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PEACE IN BORDER AREAS KEY TO NORMAL TIES, INDIA 

TELLS CHINA 

Wang Yi holds talks with Jaishankar and Doval, but signs no joint agreement 

 There can be no normality in India-China ties unless the troops amassed at the Line of Actual 

Control (LAC) are withdrawn, External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar told Chinese Foreign 

Minister Wang Yi in Delhi on Friday during talks that ended without any joint statement or 

agreement on the way forward. 

 Mr. Wang, who arrived in Delhi on Thursday and met National Security Adviser Ajit Doval for 

an hour on Friday morning, held three-hour talks with Mr. Jaishankar before leaving for 

Kathmandu. Mr. Jaishankar told the media that their meeting had a “broad and substantive 

agenda” and the talks were “open and candid”. 

 He said he had “conveyed our national sentiment” on the border issue and that “frictions and 

tensions that arise from China’s deployments since April 2020 cannot be reconciled with a 

normal relationship between two neighbours.” 
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 “If you ask me, is our relationship normal today, my answer to you is no it is not, and it cannot 

be normal if the situation in the border areas is abnormal,” Mr. Jaishankar replied to a question 

from The Hindu, referring to the LAC in eastern Ladakh, where around 1,00,000 Indian and 

Chinese soldiers remain deployed in forward areas after the People’s Liberation Army’s 

transgressions. 

 “Surely, the presence of a large number of troops there, in contravention of agreements, is 

abnormal,” he said. 

SC ALLOWS UPSC ASPIRANTS WITH DISABILITIES TO 

APPLY FOR IPS 

 The Supreme Court on Friday allowed people with disabilities who have cleared the civil 

services written examinations time till April 1 to provisionally apply to the Union Public 

Services Commission (UPSC) for selection to the Indian Police Service (IPS), Indian Railways 

Protection Force Service (IRPFS) and the Delhi, Daman & Diu, Dadra and Nagar Haveli, 

Andaman and Nicobar Islands and Lakshadweep Police Service (DANIPS). 

 A Bench led by Justice A.M. Khanwilkar directed the Secretary-General of the UPSC to 

receive applications either physically or by courier till 4 p.m. on April 1. 

EXCLUSION CHALLENGED 

 The apex court said the applications would be considered based on the verdict of a petition 

filed by an NGO, National Platform for the Rights of the Disabled, that has challenged a 

government notification excluding people with disabilities from these services. 

 The court clarified that the ongoing selection process in the civil services would continue 

uninterrupted. 

ECHOES OF DISSENT WITHIN LDF OVER SILVERLINE 

PROJECT 

 Echoes of perceived disunity within the Left Democratic Front (LDF) appeared to cast a 

shadow over the Kerala government’s resolve to forge ahead with its flagship SilverLine semi-

high-speed railway project to be developed by Kerala Rail Development Corporation Limited 

(K-Rail). 

 Moreover, the arguably growing resistance to lay SilverLine markers on private land has 

reportedly frustrated the administration’s attempt to fast-track the project. 

 Meanwhile, the epicentre of Friday’s anti-SilverLine protests shifted to Alappuzha with police 

baton-charging Youth Congress protesters who attempted to lay K-Rail markers inside the 

district collectorate. 

 The Youth Congress workers reached the collectorate in a procession around 11 a.m. It was 

inaugurated by Congress leader Joseph Vazhakkan. 

 A few Youth Congress activists, including district president Tijin Joseph, sustained injuries in 

the scuffle. The police have arrested more than 30 activists. 
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 Adding to the government’s woes, Communist Party of India (CPI) assistant secretary, 

Prakash Babu, appeared to put the administration on the defence by asserting that not all 

SilverLine naysayers were anti-Left 

 His position appeared to belie the Communist Party of India (Marxist) [CPI(M)] contention that 

anti-SilverLine protests had assumed the character of a “Liberation Struggle”, the “infamous” 

coming together of “communal, casteist and anti-communist forces” in 1957 to overthrow the 

EMS government. 

 Nevertheless, Mr. Prakash appeared to temper his statement by stressing that the SilverLine 

was imperative for the State's development. 

 Meanwhile, the Democratic Youth Federation of India commenced a door-to-door campaign 

to counter the Opposition’s anti-SilverLine crusade. 

SRI LANKA TO SET UP SPECIAL NORTH-EAST FUND 

 The Sri Lankan governmentwill set up a ‘North-East Development Fund’ to increase 

investments in the war-affected areas, while probing cases of enforced disappearances and 

land grabs that remain chief concerns of the Tamil people 13 years after the war ended. 

