION TEST FOR VALIDITY OF 10% EWS QUOTA

Beginning Tuesday, the Supreme Court will examine whether The Constitution (103rd
Amendment) Act, which introduced a 10 per cent quota for Economically Weaker Sections (EWS)
in government jobs and admissions, violates the basic structure of the Constitution.

A five-judge Constitution Bench led by Chief Justice of India (CJI) U U Lalit and also comprising
Justices S Ravindra Bhat, Dinesh Maheshwari, S B Pardiwala, and Bela Trivedi last week decided
to examine three key issues to ascertain the validity of the amendment.

The challenge to the EWS quota was referred to a five-judge Bench in August 2020.
EWS quota: What are the issues fixed by the Supreme Court?

Attorney General K K Venugopal had drafted four issues for the consideration of the Bench. On
September 8, the court decided to take up three of them:

* “Whether the 103rd Constitution Amendment can be said to breach the basic structure of the
Constitution by permitting the state to make special provisions, including reservation, based on
economic criteria”;

* “Whether it (the amendment) can be said to breach the basic structure...by permitting the state
to make special provisions in relation to admission to private unaided institutions”;

* Whether the basic structure is violated by “excluding the SEBCs (Socially and Educationally
Backward Classes)/ OBCs (Other Backward Classes)/ SCs (Scheduled Castes)/ STs (Scheduled
Tribes) from the scope of EWS reservation”.

What is the 103rd Amendment?

The 103rd Amendment inserted Articles 15(6) and 16(6) in the Constitution to provide up to 10
per cent reservation to EWS other than backward classes, SCs, and STs in higher educational
institutions and initial recruitment in government jobs. The amendment empowered state
governments to provide reservation on the basis of economic backwardness.

Article 15 prohibits discrimination on grounds of religion, race, caste, sex, or place of birth. Article
16 guarantees equal opportunity in matters of public employment. The additional clauses gave
Parliament the power to make special laws for EWS like it does for SCs, STs, and OBCs.

The EWS reservation was granted based on the recommendations of a commission headed by
Major General (retd) S R Sinho. The commission, which was constituted by the UPA government
in March 2005, submitted its report in July 2010.

The Sinho Commission recommended that all below-poverty-line (BPL) families within the
general category as notified from time to time, and also all families whose annual family income
from all sources is below the taxable limit, should be identified as EBCs (economically backward
classes).

How is EWS status determined under the law?

The EWS criteria for employment and admission was notified on January 31, 2019 by the
Department of Personnel and Training (DoPT) based on the 103rd Amendment.
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Under the 2019 notification, a person who was not covered under the scheme of reservation for
SCs, STs, and OBCs, and whose family had a gross annual income below Rs 8 lakh, was to be
identified as EWS for the benefit of reservation. The notification specified what constituted
“income”, and excluded some persons from the EWS category if their families possessed certain
specified assets.

In October 2021, the Supreme Court, while hearing a challenge to reservation for EWS in the All-
India quota for PG medical courses, asked the government how the threshold of Rs 8 lakh had
been reached. The Centre told the court that it would revisit the income criterion, and set up a
three-member panel for this purpose.

In January this year, the government accepted the committee’s report, which said that the
“threshold of Rs 8 lakh of annual family income, in the current situation, seems reasonable for
determining EWS” and “may be retained”. However, the committee said, “EWS may...exclude,
irrespective of income, a person whose family has 5 acres of agricultural land and above”. Also,
the committee recommended, “the residential asset criteria may altogether be removed”.

What is the basis of the challenge to the amendment?

When a law is challenged, the burden of proving it is unconstitutional lies on the petitioners. The
primary argument in this case is that the amendment violates the basic structure of the
Constitution. Although there is no clear definition of basic structure, any law that violates it is
understood to be unconstitutional.

This argument in the present case stems from the view that the special protections guaranteed to
socially disadvantaged groups is part of the basic structure, and that the 103rd Amendment
departs from this by promising special protections on the sole basis of economic status.

