
VEDANGA

INSTITUTE
IAS / UPPCS / BPSC

FREE

ADMISSION OPEN

Date :11 January 2022 Venue : Laxmi Nagar

RESERVE YOUR SEAT NOW

U-135, Ground & 2nd Floor, Baba Complex New Delhi, near Metro Station,

Laxmi Nagar, Delhi, 110092

Contact at +91-9718054084 E-mail us : info@vedanga.co.in



VEDANGA 

INSTITUTE FOR CIVIL SERVICES 

11-01-2022 

 

IAS/UPPCS/BPSC 
U-135, Ground Floor 2nd Floor, Vikas Marg, Baba Complex, Near Laxmi Nagar Metro 

Station Gate No. 3, Shakarpur, Delhi-92 

Contact No.  8447386765, 9718054084 

                     DAILY CURRENT AFFAIRS  

INDEX 
 SC TO CONSTITUTE PANEL TO PROBE PM 

SECURITY BREACH 

 TWO SC JUDGES PULL OUT OF KRISHNA WATER 

CASE 

 RAPE PUNISHABLE BUT MARITAL 

RELATIONSHIP IS DIFFERENT: HC 

 MANIPUR GOVERNMENT ISSUES ‘DISTURBED 

AREA’ NOTIFICATION 

 SUU KYI SENTENCED TO 4 YEARS IN PRISON 

 AT GOLDEN GLOBES, POWER OF THE DOG, WEST 

SIDE STORY WIN TOP FILM PRIZES 

 NO ONE SHOULD INTERFERE IN CHINA-LANKA 

TIES 

 GST REFORM NEEDS A NEW GRAND BARGAIN 

 

SC TO CONSTITUTE PANEL TO PROBE PM 

SECURITY BREACH 
Halt inquiries by Punjab, Centre, says court 

 The Supreme Court on Monday said it would form a committee headed by a 

retired judge of the court to conduct a time-bound and independent inquiry into 

the circumstances that saw Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s convoy stuck for 

several minutes on a flyover in Punjab on January 5. 

 A Bench led by Chief Justice of India (CJI) N.V. Ramana indicated that ongoing 

inquiries by both Punjab and the Centre would have to stop for the time being. 

 The court said that its committee would submit a report within a specified time 

after examining the records of the security arrangements, already been seized by 

the Registrar General of the Punjab and Haryana High Court as per its orders on 

January 7. 

 The court also indicated that the Registrar General, along with the officers who 

helped him seize and protect the documents, who include the DGP, Chandigarh, 

and the IG, National Investigation Agency, would be part of the committee. 
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TWO SC JUDGES PULL OUT OF KRISHNA WATER 

CASE 
 

Justice Chandrachud hails from Maharashtra, Justice Bopanna is from 

Karnataka 

 

 Justices D.Y. Chandrachud and A.S. Bopanna of the Supreme Court on Monday 

recused themselves from hearing a dispute among the States of Telangana, 

Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka on the allocation of the Krishna river water. 

 Justice Chandrachud said both he and Justice Bopanna had had a word with each 

other earlier in the day and decided to withdraw from hearing the case. Justice 

Chandrachud is from Maharashtra and Justice Bopanna hails from Karnataka. 

 Justice Chandrachud explained to the lawyers present that they had noticed that 

judges similarly placed like them — hailing from the States in dispute — had 

recused themselves from the case. “We do not want to be targets of invective,” 

he conveyed their decision. 

 

WHY DOES A JUDGE RECUSE? 

 When there is a conflict of interest, a judge can withdraw from hearing a case 

to prevent creating a perception that she carried a bias while deciding the case. 

The conflict of interest can be in many ways — from holding shares in a 

company that is a litigant to having a prior or personal association with a party 

involved in the case. 

 The practice stems from the cardinal principle of due process of law that 

nobody can be a judge in her own case. Any interest or conflict of interest 

would be a ground to withdraw from a case since a judge has a duty to act fair. 

Another instance for recusal is when an appeal is filed in the Supreme Court 

against a judgement of a High Court that may have been delivered by the SC 

judge when she was in the HC. 

 

WHAT IS THE PROCESS FOR RECUSAL? 

 The decision to recuse generally comes from the judge herself as it rests on the 

conscience and discretion of the judge to disclose any potential conflict of 

interest. In some circumstances, lawyers or parties in the case bring it up before 

the judge. If a judge recuses, the case is listed before the Chief Justice for 

allotment to a fresh Bench. 