 The announcement came on Friday, after President Gotabaya Rajapaksa met a delegation of 

the Tamil National Alliance (TNA), the largest grouping of parliamentarians representing 

districts in the north and east. It was Mr. Rajapaksa’s first meeting with the country’s Tamil 

political leadership since his election to office in November 2019.  The meeting took place for 

over two hours at the Presidential Secretariat, with Prime Minister Mahinda Rajapaksa, his 

older brother and Irrigation Minister Chamal Rajapaksa, also present. The TNA has been 

demanding that the government deliver the long-pending political solution to Sri Lanka’s 

national question, through a new constitutional settlement. The demand was the thrust of TNA 

leader and veteran Tamil politician R. Sampanthan’s letter to President Rajapaksa ahead of 

the meeting, twice postponed before it was held on Friday. But the government sought to 

postpone the discussion on the political solution, as an experts’ committee report on 

constitutional proposals is expected to be made public within two months’ time, according to 

TNA spokesman and Jaffna legislator M.A. Sumanthiran.   

 The President meanwhile agreed to focus on four key areas, including possibly releasing long-

term detainees under the country’s draconian Prevention of Terrorism Act — which the 

government recently amended but critics want repealed — and suspects held without being 

charged; ending the incessant land grabs in the north and east by different state agencies to 

allegedly change the demographics of the region; inquiring into cases of enforced 

disappearances and establishing a special development fund for the north and east, he said. 

DEMANDING TRUTH 

 Families of disappeared persons, mainly women, have been protesting for years now, 

demanding the truth about their loved ones who went missing, or surrendered to the military 

during the civil war years or soon after. Mr. Gotabaya, who was Secretary to the Ministry of 

Defence during those years, has denied there were enforced disappearances then.   
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 At Friday’s discussion, the President told the TNA that his government was working on “a 

number of issues”, including the release of suspects held in long-term detention, and those 

who have not been charged or prosecuted, the launch of “a truth-finding” mechanism, the 

amendment of the PTA and resolving “issues related to missing persons”, a statement from 

his office said. 

 President Gotabaya has in the past emphasised development over devolution, as the most 

important need for the war-affected areas. The initiative to set up a development fund 

exclusively for the war-affected areas comes nearly three years after his election, amid 

widespread joblessness, indebtedness, and poverty in the region that the pandemic and Sri 

Lanka’s current economic crisis have only aggravated. 

GUJARAT TOPS AGAIN IN EXPORT  

preparedness’Maharashtra, Karnataka, TN next best 

 Gujarat has been named India’s top State in terms of export preparedness for the second 

year in a row as per an index released by the NITI Aayog on Friday.  

 Maharashtra, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu were ranked second, third and fourth in the index, as 

coastal States with higher industrial activity and access to sea ports account for a majority of 

India’s exports.  

 The Export Preparedness Index for 2021 is based on States’ ratings on four major parameters 

pertaining to exports promotion and facilitation, including policy support, business and export 

ecosystem and the actual performance in outbound shipments  

 The index identifies three major challenges to India’s export promotion efforts. “These are 

intra- and inter-regional differences in export infrastructure; weak trade support and growth 

orientation across States; and lack of R&D infrastructure to promote complex and unique 

exports,” the Aayog said in a statement.  

INDIA, U.K. END ROUND TWO TALKS ON FTA 

 India and the United Kingdom concluded a second round of negotiations towards a bilateral 

Free Trade Agreement (FTA) in London last Thursday, with a draft treaty text discussed 

across most chapters that will make up the pact, the Commerce and Industry Ministry said on 

Friday.  

 Following discussions in 64 separate sessions covering 26 policy areas, the two sides have 

decided to carry forward the negotiations next month in India. India and U.K. are aiming to 

secure an early harvest interim agreement by April, in the run up to the comprehensive FTA.  

 India said to restrict sugar exports to 8 million tonnesGovt. wants to ensure ample supply 

during festive season 

REUTERS MUMBAI 

 India plans to restrict sugar exports for the first time in six years to prevent a surge in domestic 

prices and could cap this season’s exports at 8 million tonnes, government and industry 

sources told Reuters. 
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 An announcement could come early next month, they said. “Sugar output is going to be a 

record high, but stocks are depleting fast because of exports. Uncontrolled exports could 

create scarcity and local prices could spike during festive season,” said a senior government 

official with knowledge of the matter who asked not to be identified. 

 Two of three sources said the government has planned a cap of 8 million while one official 

said the government is also exploring the option of a levy on exports to discourage overseas 

sales. 

 India’s Ministry of Commerce and Industry did not immediately respond to a request for 

comment. 

