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Top Headlines — 10 & 11 August 2026

1. Supreme Court lists Tamil Nadu's Cauvery water-release plea against Karnataka for hearing on Thursday.

2. Lok Sabha sees four Bills introduced in a single sitting as the Monsoon Session enters its final week.

3. National Co-operative Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 2026 introduced in the Lok Sabha.

4. Mines and Minerals (Development and Regulation) Amendment Bill, 2026 introduced in the Lok Sabha.

5. Rajya Sabha takes up the Bankers' Books Evidence Bill, 2026 for consideration and passage.

6. Kerala (Alteration of Name) Bill, 2026 introduced in the Lok Sabha to rename the State "Keralam" under Article 3.

7. Prime Minister inaugurates the 'Param Pragya' AI supercomputing facility at IIT Delhi's Sonipat campus.

8. NITI Aayog releases "Reimagining Care", proposing a National Carer Council and a caregiving qualification framework.

9. Opposition presses the Government in both Houses over police action against protesters at Jantar Mantar, demanding

a Home Ministry statement.

10. Supreme Court adjourns the plea challenging the merger of MPs with Shiv Sena, pending the Speaker's decision.

11. India-US Navy Explosive Ordnance Disposal Exercise 2026 gets under way at Southern Naval Command, Kochi.

12. The Cauvery Water Regulation Committee's directive for 3,500 cusecs at Biligundlu runs to 12 August, with actual flows

far short.

13. The Monsoon Session of Parliament is scheduled to conclude on 13 August 2026.

S E C T I O N  0 2

Polity & Governance

Editorial note on dating: Every card carries an explicit date stamp. 10-11 AUG  marks stories from yesterday and today. CURRENT

marks stories from the immediately preceding days whose substance is still live and whose true date is stated on the card. STATIC

marks an evergreen conceptual explainer, used only where the news window genuinely produced nothing of exam weight in that

section. Nothing here is dressed up as more recent than it is.

GS2 GS1 10-11 AUG Inter-State River Water Disputes

Listed 10 August 2026 for hearing on Thursday · Source: Supreme Court daily proceedings, 10 Aug 2026

Cauvery Again: Supreme Court to Hear Tamil Nadu's Plea Against Karnataka This

Thursday



Why in News: On 10 August 2026, the Supreme Court listed for hearing on Thursday Tamil Nadu's plea seeking

enforcement of Cauvery water-release orders against Karnataka. Tamil Nadu had moved the Court on 3 August 2026,

alleging that Karnataka has failed to comply with directions of both the Cauvery Water Management Authority and the

Cauvery Water Regulation Committee — even as the current release window runs only to 12 August.

Background: The Cauvery is an inter-State river rising at Talakaveri in Karnataka's Kodagu district and flowing through

Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Kerala and Puducherry to the Bay of Bengal. The dispute is among India's oldest, tracing to

agreements of 1892 and 1924. The Cauvery Water Disputes Tribunal was constituted in 1990; the Supreme Court's 2018

judgment modified the Tribunal's award and directed the Centre to create a permanent mechanism, producing the

Cauvery Water Management Authority (CWMA) and the Cauvery Water Regulation Committee (CWRC). The constitutional

basis for such tribunals is Article 262 read with the Inter-State River Water Disputes Act, 1956.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Tamil Nadu moved the Supreme Court on 3 August 2026; the matter was listed on 10 August for hearing on Thursday.

At its 139th meeting on 28 July 2026, the CWRC directed Karnataka to release 3,500 cusecs at Biligundlu from 29 July

to 12 August 2026, from the Krishna Raja Sagar and Kabini reservoirs.

The direction was ratified at the 54th emergency meeting of the CWMA on 30 July 2026.

Actual inflow at Biligundlu between 29 July and 2 August ranged only between 158 and 550 cusecs — a fraction of the

ordered quantity.

Karnataka's reservoir storage: KRS 23.078 TMC, Kabini 18.610 TMC, Harangi 7.827 TMC, Hemavathi 28.022 TMC — total

77.537 TMC, of which 67.517 TMC is usable.

Biligundlu is the inter-State measuring point at which Karnataka's releases to Tamil Nadu are gauged.

Constitutional and statutory basis: Article 262 and the Inter-State River Water Disputes Act, 1956; CWMA and CWRC

followed the Supreme Court's 2018 Cauvery judgment.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

The gap between an order for 3,500 cusecs and actual flows of 158-550 cusecs is the heart of the matter: India's river-dispute

architecture can adjudicate entitlements but has almost no independent enforcement capacity of its own.