 There are no formal rules governing recusals, although several Supreme Court 

judgments have dealt with the issue. 
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 In Ranjit Thakur v Union of India (1987), the Supreme Court held that the tests 

of the likelihood of bias is the reasonableness of the apprehension in the mind 

of the party. “The proper approach for the Judge is not to look at his own mind 

and ask himself, however honestly, “Am I biased?” but to look at the mind of 

the party before him,” the court had held. “A Judge shall not hear and decide 

a matter in a company in which he holds shares… unless he has disclosed his 

interest and no objection to his hearing and deciding the matter is raised,” 

states the 1999 charter ‘Restatement of Values in Judicial Life’, a code of 

ethics adopted by the Supreme Court. 

 

CAN A JUDGE REFUSE TO RECUSE? 

 Once a request is made for recusal, the decision to recuse or not rests with the 

judge. While there are some instances where judges have recused even if they 

do not see a conflict but only because such an apprehension was cast, there 

have also been several cases where judges have refused to withdraw from a 

case. 

 For instance, in 2019, Justice Arun Mishra had controversially refused to 

recuse himself from a Constitution Bench set up to re-examine a judgement he 

had delivered previously, despite several requests from the parties. Justice 

Mishra had reasoned that the request for recusal was really an excuse for 

“forum shopping” and agreeing could compromise the independence of the 

judiciary. 

 In the Ayodhya-Ramjanmabhoomi case, Justice U U Lalit recused himself 

from the Constitution Bench after parties brought to his attention that he had 

appeared as a lawyer in a criminal case relating to the case. 

 

DO JUDGES RECORD REASONS FOR RECUSAL? 

 Since there are no formal rules governing the process, it is often left to 

individual judges to record reasons for recusal. Some judges disclose the 

reasons in open court; in some cases, the reasons are apparent. 

 The two Supreme Court judges who have recused from cases relating to West 

Bengal had been Calcutta High Court judges. The cases they have recused 

from relate to post-poll violence in the state and the Narada scam, which have 

become political battles between the state and Centre in court. 
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 In a landmark verdict in 2015 holding that the National Judicial Appointments 

Commission as unconstitutional, Justice Kurian Joseph and Justice Madan 

Lokur had referred to the need for judges to give reasons for recusal to build 

transparency and help frame rules to govern the process. 

 

RAPE PUNISHABLE BUT MARITAL RELATIONSHIP IS 

DIFFERENT: HC 
‘Non-marital and marital relationship can’t be parallelised’ 

 The Delhi High Court on Monday said that while there can be no compromise 

with women’s right to sexual autonomy and any act of rape has to be punished, 

there is a “qualitative difference” between a marital and a non-marital 

relationship. 

 The court said the former entailed a legal right to expect reasonable sexual 

relation from the spouse and it played a part in the marital rape exemption in 

criminal law. 

 Justice C Hari Shankar, who formed part of the Division Bench hearing a batch 

of petitions seeking criminalisation of marital rape, orally observed that a non-

marital relation, no matter how close, and a marital relationship cannot be 

“parallelised”. 

 The court questioned as to why the exception from the offence of rape granted 

to a married couple had remained in the legislature for several years in spite of 

developments suggesting the contrary and remarked that “one of the possible 

reasons” was the wide scope of Section 375 of Indian Penal Code which included 

even a single act of “unwilling sex” as rape. 

 “Let’s take a newly married couple... If the wife says not today and the husband 

says then I’m going (out of the house), then it is rape if we knock off the 

exception and I am not in agreement. A boy and girl, howsoever close, neither 

have the right to expect sexual congress. There is an absolute right to each to say 

I will not have sex with you. In a marriage, there is a qualitative difference,” 

Justice Shankar said. 

 “When a party gets married, there is a right – it can lead to divorce — a legal 

right to expect a normal, reasonable sexual relationship with your partner... That 

qualitative difference has a part to play in the exception,” explained the judge, 

clarifying that he was neither expressing his final opinion on the petitions nor 

examining “whether marital rape should be punished” at this stage. 

 

MANIPUR GOVERNMENT ISSUES ‘DISTURBED 

AREA’ NOTIFICATION 
 Despite the widespread demand for the repeal of the Armed Forces (Special 

Powers) Act, 1958, the Manipur government issued a notification on Monday 

declaring the entire State, excluding the Imphal Municipal areas, as “disturbed” 

with retrospective effect from December 31, 2021 for one year. It means that the 

Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act, 1958, will be in force. 
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 Under the provision, the central forces will be deployed to aid the civil 

administration. Despite claims for normality in the law and order situation under 

the BJP-led government, there have been violence in poll-bound Manipur.  