 A cap of 8 million tonnes for the marketing year to end-September could result in a de facto 

ban for exports from May as dealers say mills have already contracted to export 7 million 

tonnes so far. Based on March deals for about 1 million tonnes of exports, they estimate mills 

could sign contracts for another 1 million tonnes in April after global white sugar prices jumped 

to a 5-year high on Thursday. 

 Lower output in top producer Brazil and firm oil prices which encourage mills to produce more 

sugarcane-based ethanol have spurred global price gains. 

INDIA’S COMPLEX POSITION ON ISLAMOPHOBIA 

India’s assertion criticising the OIC Resolution on Islamophobia was valid, but could have 

made a reference to Indian Muslims 

 Last week, the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) adopted a consensus Resolution 

declaring March 15 annually as the ‘International Day to Combat Islamophobia’. Introducing 

the draft document on behalf of its main sponsor, the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation 

(OIC), the Permanent Representative of Pakistan to the UN, Munir Akram, said that the OIC 

had “extensively” discussed the proposal with interested delegations for a year and the same 

process continued once a draft text was introduced in February this year. There is little doubt 

that India and the European Union (EU), which had major difficulties with the very basis of the 

proposal, would have discussed it with the OIC, but obviously could not persuade it to their 

viewpoints. 

CONCESSIONS BY OIC 

 Islamophobia connotes fear of and prejudice, discrimination and hate speech against Islam. 

Muslims worldwide complain about negative stereotyping of their faith which has got 

exacerbated since the al Qaeda’s 9/11 terrorist attacks and other instances of terrorist 

violence undertaken by Islamist groups. They assert that these acts are not in keeping with 

Islam. They also emphasise, as Pakistan Prime Minister Imran Khan did during his address 

to the UNGA in 2019, that “…that there is no such thing as radical Islam (and) there are radical 

fringes in every society”. Mr. Khan also regretted that “suicide attacks are equated with Islam” 

and the marginalisation of Muslims in European countries. He admitted, though, that the 

Western world does not “look at religion the way that we do”. 
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 It is obvious that the OIC made many concessions till the last moment in order to achieve 

consensus. It stuck to its desire to get a resolution on combating Islamophobia, but in the 

process, had to place it in within the framework of previous resolutions of a general nature 

which seek to promote tolerance and religious freedoms and combat discrimination and 

violence flowing from a variety of reasons. In the Resolution’s operative part, the OIC had to 

agree to a call for a dialogue for peace based on “respect for human rights and diversity of 

religions and beliefs”. And significantly, while submitting the Resolution, the OIC had to 

withdraw its call for “high-visibility events” by member states, for curbing Islamophobia. It now 

only wants the observation of March 15 in “an appropriate manner”. 

INDIA’S STAND 

 Immediately after the Resolution’s adoption, India’s Permanent Representative T.S. Tirumuti 

exercised his right to explain India’s stand. His statement criticising the Resolution has 

attracted media attention. The fact that by not breaking the consensus India, at least formally, 

accepted the Resolution, has become somewhat obscured. India’s basic contention was 

encapsulated in these words “It is time that we acknowledged the prevalence of religiophobia, 

rather than single out just one”. This was an entirely valid assertion. So was the contention 

that ‘phobias’ are just not against Abrahamic faiths but also against non-Abrahamic religions. 

Discriminatory, prejudicial and violent acts have taken place, as mentioned by Mr. Tirumurti, 

against Hindus, Sikhs and Buddhists. Non-Abrahamic faiths, though, perhaps do not evoke 

the same degree of fear and negativity worldwide but especially in the West as does Islam. 

 Mr. Tirumurti also mentioned India’s historical track record of giving refuge to the prosecuted 

members of different faiths. He specifically mentioned Zoroastrians, Jews and Buddhists. The 

reference to Buddhists was a not-so-subtle one to the Dalai Lama and his followers. While all 

this was fine, what was absent from Mr. Tirumurti’s intervention was any reference to Indian 

Muslims. This would not go without notice, especially as the Indian Muslim community is the 

second or third largest in the world. 

 Mr. Tirumurti did “condemn” Islamophobia along with all other religiophobia, but at that point 

he could have specifically added that India cannot but be concerned with Islamophobia 

because Muslims form a substantial part of the country’s plural society. Such a reference 

would have been appropriate for two other reasons too: one, the complaint that despite India’s 

desire, the word “pluralism” does not find any mention in the Resolution; and, two, that Prime 

Minister Narendra Modi’s vision of India’s polity and society and the path of progress he 

aspires to lies in “sabka saath, sabka vikas, sabka vishwas and sabka prayas”. That 

necessarily includes Indian Muslims as the ruling dispensation itself stresses to ward off 

allegations of anti-minorities bias. And a reference to Indian Muslims would not have detracted 

from Mr. Tirumurti’s basic warning that a focus on a single religion may lead to divisiveness 

when it is imperative that the UN is not divided into “religious camps”. India’s views in 

international fora have to be promoted with finesse and grace. 