Article 262 permits Parliament to bar the courts' jurisdiction in water disputes, yet in practice the Supreme Court has become the

routine enforcement forum — an institutional paradox worth naming in any answer.

The dispute recurs in every deficient-monsoon year because entitlements are fixed in absolute TMC terms while actual flows

vary; a distress-sharing formula that scales automatically with monsoon performance remains the missing reform.

Karnataka's substantial usable storage of 67.517 TMC is what makes non-compliance politically rather than hydrologically driven

— an important distinction between genuine scarcity and allocation choice.

Federal dimension: water is a State subject (Entry 17, State List) while regulation of inter-State rivers falls under Entry 56 of the

Union List, giving the Centre authority it has historically been reluctant to exercise against States.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "3,500 ordered, 158 delivered" — one number pair captures the entire enforcement deficit in India's inter-

State water-dispute machinery.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements about inter-State river water disputes in India:

1. Article 262 empowers Parliament to provide for adjudication of inter-State river water disputes and to bar the



jurisdiction of courts.

2. Water is placed in the State List, while regulation of inter-State rivers falls under the Union List.

3. The Cauvery Water Management Authority was created following a Supreme Court judgment.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (d) All three.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS2 2018: "Inter-State water disputes have become a major challenge to Indian federalism. Discuss." — this case is the

live illustration.

#GS1 #GS2 #Cauvery #Article262 #Federalism

GS2 GS3 10-11 AUG Cooperatives — Statutory Bodies

Introduced in Lok Sabha 10 August 2026 · Source: Lok Sabha proceedings / Ministry of Cooperation

NCDC (Amendment) Bill, 2026: Letting the Cooperative Financier Lend Directly

Why in News: The National Co-operative Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 2026 was introduced in the Lok

Sabha on 10 August 2026 by the Ministry of Cooperation. It amends the NCDC Act, 1962 to widen the Corporation's mandate

and allow it to extend loans and grants directly to cooperative societies and other entities engaged in cooperative

development, rather than only through State governments.

Background: NCDC is a statutory corporation established under the NCDC Act, 1962 to plan and promote programmes for

the production, processing, marketing, storage and export of agricultural produce through cooperative societies. Since July

2021 it has functioned under the newly created Ministry of Cooperation. The constitutional anchor for cooperative

promotion is Article 43B, a Directive Principle inserted by the 97th Constitutional Amendment (2011), alongside Part IXB on

cooperative societies.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Introduced in the Lok Sabha on 10 August 2026; amends the NCDC Act, 1962.

NCDC now functions under the Ministry of Cooperation, created in July 2021.

Expands the mandate from promoting programmes through cooperative societies to promoting programmes for

cooperative development generally.

Enables direct loans and grants to cooperative societies and to other entities engaged in cooperative development,

provided funds are used for cooperative purposes.

Departs from the earlier model under which assistance was largely routed through State governments.

Constitutional anchors: Article 43B (Directive Principle, inserted by the 97th Amendment, 2011) and Part IXB on

cooperative societies.

Cooperative societies fall under Entry 32 of the State List, making central financing a federally sensitive area.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S



Allowing direct central lending to societies bypasses a State-government layer that has historically caused delay — but it also

reduces State oversight of cooperative finance, a genuine federal trade-off.

Because cooperatives are a State subject, an expanded central financing role raises the same "cooperative federalism versus

centralisation" question that Part IXB itself provoked.

Widening eligibility to "other entities engaged in cooperative development" is the clause to watch: it could broaden the

ecosystem usefully or dilute the member-owned character of cooperative finance.

Sits within the Ministry of Cooperation's wider push — multi-State cooperative reform and PACS computerisation — to make

cooperatives a third pillar alongside the public and private sectors.

The credit-access argument is real: primary societies often cannot raise commercial finance, so a direct central lender addresses

a genuine market failure in rural credit.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "through → for" — the amendment's whole effect is the shift from promoting programmes through

cooperatives to promoting programmes for cooperative development.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements:

1. Article 43B, which directs the State to promote cooperative societies, was inserted by the 97th Constitutional

Amendment.

2. The National Co-operative Development Corporation was established under an Act of 1962.

3. Cooperative societies fall under the Union List.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (a) 1 and 2 only. Cooperative societies are in the State List (Entry 32).