The petitioners have also challenged the amendment on the ground that it violates the Supreme
Court’s 1992 ruling in Indra Sawhney & Ors v Union of India, which upheld the Mandal report and
capped reservations at 50 per cent. The court had held that economic backwardness cannot be
the sole criterion for identifying a backward class.

Another challenge is on behalf of private, unaided educational institutions. They have argued that
their fundamental right to practise a trade/ profession is violated when the state compels them to
implement its reservation policy and admit students on any criteria other than merit.

What has been the government’s stand in this matter so far?

In counter affidavits, the Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment argued that under Article
46 of the Constitution, part of Directive Principles of State Policy, the state has a duty to protect
the interests of economically weaker sections: “The state shall promote with special care the
educational and economic interests of the weaker sections of the people, and, in particular, of the
Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes, and shall protect them from social injustice and all
forms of exploitation.”

Against the argument of violation of the basic structure, the government said that “to sustain a
challenge against a constitutional amendment, it must be shown that the very identity of the
Constitution has been altered”.

On the Indra Sawhney principle, the government has relied on the SC’s 2008 ruling in Ashoka
Kumar Thakur v Union of India, in which the court upheld the 27 per cent quota for OBCs. The
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argument is that the court accepted that the definition of OBCs was not made on the sole criterion
of caste but a mix of caste and economic factors; thus, there need not be a sole criterion for
according reservation.

SUPREME COURT TO TAKE UP CAA CHALLENGE: WHERE DOES THE CASE STAND?

A three-judge Bench of the Supreme Court led by Chief Justice of India (C]JI) U U Lalit will hear the
challenge to the contentious Citizenship (Amendment) Act on Monday.

The Act and the legal challenge

The Citizenship Amendment Act, 2019 seeks to grant citizenship to a class of migrants belonging
to Hindu, Sikh, Buddhist, Jain, Parsi or Christian communities from Afghanistan, Bangladesh or
Pakistan.

The Act was passed on December 12, 2019 and was notified on January 10, 2020.

While the government claimed the amendment was sympathetic and inclusionary, critics said it
was unconstitutional and anti-Muslim. The law provoked widespread protests in the country.

The law, an amendment to the Citizenship Act, 1955, was challenged before the Supreme Court
under Article 32 of the Constitution. The lead petitioner is the Indian Union Muslim League
(IUML); other petitioners include politicians such as Asaduddin Owaisi, Jairam Ramesh, Ramesh
Chennithala, and Mahua Moitra, and political parties and groups such as the Assam Pradesh
Congress Committee, the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam, and the Asom Gana Parishad.

The challenge rests primarily on the grounds that the law violates Article 14 of the Constitution
that guarantees that no person shall be denied the right to equality before law or the equal
protection of law in the territory of India.

The Supreme Court has developed a two-pronged test to examine a law on the grounds of Article
14. First, any differentiation between groups of persons must be founded on “intelligible
differentia”; and second, “that differentia must have a rational nexus to the object sought to be
achieved by the Act”.

Simply put, for a law to satisfy the conditions under Article 14, it has to first create a “reasonable
class” of subjects that it seeks to govern under the law. Even if the classification is reasonable, any
person who falls in that category has to be treated alike.

Those challenging the law argue that if protecting persecuted minorities is ostensibly the objective
of the law, then the exclusion of some countries and using religion as a yardstick may fall foul of
the test.

Further, granting citizenship on the grounds of religion is seen to be against the secular nature of
the Constitution which has been recognised as part of the basic structure that cannot be altered
by Parliament.

In the CAA challenge, the petitioners have asked the Court to look into whether the special
treatment given to so called “persecuted minorities” from three Muslim majority neighbouring
countries only is a reasonable classification under Article 14 for granting citizenship, and whether
the state is discriminating against Muslims by excluding them.
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The status of the case

The challenge has had only one substantive hearing since 2020. On May 28, 2021, the Government
of India issued an order under Section 16 the Citizenship Act, 1955, giving district collectors in 13
districts with a high migrant population the power to accept citizenship applications from groups
identified in the 2019 amendment.