 Like India, the EU’s opposition to the Resolution stemmed from “singling out a particular 

confession”, but its philosophical underpinnings were different. The EU placed its focus on 

individual rights and freedoms and not on protection of religions per se. Thus, its emphasis 

was on the rights of non-believers. The gulf between the EU and the OIC on the ambit of the 
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freedom of expression is long standing and will not be easily bridged for, as Mr. Khan noted, 

the West does not see religion as “we do”. The EU’s views on an individual’s right to change 

religion may also not coincide with the view of traditional Islam which does not accept 

apostasy. 

CHINA’S POSITION 

 The politics surrounding the Resolution was best illustrated by the late entry of China as 

among its sponsors. China’s abysmal record of treatment of its Muslims, especially the 

Uighurs, is well known. Yet, the OIC has always adopted a soft approach towards China. It 

has essentially overlooked the persecution of its Muslim minorities, particularly of the Uighurs 

who have been ‘re-educated’ in large camps. Thus, China’s approach to the Resolution was 

brazen. Perhaps as a quid pro quo, the OIC once again gave China a free pass during its 

Foreign Minister’s meeting in Islamabad on March 22-23; the Chinese mistreatment of its 

Muslims does not find any mention in the Islamabad declaration. Chinese Foreign Minister 

Wang Yi was invited as a special guest at this meeting. In this context it is useful to recall 

Pakistan’s great opposition to the UAE inviting the then External Affairs Minister the late 

Sushma Swaraj in 2019 as guest of honour to the Abu Dhabi OIC Foreign Minister’s meeting. 

FORGING A SOCIAL CONTRACT FOR DATA 

The Draft Data Accessibility and Use Policy is silent on the norms, rules, and mechanisms to 

bring to fruition its vision 

 In February 2022, the Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (MEITY) released 

the Draft India Data Accessibility and Use Policy 2022 (or Draft Policy) for public consultation. 

The Draft Policy aims at providing a robust scaffolding for harnessing public sector data for 

informed decision-making, citizen-centric delivery of public services, and economy-wide 

digital innovation. Specifically, it seeks to maximise access to and use of quality non-personal 

data (NPD) available with the public sector, overcoming a number of historical bottlenecks: 

slow progress on the Open Government Data (OGD) platform, fragmentation of data sets into 

departmental silos, absence of data anonymisation tools, insufficient attention to the 

development of data stewardship models; and lack of data quality standards, licensing, and 

valuation frameworks to support data-SHARING. 

INCOMPLETE NORMS 

 This GovTech 3.0 approach — to unlock the valuable resource of public sector data  does 

upgrade the OGD vision of the National Data Sharing and Accessibility Policy (NDSAP), 2012. 

It seeks to harness data-based intelligence for governance and economic development. 

However, the Draft Policy’s silence on the norms, rules, and mechanisms to bring to fruition 

its vision of data-supported social transformation requires attention. 

 Ensuring greater citizen awareness, participation, and engagement with open data is 

mentioned as a core objective of the Draft Policy. In imagining such openness, the draft 

confines transparency of public data to non-personal data sets. Any attempt to promote 
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meaningful citizen engagement with data cannot afford to ignore the canons of the Right to 

Information (RTI), and hence, the need for certain citizen data sets with personal identifiers to 

be in the public domain, towards making proactive disclosure meaningful. This does pose 

ethical and procedural dilemmas to balance privacy/risk of data misuse with transparency-

accountability considerations. The unfinished task of the NDSAP in bringing coherence 

between restrictions on the availability of sensitive personal information in the public domain 

and India’s RTI, therefore, has been lost sight of. 

 Similarly, with respect to government-to-government data sharing for citizen-centric service 

delivery, the Draft Policy highlights that approved data inventories will be federated into a 

government-wide, searchable database. Given that citizen data sets generated during service 

delivery contain personal identifiers, the assumption here seems to be that adherence to 

anonymisation standards is sufficient safeguard against privacy risks. But even in the case of 

anonymised citizen data sets (that is no longer personal data), downstream processing can 

pose serious risks to group privacy. Considering that India has no personal data protection 

law, the convergent data processing proposed through the Draft Policy becomes especially 

problematic. 

