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MARRIAGE AGE OF WOMEN TO BE RAISED FROM 18 TO 21 

 The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has approved a proposal to increase the legal age of marriage 

of women in India from 18 years to 21 years, setting in motion a wheel to change the norm that has existed for the last 43 

years. 

 Sources in the government said that a bill in this regard was likely to be brought in the parliament soon.  

 In India, the legal age of marriage for women has been 18 years since 1978 while for men, this age is 21 years. 

 

JAYA JAITLY COMMITTEE 

 A task force has been constituted by the Government of India to evaluate issues related to Infant Mortality Rate, Maternal 

Mortality Rate, Total Fertility Rate, Sex Ratio at Birth, Child Sex Ratio (CSR) and any other issue that pertains to health as 

well as nutrition. 

 It will also review the correlation of age of marriage and motherhood along with health, medical well being and nutritional 

status of mother and child, during pregnancy & birth. 

 The task force has been set up by the Women and Child Development Ministry and will be headed by Jaya Jaitly. 

 The terms of reference for the task force had included examining the correlation of age of marriage and motherhood with  

health, medical well-being and nutrition of mother and child during pregnancy and later and also assessing how parameters 

like infant mortality rate, maternal mortality rate, total fertility rate, sex ratio at birth and child sex ratio are related  to age 

of marriage and motherhood. 

 The committee had also been tasked with measures for promoting higher education among women and to suggest suitable 

legislative instruments or amendments in existing laws to support its recommendations. 

 Meanwhile women’s rights activists and bodies pointed out that the move may end up harming women’s cause rather than 

helping them. 

 Population Foundation of India, an NGO working in the field of women’s reproductive rights, for instance, said that 

increasing women's age of marriage is like "treating symptoms instead of the cause". 
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 "While the concern with early marriage is a step in the right direction, legal action on this issue is akin to treating symptoms 

instead of the underlying causes which have allowed such a practice to exist for centuries," it said in a statement. "A whole 

range of factors such as deep-rooted gender inequality, regressive social norms, financial insecurity, lack of quality 

education and employment opportunities together contribute to the incidence of early and forced marriages. 

THE CHILD MARRIAGE RESTRAINT ACT 

 The Child Marriage Restraint Act, 1929, passed on 28 September 1929, in the Imperial Legislative Council of India, fixed 

the age of marriage for girls at 14 years and boys at 18 years. In 1949, after India's independence, it was amended to 15 for 

girls, and in 1978 to 18 for girls and 21 for boys. It is popularly known as the Sharda Act, after its sponsor Harbilas 

Sharda. It came into effect six months later on 1 April 1930 and applied to all of British India. It was a result of social reform 

movement in India. Despite strong opposition from the British authorities, the legislation was passed by the British Indian 

Government which had a majority of Indians. However, it lacked implementation from the British Indian government, largely 

due to the fear of British authorities losing support from their loyal Hindu and Muslim communalist groups. 

LEGISLATION PROCESS 

 Various bills addressing questions on the age of consent were introduced in the Indian legislatures and defeated. In 1927, Rai 

Sahib Harbilas Sharda introduced his Hindu Child Marriage Bill in the Central Legislative Assembly. Under the pressure of 

world opinion, the social reformists in India and Nationalist freedom fighters, the Government referred the Bill to a select 

committee named as the Age of Consent Committee headed by Sir Moropant Visavanath Joshi, the Home Member of Central 

Provinces.  

 

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY 

 The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) is an international organization that seeks to promote the peaceful use 

of nuclear energy, and to inhibit its use for any military purpose, including nuclear weapons. The IAEA was established as 
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an autonomous organisation on 29 July 1957. Though established independently of the United Nations through its own 

international treaty, the IAEA Statute, the IAEA reports to both the United Nations General Assembly and Security Council. 

