
VEDANGA

INSTITUTE
IAS / UPPCS / BPSC

FREE

ADMISSION OPEN

Online & Offline Class: 15 February

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 

24-01-2022 

 

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  

 STATUE OF EQUALITY’ GETS FINAL TOUCHES 
 PETITION ON CONJUGAL RIGHTS PENDING FOR 

MONTHS IN SC 
 TALIBAN, AFGHAN CIVIL SOCIETY MEMBERS 

BEGIN OSLO TALKS 
 PERU DECLARES ENVIRONMENTAL EMERGENCY 

FOLLOWING OIL SPILL 
 A STELLAR FALLACY 
 BUDGETING FOR THE EDUCATION EMERGENCY 
 A PROPOSAL FOR INDIAN ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICE 

 
  

  



 

2 | P a g e  

STATUE OF EQUALITY’ GETS FINAL TOUCHES 

Sri Ramanuja’s statue to be unveiled by Prime Minister Modi on Feb. 5 
 Work is going apace on the 216-ft tall statue of the 11th century reformer 
and Vaishnavite saint, Sri Ramanuja, to be unveiled by Prime Minister Narendra 
Modi at the sprawling 40-acre ashram of Sri Tridandi Chinna Jeer Swamy in 
Muchintal on the outskirts of Hyderabad on February 5.  The ‘Statue of Equality’, 
as it is called, is being installed to mark the 1,000th birth anniversary of Sri 
Ramanuja. It was built of panchaloha, a combination of gold, silver, copper, brass 
and zinc, by the Aerospun Corporation in China and shipped to India. It is the 
second largest in the world in sitting position of the saint. The monument will be 
surrounded by 108 “Divya Desams” of Sri Vaishnavite tradition (model temples) 
like Tirumala, Srirangam, Kanchi, Ahobhilam, Badrinath, Muktinath, Ayodhya, 
Brindavan, Kumbakonam and others. The base building, which is 16.5 metres tall, 
has a meditation hall where a 54-inch statue of Sri Ramanuja made of 120 kg gold, 
representing the years he lived, will be inaugurated by President Ramnath Kovind 
by performing the first puja on February 13.  
 

 The beautification works at “Sriram Nagar” where the ashram is located are in full 
swing.   

 
PETITION ON CONJUGAL RIGHTS PENDING FOR 
MONTHS IN SC 

 A petition questioning a law that forces a woman to return to her husband and 
denies her sexual autonomy has been pending in the Supreme Court for months 
without a hearing. Restitution of conjugal rights, considered a medieval 
ecclesiastical law from England codified in several statutes, including the Hindu 
Marriage Act and Special Marriage Act, owes its survival largely to the fact that 
marital rape is not recognised as crime. The petition, titled Ojaswa Pathak versus 
Union of India, was last heard on July 8, 2021. Justice Rohinton Nariman, who had 
led the Bench, has since retired. The furious debate to criminalise marital rape 
compels a thought on how restitution of conjugal rights, though gender-neutral, 
places an additional burden on women by forcing her to stay with her husband 
and threatens their bodily autonomy, privacy and individual dignity. If a woman 
does not comply to return to her husband, the court could even attach her 
property. Provisions of restitution of conjugal rights empower a husband or a wife 
to move the local district court, complaining that the other partner has 
“withdrawn” from the marriage without a “reasonable cause”.  The provisions 
violate a woman’s freedoms of association, to reside anywhere in the country and 
practice a profession.  That is, if a woman stays away from her husband for her job, 
would it mean that she has “withdrawn” from the marriage.  
 

 Besides, “reasonable cause” is subjective.  The courts have dealt with conjugal 
rights in a chequered manner.  The Punjab and Haryana High Court in  Tirath Kaur 
case, held that “a wife’s first duty to her husband is to submit herself obediently to 
his authority and to remain under his roof and protection”. The Supreme Court, in 
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Saroja Rani case, held that the “right of the husband or wife to one another’s 
society is inherent in the very institution of marriage”. 
 