The IUML filed an application requesting an interim stay on this order, after which the Union
government filed a response. Since then, the case has not been heard.

The Government’s stand

The Home Ministry has told the Supreme Court in an affidavit that the May 2021 notification “has
no relation whatsoever with the CAA (Citizenship (Amendment) Act, 2019)”".

The government cited instances of such delegation of power in the past. In 2016, the government
used Section 16 and delegated its powers to grant citizenship by registration or naturalisation to
collectors of 16 districts and home secretaries of governments of seven states in respect of
migrants belonging to six specified minority communities of Afghanistan, Pakistan and
Bangladesh, for a period of two years, the affidavit pointed out. This, it said, was done to fast-track
the decision on citizenship applications of this category of foreigners.

In 2018, this delegation of power was extended until further orders.

The government argued that the notification “does not provide for any relaxations to the
foreigners and applies only to foreigners who have entered the country legally”.

It also opposed the challenge to the notification and said that “it is inconceivable” that the
intervention application can be filed in the original writ petition against the CAA.

What happens next

The listing of the CAA challenge indicates that the hearing will be fast-tracked. The court will have
to ensure that all pleadings, written submissions are filed and served to the opposite party before
it is listed for final hearing. Some petitioners could also seek a referral to a larger Constitution
Bench. However, the challenge is to a statute and does not directly involve interpretation of the
Constitution. These issues are also likely to be debated before the court allots time for the final
hearing.

GYANVAPI MOSQUE CASE: WHAT THE VARANASI COURT SAID

The Varanasi District Court on Monday dismissed the challenge by Anjuman Intezamia Masajid
Committee against the civil suits that sought the right to worship Maa Shringar Gauri and other
deities within the Gyanvapi mosque premises. The preliminary ruling by District Judge A K
Vishvesha means that the cases can now be heard on merits where the parties have to present
evidence to prove their claims.

The case so far

Last year, five women filed a civil suit seeking enforcement of their right to worship deities within
the Gyanvapi mosque complex. In April, the Civil Judge (Senior Division) allowed a video survey
of the mosque where a Shivling was said to have been found in the wazukhana. The Anjuman
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Intezamia moved the Supreme Court, arguing that the proceedings were an attempt to change the
religious character of the mosque. The Places of Worship Act, 1991 bars the conversion of the
religious character of a place of worship from how it existed on August 15, 1947

On May 20, the Supreme Court, underlining the “complexity of the issues involved in the civil suit”,
transferred the case to the District Judge. The SC subsequently said it would intervene only after
the District Judge had decided on the preliminary aspects of the case.

Preliminary ruling

District Judge Vishvesha ruled on Monday that he did not find any law that barred the petitioners
from filing such a suit.

Under the Code of Civil Procedure; in the initial stage, averments made in a suit must be prima
facie accepted without going into the veracity of the claims, unless such a suit is barred by law.
Once the suit is accepted, the onus of proving the claims would be on the plaintiffs.

The mosque side had argued that the suits were barred under three specific laws.

The Places of Worship Act, 1991: Section 4 of the Act is a declaration that “the religious character
of a place of worship existing on the 15th day of August, 1947 shall continue to be the same as it
existed on that day”. The provision states that if “any suit, appeal or other proceeding with respect
to the conversion of the religious character of any place of worship, existing on [that day]... is
pending before any court, tribunal or other authority, the same shall abate, and no suit, appeal or
other proceeding with respect to any such matter shall lie on or after such commencement in any
court, tribunal or other authority”.

The Muslim side argued that allowing the civil suits would alter the character of the mosque as it
has existed for over 600 years. The Hindu petitioners argued that until 1993, regular prayers were
offered inside the Gyanvapi mosque complex to Hindu deities — and since 1993, prayers have
been allowed on a designated day annually. Relying on the argument that even after August 15,
1947, the religious character of the Gyanvapi mosque allowed for prayers to Hindu deities, the
Varanasi court said in its order that the Places of Worship Act does not bar the civil suit.