 The IAEA has its headquarters in Vienna, Austria. The IAEA has two "Regional Safeguards Offices" which are located 

in Toronto, Canada, and in Tokyo, Japan. The IAEA also has two liaison offices which are located in New York City, United 

States, and in Geneva, Switzerland. In addition, the IAEA has laboratories and research centers located in Seibersdorf, 

Austria, in Monaco and in Trieste, Italy.  

 The IAEA serves as an intergovernmental forum for scientific and technical co-operation in the peaceful use of nuclear 

technology and nuclear power worldwide. The programs of the IAEA encourage the development of the peaceful 

applications of nuclear energy, science and technology, provide international safeguards against misuse of nuclear 

technology and nuclear materials, and promote nuclear safety (including radiation protection) and nuclear security standards 

and their implementation. 

 The IAEA and its former Director General, Mohamed ElBaradei, were jointly awarded the Nobel Peace Prize on 7 October 

2005. The current Director General is Rafael Grossi, an Argentinian diplomat who previously served as an IAEA's chief of 

cabinet, whose appointment was approved at the special session of the IAEA's General Conference on 2 December 2019, as 

the successor of Yukiya Amano, who died in July 2019. 

MISSIONS 
The IAEA is generally described as having three main missions: 

1. Peaceful uses: Promoting the peaceful uses of nuclear energy by its member states, 

2. Safeguards: Implementing safeguards to verify that nuclear energy is not used for military purposes, and 

3. Nuclear safety: Promoting high standards for nuclear safety.  

MEMBERSHIP 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treaty
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_General_Assembly
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Security_Council
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Headquarters
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vienna
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Toronto
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tokyo
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Geneva
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Seibersdorf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monaco
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Trieste
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuclear_technology
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuclear_technology
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuclear_power
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuclear_material
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuclear_safety
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Radiation_protection
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mohamed_ElBaradei
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nobel_Peace_Prize
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rafael_Grossi
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Yukiya_Amano


 

5 | P a g e  

 The process of joining the IAEA is fairly simple Normally, a State would notify the Director General of its desire to join, 

and the Director would submit the application to the Board for consideration. If the Board recommends approval, and the 

General Conference approves the application for membership, the State must then submit its instrument of acceptance of 

the IAEA Statute to the United States, which functions as the depositary Government for the IAEA Statute. The State is 

considered a member when its acceptance letter is deposited. The United States then informs the IAEA, which notifies other 

IAEA Member States. Signature and ratification of the 

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) are not 

preconditions for membership in the IAEA. 

 The IAEA has 173 member states. Most UN members 

and the Holy See are Member States of the IAEA. Non-

member states Cape Verde (2007), Tonga (2011), The 

Gambia (2016), Guinea (2020), and Saint Kitts and Nevis 

(2021) have been approved for membership and will 

become a Member State if they deposit the necessary 

legal instruments 

 Four states have withdrawn from the IAEA. North Korea 

was a Member State from 1974 to 1994, but withdrew 

after the Board of Governors found it in non-compliance 

with its safeguards agreement and suspended most technical co-operation. 

 

CRITICISM  

 In 2011, Russian nuclear accident specialist Iouli Andreev was critical of the response to Fukushima, and says that the 

IAEA did not learn from the 1986 Chernobyl disaster. He has accused the IAEA and corporations of "wilfully ignoring 

lessons from the world's worst nuclear accident 25 years ago to protect the industry's expansion". The IAEA's role "as an 

advocate for nuclear power has made it a target for protests". 



 

6 | P a g e  

 The journal Nature has reported that the IAEA response to the 2011 Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster in Japan was 

"sluggish and sometimes confusing", drawing calls for the agency to "take a more proactive role in nuclear safety". But 

nuclear experts say that the agency's complicated mandate and the constraints imposed by its member states mean that 

reforms will not happen quickly or easily, although its INES "emergency scale is very likely to be revisited" given the 

confusing way in which it was used in Japan. 

 Some scientists say that the Fukushima nuclear accidents have revealed that the nuclear industry lacks sufficient oversight, 

leading to renewed calls to redefine the mandate of the IAEA so that it can better police nuclear power plants worldwide. 