NEW LEASE  

 The fight against marital rape and restitution of conjugal rights has gained a new 
lease of life with the Supreme Court’s nine-judge Bench upholding privacy as a 
“constitutionally protected right”. The top court, in its recent Joseph Shine 
judgment, concluded that the State cannot interfere in a person’s private affairs 
and “privacy is an inalienable right, closely associated with the innate dignity of an 
individual, and the right to autonomy and self- determination to take decisions”.  
The time is ripe for the top court to pick up from where it left of. 

 

CONJUGAL RIGHTS: 
 A petition challenging the provision allowing restitution (recovery) of conjugal 

rights under Hindu personal laws (Hindu Marriage act 1955) has been pending in 
the Supreme Court (SC) for months without a hearing. 

 The petition, titled Ojaswa Pathak vs Union of India, was filed in the SC in February 
2019. The case was last heard in July 2021. 

 Conjugal rights are rights created by marriage, i.e. right of the husband or the wife 
to the society of the other spouse. 

 The law recognises these rights— both in personal laws dealing with marriage, 
divorce etc, and in criminal law requiring payment of maintenance and alimony to 
a spouse. 

 Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act 1955 and Section 22 of the Special Marriage 
Act 1954 empower a husband or a wife to move the local district court, 
complaining that the other partner has “withdrawn” from the marriage without a 
“reasonable cause”. 

 The concept of restitution of conjugal rights is codified in Hindu personal law now, 
but has colonial origins. 

 Originating from Jewish law, the provision for restitution of conjugal rights 
reached India and other common law countries through British Rule. 

 The British law treated wives as their husband’s personal possession hence they 
were not allowed to leave their husbands. 

 Similar provisions exist in Muslim personal law as well as the Divorce Act, 1869, 
which governs Christian family law. 

 Incidentally, in 1970, the U.K repealed the law on restitution of conjugal rights. 
 

TALIBAN, AFGHAN CIVIL SOCIETY MEMBERS BEGIN 
OSLO TALKS 
Women activists, journalists meet ruling dispensation 

 The first Taliban delegation to visit Europe since returning to power in 
Afghanistan began talks on Sunday in Oslo with Afghan civil society members 
focused on human rights, ahead of highly-anticipated meetings with Western 
officials. Headed by Foreign Minister Amir Khan Muttaqi, the delegation is to 
dedicate the first day of their three-day visit to talks with women activists and 
journalists, among others. The discussions, which are being facilitated by Norway 
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and are to focus on human rights and the humanitarian crisis in Afghanistan, are 
taking place behind closed doors. No country has yet recognised the Taliban 
government, and Norwegian Foreign Minister Anniken Huitfeldt stressed that the 
talks would “not represent a legitimisation or recognition of the Taliban. 

 On Monday, the Taliban will meet with representatives of the United States, 
France, Britain, Germany, Italy and the European Union, while Tuesday will be 
dedicated to bilateral talks with Norwegian officials.  
 

PERU DECLARES ENVIRONMENTAL EMERGENCY 
FOLLOWING OIL SPILL 
Waves from Tonga eruption hit a tanker unloading at refinery 

 Peru declared an environmental emergency Saturday to battle an oil spill caused 
by freak waves from a volcanic eruption in the South Pacific. The stunningly 
powerful eruption on last Saturday of an undersea volcano near Tonga unleashed 
tsunami waves around the Pacific and as far away as the United States. In Peru, the 
oil spill near Lima has fouled beaches, killed birds and harmed the fishing and 
tourism industries. With its 90-day decree, the government said it plans 
“sustainable management” of 21 beaches tarred by 6,000 barrels of oil that spilled 
from a tanker ship unloading at a refinery last Saturday.  