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS3 2020: Role of cooperatives in Indian agriculture and rural credit; GS2 on the 97th Amendment and Part IXB.

#GS2 #GS3 #NCDC #Article43B #Cooperatives

GS2 10-11 AUG Article 3 — Reorganisation of States

Introduced in Lok Sabha 10 August 2026 · Source: Lok Sabha proceedings / Ministry of Home Affairs

Kerala to "Keralam": The Full Constitutional Route of a State Name Change Under

Article 3

Why in News: The Kerala (Alteration of Name) Bill, 2026 was introduced in the Lok Sabha on 10 August 2026 to rename the

State "Keralam", its Malayalam endonym. The Bill is far more valuable as a lesson in constitutional procedure than as a

news item: it walks through the complete Article 3 route from State resolution to First Schedule amendment, and settles a

question aspirants routinely get wrong — whether renaming a State is a constitutional amendment.

Background: The Kerala Legislative Assembly had passed a resolution requesting the change, and the Union Cabinet

approved the proposal in February 2026 before introduction. The name itself long predates the State: Ashoka's Rock Edict II



(3rd century BCE) records "Keralaputra" among southern polities, and historians derive "Keralam" from Cheralam — Chera

plus alam, "land of the Cheras". The State was formed on 1 November 1956 under the States Reorganisation Act, 1956,

following the Fazl Ali Commission.

⚡  KEY FACTS — THE ARTICLE 3 SEQUENCE, STEP BY STEP

Step 1 — State resolution: The Kerala Legislative Assembly passed a resolution requesting the renaming. Crucially,

such a resolution is not a constitutional prerequisite and is not binding on Parliament — it is political initiation, not

legal authorisation.

Step 2 — President's recommendation: Under the proviso to Article 3, a Bill to alter a State's name can be

introduced in either House only on the recommendation of the President.

Step 3 — Reference to the State: The President must refer the Bill to the concerned State Legislature for its views

within a specified period. Parliament may proceed even if the State objects, or if the period expires without any view

being expressed — the views are advisory only.

Step 4 — Passage by simple majority: Parliament enacts the change as an ordinary law, requiring only a simple

majority of members present and voting. This is the single most tested point.

Step 5 — NOT an Article 368 amendment: Article 4(2) expressly provides that a law made under Article 3 shall not be

deemed an amendment of the Constitution for the purposes of Article 368. So no special majority and no State

ratification are needed.

Step 6 — First Schedule stands amended: Even so, Article 4(1) allows such a law to make consequential changes to

the First Schedule (names and territorial extent of States) and the Fourth Schedule (Rajya Sabha seat allocation). The

Schedule is therefore amended — but by ordinary law, not by Article 368.

Historical precedents of renaming: United Provinces to Uttar Pradesh (1950), Madras to Tamil Nadu (1969), Mysore to

Karnataka (1973), Uttaranchal to Uttarakhand (2007), Orissa to Odisha (2011).

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

The Article 3 and Article 4 combination is the clearest textual proof of Dr Ambedkar's formulation that India is "an indestructible

Union of destructible States" — a State cannot veto its own renaming, redrawing or even abolition.

Contrast with genuine federations: in the United States, no State's boundaries may be altered without its own legislature's

consent, whereas in India the State's view is expressly advisory.

The same Article 3 that permits a low-stakes renaming also permits the far more consequential bifurcation of States — Andhra

Pradesh's division in 2014 proceeded despite the State Assembly's rejection of the Bill, the sharpest illustration of the provision's

asymmetry.

The federal counter-argument is that the requirement of a Presidential recommendation and a reference to the State builds in

consultation and deliberation even without a veto, and that a rigid consent requirement would have made post-1947 linguistic

reorganisation impossible.

Renaming carries genuine identity significance — restoring an endonym is a form of cultural self-assertion — which is why the

procedural ease of the change sits uneasily with its symbolic weight.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "simple majority, Schedule amended, not an amendment" — the whole examiner trap in one line.