There are several problems with the IAEA says Najmedin Meshkati of University of Southern California: 

 It recommends safety standards, but member states are not required to comply; it promotes nuclear energy, but it also 

monitors nuclear use; it is the sole global organisation overseeing the nuclear energy industry, yet it is also weighed down 

by checking compliance with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). 

 In 2011, the journal Nature reported that the International Atomic Energy Agency should be strengthened to make 

independent assessments of nuclear safety and that "the public would be better served by an IAEA more able to deliver 

frank and independent assessments of nuclear crises as they unfold 

FDI MAY DECLINE 20% IN FY22, TREND TO WEIGH ON RUPEE: UBS 

 India’s FDI inflows may dip by about 20% this year after the all-time high investments of close to $82 billion received in 

FY21, a UBS Global research report said on Thursday. 

 “India’s net FDI inflows have slowed in the first half of calendar year 2021 after very strong FDI inflows in the second half 

of 2020,” UBS said in the report. “The latter was due to the services sector, which continues to dominate FDI inflows, with 

e-commerce and digital platforms the new wave, while manufacturing has lagged,” it added. 

 “We see risk of FDI inflows declining by about 20% year on year, in 2021-22 — which could weigh on the rupee near term 

— before recovering in 2022-23 and beyond,” UBS economists said. in a report titled ‘Asian net inward FDI on track for a 

record year — what happens next?’ 
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 Net FDI inflows in India are not expected to fully offset the country’s current account deficit this year, but the reshoring of 

supply chains due to the pandemic is a ‘relative positive’ for more investments into India, the report suggested. FDI inflows 

in the first half of this year stood at about $31 billion. 

 “It appears that the reshoring dynamic is impacting South Asian economies less than China,” it pointed out. Asia is expected 

to receive the highest FDI this year, going well past the previous record net inward FDI of $252 billion in 2013. 

 UBS economists expect FDI inflows into India to increase to about $85 billion by FY26 and rise to almost $100 billion over 

five years. 

 “We think India’s absorptive capacity is significantly larger than some peers’. Recent reforms include incentives for 

manufacturing, easier labour laws and privatisation, which should support long-term growth closer to our upside scenario 

of 7.5-8% and could help boost FDI inflows to about $100 billion over the next five years. 
 

THE WTO’S CHALLENGE TO MSP IS ANOTHER FRONTIER TO 

CROSS  

The need is to convince farmers of other efective policy interventions that are World Trade Organization compatible 

 The demand of farmers to provide a legal guarantee for the minimum support price (MSP) for their produce has triggered a 

nationwide debate. Some believe it would be “fscally ruinous” to procure all the 23 crops for which MSP is announced 

annually. Others contend that procuring these crops would be a logistical nightmare. There is yet another dimension of this 

debate that has largely gone unnoticed. Can India provide a legal guarantee for MSP without violating its international law 

obligations enshrined in the Agreement on Agriculture (AoA) of the World Trade Organization (WTO)? 

AS A TRADE-DISTORTING SUBSIDY  

 One of the central objectives of the AoA is to cut trade-distorting domestic support that WTO member countries provide to 

agriculture. In this regard, the domestic subsidies are divided into three categories: ‘green box’, ‘blue box’ and ‘amber box’ 

measures. Subsidies that fall under the ‘green box’ (like income support to farmers decoupled from production) and ‘blue 
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box’ (like direct payments under production limiting programmes subject to certain conditions) are considered non-trade 

distorting. Countries can provide unlimited subsidies under these two categories. However, price support provided in the 

form of procurement of crops at MSP is classifed as a trade-distorting subsidy and falls under the ‘amber box’ measures, 

which are subject to certain limits. To measure ‘amber box’ support, WTO member countries are required to compute 

Aggregate Measurement of Support (AMS). AMS is the total of product-specifc support (price support to a particular crop) 

and non-product-specific support (fertilizer subsidy). 