 

A STELLAR FALLACY 
Assessment of environmental costs, benefits of projects should not be done in 
haste 

 A move by the Union Environment Ministry to implement a ‘star-rating system’ 
has sparked controversy after one of its official communiqués became public. 
Under this scheme, State-level environment committees that appraise industrial 
projects on their potential environmental risk would be incentivised with points 
for “transparency, efficiency and accountability”. This idea followed a Union 
Cabinet meeting this month to facilitate the Government’s broader commitment to 
‘Ease of Doing Business’. The Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is one of the 
cornerstones of ensuring that the ecological costs of infrastructure development 
are minimal. Prospective projects above a certain size and with a potential to 
significantly alter the natural environment must be first approved by the State 
Environment Impact Assessment Authority (SEIAA) comprising State officers and 
independent experts. Projects that are even bigger or involve forest land — 
category A — must be cleared by an expert committee formed by the Centre. SEIAA 
projects make up the bulk of projects for approval including building and 
construction, small mining, small industry projects, and are considered ‘less 
polluting’. 

 The star rating system proposed is to “rank” and “incentivise” States on how 
quickly and “efficiently” they can accord environmental clearances. It spells out 
seven criteria to rate SEIAAs on “transparency, efficiency and accountability”. On 
a scale of 7, an SEIAA, for instance, gets more points for granting a clearance in less 
than 80 days than for within 105 days and no marks for more. A score of seven or 
more would be rated ‘five star’. However, a reading of the order gives the 
impression that States, in the quest for more stars, would logically vie for speedily 
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clearing projects rather than ensure a thorough appraisal. The Environment 
Ministry, has said, in response to criticism, that the intention is not to hasten 
clearances but accelerate the pace of decision making. Rather than files being sent 
back for every query, all objections must be compiled and addressed at one go, it 
contends. While quicker decision-making benefits everyone, State committees are 
currently hampered by having too few independent experts and decision-making 
being left to bureaucrats than to environment specialists. Both industrialists and 
States gain from projects and, therefore, the tendency is always to elide 
environmental concerns. In many instances, site visits are critical to understand 
the potential environmental challenges. Calculating the risks and the benefits of 
industrial projects vis-à-vis their environmental impact is understandably hard. 
The way forward is to take steps to increase trust in the system and ensure that all 
States have competent experts who can conduct appraisals without fear or favour. 
A list of empty rankings is the least advisable way to bring about this. 
 

BUDGETING FOR THE EDUCATION EMERGENCY 
It is astonishing that public expenditure data on the education sector are not easily 
available 

 In the current Budget session, how much money the Central and State 
governments will allocate to education and for what purpose should be a matter 
of public concern and debate. Even before the pandemic, public spending on 
education in most States was below that of other middle-income countries. Most 
major States spent in the range of 2.5% to 3.1% of State income on education, 
according to the Ministry of Education’s Analysis of Budgeted Expenditure on 
Education. This compares with the 4.3% of GDP that lower-middle-income 
countries spent, as a group, between 2010-11 and 2018-19. Low-income countries 
increased their spending from 3.2% to 3.5% of GDP in the same period (World 
Bank, Education Finance Watch, 2021). 
 
SPENDING ON EDUCATION 

 Faced with an unprecedented education emergency, this is the time to 
substantially ramp up public spending on education and make it more effective. 
Inexplicably, however, in the 2021-22 Budget, in the midst of the gravest education 
crisis, the trend was in the opposite direction for the Central government and 
many State governments. The Central government’s allocation for the Education 
Department was slashed compared to the previous year, even though the size of 
the overall budget increased. Of the major States and Delhi, eight either reduced 
or just about maintained their budget allocation for education departments in 
2021-22 compared to 2020-21. Seven States marginally increased their allocation 
by 2%-5%. Only six States increased their allocation by more than 5%, though it 
remains to be seen how actual expenditures compare with budget allocation. 