In May, the Supreme Court too had observed that “finding the nature of the religious place” is not
barred under the 1991 law. “But the ascertainment of a religious character of a place, as a
processual instrument, may not necessarily fall foul of the provisions of Sections 3 and 4 (of the
Act)... These are matters which we will not hazard an opinion in our order at all,” Justice D Y
Chandrachud had said.

The court will now have to look into evidence on the situation in 1947 before deciding on the
issue. Legal experts have pointed out that this is a tricky reading of the law since such broad claims
can be made in civil suits, opening the door for a wider religious divide in the country.

The Wakf Act, 1995: The Muslim side argued that the subject matter of the civil suit is a Wakf
property and, according to Section 85 of the Act, only the Wakf Tribunal, Lucknow, can decide the
suit. The mosque made two submissions to prove that the mosque is built on Wakf property. First,
that it is published in the Varanasi gazette that the mosque is built on Wakfland; and second, that
the Allahabad High Court has held that land that is used from time immemorial for a religious
purpose, such as for a mosque or Muslim burials, would be dedicated to God almighty, and would
be treated as Wakf.
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But the court agreed with two arguments made by the petitioners to decide that the suit is not
barred by the Wakf Act.

First, it relied on rulings which held it could “never have been the intention of the legislature to
casta cloud on the right, title or interest of persons who are not Muslims”. The Wakf Act, according
to the court, is to solve disputes within the community and not to extinguish claims from outside
the community. Second, the court agreed with the petitioners that since the land belonged to the
deity Adi Vishveshwar from time immemorial, it could have never been Wakf property.

Kashi Vishwanath Temple Act, 1983: The Muslim side also challenged the civil suits on the
grounds that under this Act, the “temple land” was clearly demarcated, and that the Board of
Trustees appointed under law did not interfere in the case.

The court cited Section 4 (9) of the Act, which defines “Temple”, to hold that it does not bar the
mosque premises. The provision defines the temple as “the Temple of Adi Vishveshwar, popularly
known as Sri Kashi Vishwanath Temple...which is used as a place of public religious worship, and
dedicated to or for the benefit of or used as of right by the Hindus, as a place of public religious
worship of the Jyotirlinga and includes all subordinate temple, shrines, sub-shrines and the
Asthan of all other images and deities, mandaps, wells, tanks and other necessary structures and
land appurtenant thereto...”.

RELIEF, AT LAST

Even for a system in which foisting of false cases is not uncommon, the prolonged imprisonment
of journalist Siddique Kappan in Uttar Pradesh was quite an egregiously malevolent instance. In
directing his release on bail, subject to conditions that are not onerous, the Supreme Court has
rightly bypassed the bail-denying feature of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act by posing
pertinent questions and concluding that there was no reason for keeping him in custody any
further. Mr. Kappan was arrested in October 2020 while he was on his way to Hathras, where a
Dalit girl had been gang-raped and murdered. In a baffling move that could only be explained as
an attempt to divert attention from the public outcry caused by the incident and float a conspiracy
theory with communal overtones, he was charged with plotting a divisive campaign in the area.
And to ensure that he was kept in prison for a long time, the police invoked provisions of the anti-
terror law — ones that related to raising funds for a terrorist act and a conspiracy to commit it —
besides penal provisions concerning promoting enmity between communities and outraging
religious feelings. He was described as a member of the Popular Front of India. Pamphlets calling
for justice for the victim and literature in English (which turned out to be instructions given in
English for use in the ‘Black Lives Matter’ protests in the United States), were cited as material to
implicate him.