 

ARMED FORCES SPECIAL POWERSACT OF 1958 

 The Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act of 1958 (AFSPA) was adopted by the 

Indian Parliament 45 years ago as an emergency measure granting special powers 

to the Indian Armed Forces for use in an area that has been declared ‘disturbed.’ 

The ASPA was first applied to the Seven Sister States of North East India, 

including Assam, Manipur, Tripura, Meghalaya, Arunachal Pradesh, Mizoram and 

Nagaland, on 1 September, 1958, to stop the North Eastern States seceding from 

the Indian Union. Later Punjab and Chandigarh also came within the purview of 

this act, which was later withdrawn in 1997. AFSPA was applied to the state 

of Jammu and Kashmir in 1990 and has been in force since. 

WHEN IS AN AREA DEEMED ‘DISTURBED’ 

 The State or Central Government has the right to pronounce an area ‘disturbed’ “by 

reason of differences or disputes between members of different religious, racial, 

language or regional groups or castes or communities”. 

THE FEATURES OF AFSPA 

 The State or the Central Government have the power to demarcate an area in 

the Indian Union as ‘disturbed’. 

 But under Section (3) of the Act, the opinion of the State Government as to 

whether or not an area is ‘disturbed’ can be overruled by the governor or the 

centre. 

 Section (3) of the AFSPA Act empowers the governor of the state or Union 

territory to issue an official notification on The Gazette of India, following 

which the centre has the authority to send in armed forces for civilian aid. 

 Once declared ‘disturbed’, the region has to maintain status quo for a 

minimum of three months, according to The Disturbed Areas (Special Courts) 

Act, 1976. 
 

POWERS OF AFSPA 

According to AFSPA, an officer of the armed forces has the following powers in an 

area which has been deemed as ‘disturbed’: 

https://www.mapsofindia.com/assam/
https://www.mapsofindia.com/maps/jammuandkashmir/
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1. After a warning, he can use any kind of force including fire-power, even 

if it results in the death of the individual breaking the law or causing any 

kind of disturbance which is jeopardising public order. 

2. The power to destroy the fortified positions, hide-outs and dumps of 

persons deemed to be armed volunteers or armed gangs and wanted for 

an offence. 

3. The right to arrest without warrant any person who is suspected of 

having committed a cognizable offence. Any kind of force may be used 

if needed during the arrest. 

4. The authority to enter and search the premises, without a warrant, in 

order to make arrests, recover any person wrongfully restrained, or to 

recover any arms, ammunition or explosive substances and seize it. 

5. The right to stop and search a vehicle or a vessel suspected to be 

carrying weapons or a person deemed to have broken the law. 

6. A person taken into custody has to be presented to the officer in charge 

at the nearest police station at the earliest with a due account of the 

circumstances leading to the arrest. 

7. Army officers have legal immunity for their actions. 

8. The army officer has the power to protect persons acting in good faith 

under this Act from prosecution, suit or other legal proceedings. Only 

the Central Government can otherwise intervene. 

 

STATES UNDER AFSPA 

In May, 2015, after an exhaustive review of the law and order situation in 

Tripura, the AFSPA was finally removed from this state after 18 long 

years. The following states still fall under the purview of AFSPA: 

1. Assam 

2. Nagaland 

3. Manipur (except the Imphal municipal area) 

4. Arunachal Pradesh (only the Tirap, Changlang and Longding 

districts plus a 20-km belt bordering Assam) 

5. Meghalaya (confined to a 20-km belt bordering Assam) 

6. Jammu and Kashmir. 

 
ARGUMENTS IN THE FAVOUR OF AFSPA 

1. On the basis of the power given to the armed forces, they are able to protect 

the boundaries of the country. 

2. In the absence of strict law, the armed forces will not be able to tackle the 

insurgent inside the country esp. in the Kashmir and North eastern region of the 

country. 

3. The powers given in the ASFPA boost the moral of the armed forces to 

ensure the rule of law in the disturbed areas of the country. 

 

ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE AFSPA 
1. There are so many examples when the oppressive powers given to the 

armed forces have been misused. 
2.The armed forces are conducting fake encounters and sexually exploiting the 

women in the disturbed areas. 