 The education system now needs not only an infusion of resources for multiple 
years, but also a strengthened focus on the needs of the poor and disadvantaged 
children. The vast majority of the 260 million children enrolled in preschool and 
school, especially in government schools, did not have meaningful structured 
learning opportunities during the 20 months of school closures. They have lost 
basic literacy and numeracy skills, and even the habit of learning. Millions have 
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disengaged from education, due to lack of contact with teachers. Even when 
schools started re-opening in October, they were operating only at half schedule. 
Some States have still not opened primary schools. In anticipation of the Omicron 
wave, State governments rushed to close primary schools first in early January 
2022, contrary to all international trends. 

 Increased public spending alone is a necessary but not sufficient condition to 
address all these problems. What it is spent on and how effectively resources are 
used are important. It is clear what additional resources are required for. The 
needs include: back-to-school campaigns and re-enrolment drives; expanded 
nutrition programmes to address malnutrition; reorganisation of the curriculum 
to help children learn language and mathematics in particular, and support their 
socio-emotional development, especially in early grades; additional learning 
materials; teacher training and ongoing support; additional education 
programmes and increased instructional time during vacations and weekends; 
additional teachers and teaching aides, where required, in part to cope with 
transfer of students from private schools; and collection and analysis of data. 

 Many State governments and the Central government have been spending public 
resources to use technology in education. This is a good time to ask how much of 
public resources was/is being spent on technology and how effective it was during 
the pandemic, when less than 20% of all students could access even prerecorded 
videos. How does expenditure on technology compare with the amounts spent on 
teacher training, which represents just 0.15% of total estimated expenditure on 
elementary education? Teachers are central to the quality of education, so why 
does India spend so little on teacher training? 

 The disaster caused by the pandemic could be the opportunity to reverse the 
chronic under-funding of India’s public education system. UNESCO’s 2030 
framework for action suggests public education spending levels of between 4% 
and 6% of GDP and 15%-20% of public expenditure. A recent World Bank study 
notes that India spent 14.1 % of its budget on education, compared to 18.5% in 
Vietnam and 20.6% in Indonesia, countries with similar levels of GDP. But since 
India has a higher share of population under the age of 19 years than these 
countries, it should actually be allocating a greater share of the budget than these 
countries. 
 
OPACITY OF DATA 

 How does India’s public education expenditure “effort” compare with the UNESCO 
indicative benchmarks? The opacity of education finance data makes it difficult to 
comprehend this. For instance, the combined Central and State government 
spending on education was estimated to be 2.8% of GDP in 2018-19, according to 
the Economic Survey of 2020-21. This figure had remained at the same level since 
2014-15. On the other hand, data from the Ministry of Education indicates that 
public spending on education had reached 4.3% of GDP in the same year, rising 
from 3.8% of GDP in 2011-12. 

 The difference in the figures is due to the inclusion of expenditure on education by 
departments other than the Education Department. Including expenditure on 
education by, for example, the Ministry of Tribal Affairs, the Ministry of Social 
Justice and Empowerment (on Anganwadis, scholarships, etc.), the Ministry of 
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Science and Technology (for higher education) is of course legitimate. But many of 
the other departments comprise a smorgasbord. No fewer than 43 Ministries and 
Departments of the Central government are supposed to be spending on 
education. Education expenditure by other departments has been rising faster 
than that by the Education Department, at both Central and State level. They 
constitute one-quarter of the education expenditure by the States in 2018-19, and 
half of the Centre’s expenditure on education. 

 However, the composition of these expenditures is not readily available. Public 
expenditure on elementary education (about 1.8% of GDP) and for other levels of 
education are rough estimates. The reason is that other than the Education 
Ministry, education expenditures of departments are not shown by level. They are 
somewhat arbitrarily assigned to different levels of education and estimated by 
the Central government. The estimation of education expenditure by other 
departments of the State governments is even more crude, as they do not even 
provide separate expenditures on education. The ratio of education spending in 
other departments at the Central level is used to estimate this for each of the 
States. 