It is to the credit of the Bench under the Chief Justice of India, Justice U.U. Lalit, that it did not go
by the usual penchant for citing Section 43D(5) of the UAPA to deny bail. The provision contains
a legal bar on granting bail if the Court is of the opinion that there are reasonable grounds to
believe that the accusation against those held is prima facie true. A 2019 judgment forbids a
detailed analysis of the evidence at the bail stage. However, a common-sense approach to the facts
of a case may lead to a better appreciation of the question of bail. By orally asking how raising
one’s voice in support of justice for a victim would amount to a crime and wondering why a person
planning to foment communal violence would use pamphlets in English written for a protest in
another country, the Bench proved the shaky foundations of the whole case. The bail order
demonstrates how a clear-headed approach can help judges relieve officials and political leaders

3R° FLOOR AND 4™ FLOOR SHATABDI TOWER, SAKCHI, JAMSHEDPUR
17



+91 9334622397
+91 7004749538

www.dreamias.co.in

&DreamlAS

Learning made simple... u www.youtube.com/c/DreamlAS

of their smug belief that by invoking anti-terror laws, they can keep disfavoured accused in prison
for long years without any basis. At the same time, it reflects poorly on the judiciary that it took
two years for the courts to grant liberty to Siddique Kappan. One should hope that this order will
send a message down the judicial hierarchy on how courts should not allow the police to persecute
people through stringent laws.

CONTROVERSIAL SURVEY OF MADRASAS STARTS IN U.P.

Amid the ongoing controversy over madrasas in Uttar Pradesh, the State government started the
process of conducting a survey of the Islamic educational institutions from Saturday.

The much-discussed survey of “unrecognised” madrasas will be conducted over a 25-day period
by the District Minority Welfare Officers and their teams, along with officials of the Education
Department, across the 78 districts of the State.

“Survey of madrasas to start today. We will analyse whether survey teams have been formed in
all districts. Our aim is to bring these institutions into the mainstream and produce IAS and IPS
[officers], engineers and doctors; hence the teaching of mathematics, English, Hindi and social
sciences is also necessary,” said Dharmpal Singh, the State’s Minister for Minority Welfare, Waqf
and the Haj Department.

On September 7, Mr. Singh chaired a high-level meeting at Vidhan Bhavan and has issued
directions to form survey teams by September 10 and set a 25-day limit to conduct the whole
exercise. The teams formed in the districts have to submit the report to the District Magistrates.
The report will then be sent to the State government by October 25.

Mr. Singh on Saturday took potshots at Opposition parties who have been criticising the survey.
“The Opposition parties consider minorities as a vote bank but the BJP government believes in
providing rights to the minority community,” Mr. Singh said.

The survey aims to gather information about the details of teachers and students, curriculum, and
affiliation of unrecognised madrasas with non-governmental organisations. Uttar Pradesh has
more than 16,000 madrasas.

Since the announcement of the survey, a war of words is raging in the State with all the major
Opposition parties, including the Samajwadi Party (SP) and the Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP),
targeting the State government.

Evil intent, says BSP

BSP supremo Mayawati said that the ruling dispensation was terrorising the Muslim community
with such acts. “The BJP government has an evil intent on madrasas in Uttar Pradesh. The attempts
to interfere in the private madrasas, which are run on donations by the Muslim community, in the
name of a survey is inappropriate. The government should focus on improving the condition of
the government and government-aided madrasas,” she said.

Leading Muslim organisations, including the All India Muslim Personal Law Board and the Jamiat
Ulema-e-Hind, called the survey a “malicious move” to disparage the madrasa system, and asked
why the same rules did not apply for Hindu religious institutions such as maths and dharmshalas.
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The Minority Welfare Department survey has argued that the exercise will be conducted to the
requirements of the National Commission for Protection of Child Rights (NCPCR), which wanted
to check whether basic facilities were being provided to students in madrasas.

During the survey, details such as the name of the madrasa and the institution operating it,
number of students studying there, and the information regarding facilities available will be
collected, said the department.

PARLIAMENTARY BUSINESS AND AN ESSENTIAL PIT STOP

It was heartening to have the recently concluded monsoon session of Parliament (July-August),
even though it was adjourned sine die on August 8, 2022, witnessing the Competition
(Amendment) Bill, 2022 and the Electricity (Amendment) Bill, 2022