 

7 | P a g e  

3. AFSPA,violates human rights. 

4. Some critics compared ASFPA with the Rowlatt act of the British time 

because like the Rowlatt Act, any suspicious person can be arrested on the 

basis of doubt in the ASFPA also. 

Critics of the AFSPA law argue that there is no need to run the country on the 

basis of bullet while the matter should be resolved on the basis of the ballet. 

SUU KYI SENTENCED TO 4 YEARS IN PRISON 

Charges include illegal possession of walkie-talkies; ousted leader faces a total six-

year prison term 

 A court in military-ruled Myanmar sentenced on Monday ousted leader Aung 

San Suu Kyi to four years in jail on charges including possession of unlicensed 

walkie-talkies, a source familiar with the proceedings said. 

 The latest sentencing in legal proceedings that rights groups have criticised as 

a “farce and a courtroom circus” means she faces a six-year jail term after two 

convictions last month. 

 She is on trial in nearly a dozen cases that carry combined maximum sentences 

of more than 100 years in prison. She denies all charges. 

 Nobel laureate Suu Kyi, 76, appeared calm when the verdict was read out on 

Monday in a court in the capital, Naypyitaw, said another source with 

knowledge of the court proceedings. 

 Myanmar has been in turmoil since the coup against Ms. Suu Kyi’s 

democratically elected government led to widespread protests and signalled the 

end of 10 years of tentative political reforms that followed decades of strict 

military rule. 

AT GOLDEN GLOBES, POWER OF THE DOG, 

WEST SIDE STORY WIN TOP FILM PRIZES 

 The Power of the Dog and West Side Story on Sunday won the top film prizes 

at an untelevised Golden Globes that was largely ignored by Hollywood, with 

awards unveiled via a live blog without any of the usual A-list glamour. 

 Jane Campion's dark Western The Power of the Dog became only the second 

film directed by a woman to win the best drama prize. The film also won for 

best director and best supporting actor for Kodi Smit-McPhee. 

 Steven Spielberg’s West Side Story remake claimed top honours for best 

picture, comedy or musical, as well as lead and supporting actress prizes for 

stars Rachel Zegler and Ariana DeBose. 

 Will Smith and Nicole Kidman won the prizes for best actor and actress in film 

dramas for their turns in King Richard and Being the Ricardos. 

NO ONE SHOULD INTERFERE IN CHINA-LANKA 

TIES’ 

https://www.jagranjosh.com/general-knowledge/antirowlatt-satyagraha-1446018207-1
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 Chinese Foreign Minister proposes a ‘forum on the development of Indian 

Ocean island countries’ 

 No “third party” should interfere in China-Sri Lanka ties, Chinese Foreign 

Minister Wang Yi has said, during his recent visit to Colombo, while also 

proposing a forum for Indian Ocean island nations. 

 During his nearly 24-hour visit to Colombo, where he met the Sri Lankan 

leadership, Mr. Wang spoke of the “friendly relationship” between China and 

Sri Lanka that “benefits the development of both countries and serves the 

fundamental interest” of both peoples, a statement issued by the Chinese 

Foreign Ministry said on Monday. “It does not target any third party and should 

not be interfered with by any third party. The all-round cooperation and 

strategic mutual trust between the two countries have injected positive energy 

into regional peace and stability,” according to the readout from Beijing. 

 In December 2021, the Colombo-based Chinese Embassy tweeted about a 

Chinese company shifting its solar energy project from northern Sri Lanka to 

the Maldives, in the wake of “security concerns from a third party”. While the 

Embassy did not name the party, it was clearly alluding to India that objected 

to the Chinese project in three islands off Jaffna peninsula. 

RUBBER-RICE PACT 

 Mr. Wang was on a brief official visit to Sri Lanka — as part of a five-nation 

tour in the New Year — to launch celebrations marking the 70th anniversary 

of the historic Rubber-Rice Pact, and the 65th anniversary of establishment of 

diplomatic relations between Sri Lanka and China. 

 His visit came at a time when Sri Lanka is battling a severe economic crisis of 

a persisting dollar crunch, soaring living costs and a shortage of essentials in 

the import-reliant island nation. Sri Lankan President Gotabaya Rajapaksa 

urged China to restructure Sri Lanka’s debt, and help the country cope with 

the economic strain. 