 In an era of data deluge, it is astonishing that public expenditure data on the 
education sector are not easily available. But the questions for this Budget should 
be clear. How much additional funds are being allocated for different levels of 
education by the principal departments in 2021-22? Are the funds being spent on 
the specific measures required to address the education emergency facing the 
children who have been deprived of learning opportunities? 

 

A PROPOSAL FOR INDIAN ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICE 
What were the recommendations of the T.S.R Subramanian report on 
environment? 

 The story so far: The Supreme Court has asked the Government if it will create an 
Indian Environmental Service (IES) as recommended by a committee headed by 
former Cabinet secretary T.S.R Subramanian in 2014.  
 
WHAT IS THE T.S.R SUBRAMANIAN COMMITTEE REPORT ON ENVIRONMENT?  

 The Subramanian committee was set up in August 2014 to review the country’s 
green laws and the procedures followed by the Ministry of Environment, Forest 
and Climate Change (MoEF&CC). It suggested several amendments to align with 
the Government’s economic development agenda. The report submitted to then 
Union environment minister, Prakash Javadekar had suggested amendments to 
almost all green laws, including those relating to environment, forest, wildlife and 
coastal zone clearances. The committee had three months to submit its report. 
After it did, a Parliamentary Standing Committee rejected the report on the 
grounds that it ended up diluting key aspects of environmental legislation 
designed to protect the environment. The committee suggested that another 
committee, with more expertise and time, be constituted to review the 
environmental laws. 
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WHAT DID THE T.S.R REPORT RECOMMEND?  
 The report proposed an ‘Environmental Laws (Management) Act’ (ELMA), that 

envisioned full-time expert bodies—National Environmental Management 
Authority (NEMA) and State Environmental Management Authority (SEMA)—to 
be constituted at the Central and State levels respectively to evaluate project 
clearance (using technology and expertise), in a time bound manner, providing for 
single-window clearance. To accelerate the environmental decision-making 
process, they suggested a “fast track” procedure for “linear” projects (roads, 
railways and transmission lines), power and mining projects and for “projects of 
national importance.” The Air Act and the Water Act is to be subsumed within the 
Environment Protection Act. The existing Central Pollution Control Board and the 
State Pollution Control Boards, which monitor and regulate the conditions 
imposed on the industries to safeguard environment, are proposed to be 
integrated into NEMA and SEMA once the new bodies come into existence. It also 
suggested an appellate mechanism against the decisions of NEMA/SEMA or 
MoEF&CC, in respect of project clearance, prescribing a three-month deadline to 
dispose appeals.  The report also recommends that an “environmental 
reconstruction cost” should be assessed for each project on the basis of the damage 
caused by it to the environment and this should be added into the cost of the 
project. This cost has to be recovered as a cess or duty from the project proponent 
during the life of the project. At the tail end, it proposed a National Environment 
Research institute “on the lines of the Indian Council of Forestry Research and 
Education” to bring in the application of high-end technology in environment 
governance and finally, an Indian Environment Service to recruit qualified and 
skilled human resource in the environment sector.  
 
HAS THE REPORT BEEN ACCEPTED BY THE GOVERNMENT?  

 The Centre never formally accepted this report and neither constituted a new 
committee as recommended by the Parliamentary Standing Committee. However, 
many of these recommendations are implicitly making their way into the process 
of environmental regulation. The Government has proposed rewrites to the Forest 
Conservation laws, set timelines to the pace at which expert committees that 
appraise the suitability of infrastructure projects must proceed, as well as sought 
to make existing laws consonant with court judgements.  
 
HOW DID THE SUBJECT OF THE IES COME TO THE FORE? 

 The Supreme Court was responding to a petition filed by a lawyer Samar Vijay 
Singh, whose counsel pointed out that matters of environment required special 
expertise. Currently matters of environmental regulation rests on scientists of the 
Ministry of Environment and Forests as well as bureaucrats from the Indian 
Administrative Services.  The apex court expressed reluctance at getting into 
administrative matters of the Government but nevertheless asked the Centre if it 
expects to go about constituting such a mechanism. 

 