 Under Article 6.4(b) of the AoA, developing countries such as India are allowed to provide a de minimis level of product 

and non-product domestic subsidy. This de minimis limit is capped at 10% of the total value of production of the product, in 

case of a product-specifc subsidy; and at 10% of the total value of a country’s agricultural production, in case of non-product 

subsidy.  

 Subsidies breaching the de minimis cap are trade-distorting. Consequently, they have to be accounted for in the AMS. The 

procurement at MSP, after comparing it with the fxed external reference price (ERP) — an average price based on the base 

years 1986-88 — has to be included in AMS. Since the fxed ERP has not been revised in the last several decades at the 

WTO, the diference between the MSP and fxed ERP has widened enormously due to infation. For instance, according to the 

Centre for WTO Studies, India’s ERP for rice, in 1986-88, was $262.51/tonne and the MSP was less than this.  

 However, India’s applied administered price for rice in 2015-16 stood at $323.06/tonne, much more than the 1986-88 ERP. 

When this diference is accounted for in the AMS, the possibility of overshooting the de minimis limit becomes real. Procuring 

all the 23 crops at MSP, as against the current practice of procuring largely rice and wheat, will result in India breaching the 

de minimis limit making it vulnerable to a legal challenge at the WTO. 

  Even if the Government does not procure directly but mandates private parties to acquire at a price determined by the 

Government, as it happens in the case of sugarcane, the de minimis limit of 10% applies. Very recently, a WTO panel in the 

case, India – Measures Concerning Sugar and Sugarcane, concluded that India breached the de minimis limit in the case of 

sugarcane by ofering guaranteed prices paid by sugar mills to sugarcane farmers. 

 PEACE CLAUSE  

 The AoA needs to be amended so that it provides adequate policy space to run an MSP-backed food security programme. 

Although a permanent solution is nowhere in sight, the countries have agreed to a peace clause. The peace clause forbids 
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bringing legal challenges against price support-based procurement for food security purposes even if it breaches the limit on 

domestic support. However, the peace clause is subject to several conditions. For example, it can be availed by developing 

countries for the support provided to traditional staple food crops to pursue public stockholding programmes for food security 

(procuring food to provide free ration through the Public Distribution System). 

 Furthermore, the peace clause is applicable only for programmes that were existing as of the date of the decision and are 

consistent with other requirements. Countries are also under an obligation to notify the WTO if their subsidies exceed the 

permissible level. For instance, earlier this year, India reported to the WTO that it gave subsidies worth $6.31 billion for rice 

in 2019-20 while the value of rice production was $46.07 billion. In other words, the subsidies were 13.6% of the total value 

of production as against the de minimis level of 10%. India’s procurement for rice and wheat, even if it violates the de 

minimis limit, will enjoy legal immunity. However, India will not be able to employ the peace clause to defend procuring 

those crops that are not part of the food security programme (such as cotton, groundnut, sunfower seed). 

  Even if the AoA is amended to exclude MSP-backed procurement for food security purposes from the AMS, procurement 

for other crops at prices higher than the fixed ERP would be considered trade-distorting and thus subject to the de minimis 

limit. Therefore, India needs to recalibrate its agricultural support programmes to make use of the fexibilities available in the 

AoA.  

SOME ALTERNATIVES 

 Arguably, India can move away from price-based support in the form of MSP to income-based support, which will not be 

trade-distorting under the AoA provided the income support is not linked to production. Alternatively, one can supplement 

price-based support (keeping the de minimis limit in mind) with an income-based support policy. However, it will be arduous 

especially given the climate of high misgiving prevailing between the farmers and the political establishment. The recent 

fasco with the three repealed farm laws demonstrates that reforms in agriculture, no matter how sagacious, cannot be shoved 

down the throats of the farmers. The Government needs to engage with the farmers and create an afable environment to 

convince them of other efective policy interventions, beyond MSP, that are fscally prudent and WTO compatible. 
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