 The Draft Policy adheres to the NDSAP paradigm of treating government agencies as ‘owners’ 

of the data sets they have collected and compiled instead of shifting to the trusteeship 

paradigm recommended by the 2020 Report of the MEITY Committee of Experts on non-

personal data governance. When government agencies are cast as owners of public sector 

data sets, it means they have a carte blanche with respect to determining how to classify their 

data holdings into “open, restricted or non-shareable” sans any mechanisms for public 

consultation and citizen accountability. The lack of a data trusteeship framework gives 

government agencies unilateral privileges to determine the terms of data licensing. As such, 

predecessor policies ignore obligations for regular updation of public data sets. Taking on 

board a trusteeship-based approach, the proposed Draft Policy must pay attention to data 

quality and ensure that licensing frameworks and any associated costs do not pose an 

impediment to data accessibility for non-commercial purposes, while also protecting public 

sector data from being captured by large firms, especially transnational Big Tech, for 

economic innovation. 

 In the current context, where the most valuable data resources are held by the private sector, 

it is increasingly evident to policymakers that socioeconomic innovation depends on the 

state’s ability to catalyse wide-ranging data-sharing from both public and private sector actors 

across various sectors. The European Union, for instance, has focused on the creation of 

common, interoperable data spaces to encourage voluntary data-sharing in specific domains 

such as health, energy and agriculture. These common data spaces provide the governance 

framework for secure and trust-based access and use, in full compliance with personal data 

protection, and updated consumer protection and competition laws. 

 Creating the right conditions for voluntary data-sharing is a necessary, but not sufficient, 

condition for democratising data innovation. Competition law regulation has proven to be 

inadequate in the platform economy where first-movers entrench themselves owing to their 

intelligence advantage. And mandatory public access in exceptional cases such as public 
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emergencies, suggested in the EU’s proposed Data Act (2022), cannot unlock the data 

enclosed by lead firms for public value creation, in general. 

 In this regard, the data stewardship model for high-value datasets proposed by the MEITY’s 

Committee of Experts in their Report on Non-Personal Data Governance (2020) is instructive. 

In this model, a government/not-for-profit organisation may request the Non-Personal Data 

Authority or NPDA (an independent institutional mechanism) for the creation of a high-value 

data set (only non-personal data) in a particular sector, demonstrating the specific public 

interest purpose for which such data is being sought as well as community buy-in on the basis 

of an appropriate public consultation process. Once such a request is approved by the NPDA, 

the data trustee has the right to request data-sharing from all major custodians of data sets 

corresponding to the high-value data set category in question – both public and private. 

Private sector custodians have a mandatory duty to comply with such requests for specific 

raw data fields. They can only claim trade secret protection in inferred data. In the case of 

refusal of a data trustee’s request by a data custodian, the NPDA has the final say in terms of 

resolving the dispute. 

 While the detailed checks and balances for such mandatory data-sharing arrangements are 

yet to evolve, the radical idea of high-value data sets as a social knowledge commons over 

which private data collectors have no de facto claim is vital to balance public use and private 

innovation. 

WHAT WE NEED 

 What we need is a new social contract for data whereby: a) the social commons of data are 

governed as an inappropriable commons that belong to all citizens; b) the government is the 

custodian or trustee with fiduciary responsibility to promote data use for public good; and c) 

democratisation of data value is ensured through accountable institutional mechanisms for 

data governance. The Draft Policy needs to be revisited from this perspective, in order to seize 

the data opportunity before it is too late. 

 Anita Gurumurthy and Nandini Chami are with IT for Change, an NGO working on digital 

technologies and social justice 

 

 

 

Q1. Consider the following statement with reference to Regional Comprehensive 

Economic Partnership (RCEP) 

1. Recently RCEP agreement was signed without India joining. 

2. RCEP is a free trade agreement (FTA) between 10 members of The Association of 

Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) only. 

Select the correct option- 

                                  IMPORTANT MCQ 
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a. 1 Only         b. 2 Only           c. 1 and 2 Both                   d. None 

Answer: (A)Explanation: RCEP is a free trade agreement (FTA) between 10 members of 

The Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). Additional members of ASEAN +3 

= China, Japan, South Korea Members with which ASEAN countries have FTA = Australia, 

New Zealand. 

 

2.Which state ment is correct is about Export Preparedness Index (EPI) 

1. NITI Aayog released EPI index  

2. Gujraat is Gujarat tops for second consecutive time, Maharashtra 2nd 

a. 1 Only         b. 2 Only           c. 1 and 2 Both                   d. None 

ans-c 

 