FTA TALKS 

 According to the Chinese Foreign Ministry, Mr. Wang said the two sides should 

make good use of “the two engines”, referring to the $1.4 billion China-backed 

Colombo Port City in Colombo, and the Hambantota Port in the island’s 

Southern Province. He urged Sri Lanka to “tap the opportunities” of the 

Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) and China’s “vast 

market”, and restart talks on a free trade agreement between China and Sri 

Lanka “to send more positive signals to the world and contribute to Sri Lanka's 

economic recovery and development”, the Ministry’s statement on his meeting 

with Mr. Gotabaya said. 

 The resident Chinese envoy also conveyed the same to a select group of Sri 

Lankan journalists following the visit, although official statements from the Sri 

Lankan side made no mention of either “third party” interference, or resuming 

FTA talks. During Mr. Wang’s visit, China and agreed to extend Yuan 800 

million for partnerships in the health sector, for technical cooperation, besides 

supporting construction of low-cost housing in capital Colombo. 
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 Another aspect of Mr. Wang’s bilateral discussions in Colombo, which was not 

captured in local statements or media, was his proposal for a “forum on the 

development of Indian Ocean island countries” to build consensus and synergy, 

and promote common development. 

 Mr. Wang, according to the Chinese Foreign Ministry, told the Sri Lankan 

leadership: “During my visit to several Indian Ocean island countries this time, 

I feel that all island countries share similar experiences and common needs, 

with similar natural endowment and development goals, and have favorable 

conditions and full potential for strengthening mutually beneficial 

cooperation,” while proposing the forum that sounded similar to Prime Minister 

Narendra Modi’s SAGAR (Security and Growth for All in the Region) 

initiative. 

 New Delhi would watch any regional forum with interest, amid its own efforts. 

Last year, a Secretariat for Trilateral National Security Advisers (NSA) on 

Maritime Security Cooperation among India, Maldives and Sri Lanka was set 

up in Colombo. 

GST REFORM NEEDS A NEW GRAND BARGAIN 

The GST compensation issue strengthens the necessity for a new system between 

sovereign and sub-sovereign entities 

 Just a day ahead of the 46th meeting of the GST Council on December 31, the 

Finance Ministers of several States had a pre-Budget interaction with the Union 

Finance Minister and demanded that the GST compensation scheme be extended 

beyond June 2022, when it is set to expire.  

 Three years ago, the Centre and the States of the Union of India struck a 

grand bargain resulting in the launch of the unified Goods and Services Tax 

(GST) era. The States gave up their right to collect sales tax and sundry 

taxes, and the Centre gave up excise and services tax. The nationwide GST 

promised frictionless commerce across State borders, buoyant and leakproof tax 

compliance, and removal of inefficiencies like the cascade of “tax on tax”. This 

historic grand bargain was the result of painstaking consensus building, which 

inter alia involved addressing the apprehension of States, of revenue loss due to 

the GST. 

 

ABDICATION OF RESPONSIBILITY 
 Their consent was secured by a promise of reimbursing any shortfall in tax 

revenues for a period of five years. This reimbursement was to be funded by a 

special cess called the GST compensation cess. The promised reimbursement 

was to fill the gap for an assured 14% year on year tax growth for five years, and 

it was generous to a fault. Neither the national aggregate nor any of the major 

States had this record for the previous five years. 

 

 But that was not the only fault with the design, which had also failed to learn 

from the successful design of harmonising Value Added Tax (VAT) rates across 

the nation, implemented just a decade ago. VAT was the precursor to GST and 

also needed a consensus. That design too had an inbuilt reimbursement formula. 
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But that tapered over the years, making room for incentives for tax effort from 

the States, sort of “skin in the game”. 

 

 As the economy battles a pandemic and recession, the tax collection has dropped 

significantly, while expenditure needs are sharply higher, especially at the 

frontline of the battle, at the State level. But it seems that the States have been 

told that they are on their own to meet the shortfall in revenues. Using an 

equivalent of the Force Majeure clause in commercial contracts, the Centre 

is abdicating its responsibility of making up for the shortfall in 14% growth 

in GST revenues to the states. 

 

THE ONUS IS ON THE CENTRE 
This is wrong on many counts.  

1. First, the States do not have recourse to multiple options that the Centre has, such 

as issue of a sovereign bond (in dollars or rupees) or a loan against public sector 

unit shares from the Reserve Bank of India.  

2. Second, the Centre can anyway command much lower rates of borrowing from 

the markets as compared to the States.  

3. Third, in terms of aggregate public sector borrowing, it does not matter for the 

debt markets, nor the rating agencies, whether it is the States or the Centre that 

is increasing their indebtedness.  

4. Fourth, fighting this recession through increased fiscal stimulus is basically the 

job of macroeconomic stabilisation, which is the Centre’s domain.  

5. Fifth, and most importantly, breaking this important promise, using the alibi of 

the COVID-19 pandemic causes a serious dent in the trust built up between the 

Centre and States. 

 Cooperative federalism is in the nature of a “repeated game” between the two 

entities, and every action must think of the future consequences, not just the 

immediate ones. Will it not weaken the foundation of trust? 

 Kautilya too would have advised the sovereign against reneging on the promised 

bailout, as fulfilling the obligation helps build trust with sub-sovereigns. 

 

THE AUSTRALIAN EXAMPLE 
 The issue of GST compensation to the States is just the latest in the bumpy three-

year journey of the new tax design. It is clear that the design needs a radical 

overhaul. Just tinkering with the compensation mechanism, or frequently 

changing rate slabs, or pushing more goods in the “sin tax” cess category, to earn 

revenue that is not shareable with the States, is not the way forward. What we 

instead need is a Grand Bargain 2.0 between the sovereign and the sub-sovereign 

entities. 

WHAT WOULD THIS BE BASED UPON?  

 We have to go back to the first principles. GST is a destination-based 

consumption tax, which must include all goods and services with very few 

exceptions, such as food and medicine. That widening of the tax base itself will 

allow us to go back to the original recommendation of a standard rate of 12%, to 

be fixed for at least a five-year period. 
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 A comparison with Australia which also coincidentally shares its GST 

anniversary with India, is apt. For the past two decades their GST rate has been 

constant at 10%. Of course India’s single rate of 12% has to cover petrol, diesel, 

electricity, transport and real estate as well. Some extra elbow room for the 

States’ revenue autonomy is obtained by allowing the States non VATable 

surcharges on a small list of “sin” goods such as liquor, tobacco, polluting goods 

such as sport utility vehicles, and industrial fuels such as diesel, aviation turbine 

fuel and coal. A low moderate single rate of 12% encourages better compliance, 

reduces the need to do arbitrary classification and discretion, reduces litigation 

and will lead to buoyancy in collection. 

 Incidentally this redesign will scrupulously avoid the bogey of a “revenue neutral 

rate” (RNR) which needlessly occupied the attention of lawmakers and officials. 

GST is a long-term structural reform, while RNR is a short term and basically an 

elusive concept. In the long term there are many changes in consumption 

patterns, production configurations and locations, which cannot be anticipated 

and hence a static concept of RNR cannot be the reference. The commitment to 

a low and stable rate, à la Australia and many other federal democracies, is a 

must. Of course the compensation-cum-reimbursement incentive can remain, but 

more in the nature of what was done for VAT harmonisation. 

 

THIRD TIER OF GOVERNMENT 
 This new grand bargain must recognise the increasing importance of the third 

tier of government. Even after 28 years of the 73rd and 74th Amendments, the 

local governments do not have the promised transfer of funds, functions and 

functionaries. These local bodies face increased responsibility of providing 

government services especially in view of increased urbanisation and 

decentralisation. Of the 12% GST, 10% should be equally shared between the 

States and the Centre, and 2% must be earmarked exclusively for the urban and 

rural local bodies, which ensures some basic revenue autonomy to them. The 

actual distribution across panchayats, districts and cities would be given by 

respective State Finance Commissions. GST consumption tax paid by every 

citizen establishes a tighter link between the governed and the government. The 

quality of governance improves as also, the tax base is better aligned with 

responsibilities of various tiers of government. 

 This fresh approach also calls for an overhaul of the interstate GST and the 

administration of the e-way bill. Research papers by Bhaskar and Kelkar 

describe the simplified mechanism, which essentially reduces the transaction 

costs drastically. The current system is too complex and burdensome. We also 

need to zero rate exports. GST is a crucial and long-term structural reform which 

can address the fiscal needs of the future, strike the right and desired balance to 

achieve co-operative federalism and also lead to enhanced economic growth. The 

current design and implementation has failed to deliver on that promise. A new 

grand bargain is needed. 

 

 

 

 



 

12 | P a g e  

 


	 TWO SC JUDGES PULL OUT OF KRISHNA WATER CASE
	WHY DOES A JUDGE RECUSE?
	WHAT IS THE PROCESS FOR RECUSAL?
	CAN A JUDGE REFUSE TO RECUSE?
	DO JUDGES RECORD REASONS FOR RECUSAL?

	ARMED FORCES SPECIAL POWERSACT OF 1958