Renaming needs only a simple majority, it does change the First Schedule, and yet Article 4(2) says it is not an Article

368 amendment.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)



Consider the following statements regarding the alteration of the name of a State:

1. A resolution of the concerned State Legislature is a constitutional precondition for introducing the Bill.

2. The Bill can be introduced only on the recommendation of the President.

3. Such a law is not deemed to be an amendment of the Constitution under Article 368, even though it amends the

First Schedule.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (b) 2 and 3 only. A State resolution is neither required nor binding — only the President's recommendation

and a reference to the State for its views are mandated.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS2 2017 Prelims tested Article 3 and the creation of new States; UPSC has repeatedly probed whether Article 3 laws

amount to constitutional amendments.

#GS2 #Article3 #Article4 #FirstSchedule #Federalism

GS2 10-11 AUG Parliament — Legislative Scrutiny

10 August 2026; Session concludes 13 August 2026 · Source: Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha proceedings

Four Bills, One Sitting: The Monsoon Session's Final-Week Legislative Crush

Why in News: On 10 August 2026 four Bills were introduced in the Lok Sabha in a single sitting — the Tribunal

Reforms Bill, the Mines and Minerals (Development and Regulation) Amendment Bill, the Kerala (Alteration of

Name) Bill and the NCDC (Amendment) Bill — while the Rajya Sabha took up the Bankers' Books Evidence Bill,

2026 for passage. With the Monsoon Session scheduled to conclude on 13 August 2026, this compression of

legislative business into the final week is again drawing scrutiny.

Background: The Monsoon Session of 2026 runs from 20 July to 13 August. Indian parliamentary practice

provides for Bills to be referred to Department-Related Parliamentary Standing Committees or to Select

Committees for detailed examination, but such referral is discretionary rather than mandatory. Successive

sessions have seen a declining share of Bills sent to committees, with several passed within days of introduction

and amid disruption — a pattern documented across multiple Lok Sabhas.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Four Bills introduced in the Lok Sabha on 10 August 2026: Tribunal Reforms; Mines and Minerals

(Development and Regulation) Amendment; Kerala (Alteration of Name); and NCDC (Amendment).

The Rajya Sabha took up the Bankers' Books Evidence Bill, 2026 for consideration and passage the same

day.

The Monsoon Session runs 20 July to 13 August 2026 — leaving only days for scrutiny of newly introduced

Bills.

Referral of a Bill to a Standing or Select Committee is discretionary in Indian practice, not mandatory.

Both Houses saw Opposition protests, including demands for a Home Ministry statement on police action

against protesters at Jantar Mantar.

India has 24 Department-Related Parliamentary Standing Committees, each examining Bills, Demands for

Grants and policy within its ministries' remit.



A Select Committee, by contrast, is constituted for one specific Bill and dissolves once it reports.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

The scrutiny question is structural rather than partisan: because committee referral is discretionary, the quality of law-

making depends on executive self-restraint rather than procedural guarantee.

Standing Committees are where cross-party technical deliberation actually happens, away from the floor's adversarial

incentives — bypassing them removes the one relatively depoliticised stage in the process.

Disruption and compression reinforce each other: time lost to protest shrinks the window for debate, which in turn

fuels the grievance that legislation is being pushed through.

Comparative angle: several parliamentary democracies mandate a committee stage for all Bills, and the Indian debate

is increasingly about whether referral should become the default rather than the exception.

The cost is concrete — the Tribunal Reforms Bill itself responds to a Supreme Court ruling, and legislation of that

constitutional sensitivity arguably warrants the most deliberation, not the least.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "introduced the 10th, session ends the 13th" — four Bills introduced on 10 August in a session

closing on 13 August states the scrutiny problem as a calendar.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements about parliamentary committees in India:

1. Referral of a Bill to a Department-Related Parliamentary Standing Committee is mandatory before

passage.

2. Standing Committees examine the Demands for Grants of their respective ministries.

3. A Select Committee is constituted for a specific Bill.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (b) 2 and 3 only. Referral is discretionary, not mandatory.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS2 2021 & 2023: Parliamentary committees and their role in improving the quality of legislation.

#GS2 #Parliament #StandingCommittees #LegislativeScrutiny

THEIAS AKADEMIA Yesterday's Supreme Court list and Lok Sabha table alone produced four exam-grade cards. ANTIM 2027

tracks both every sitting day. theiasakademia.com

S E C T I O N  0 3



International Relations

GS2 STATIC Groupings Involving India — QUAD

Static Topic — not tied to a current event · Included because the 10-11 August window produced no IR story of exam weight

Static IR Profile: The Quad — From Tsunami Core Group to Indo-Pacific

Architecture

Why in News: Included today as a deliberate static explainer. The 10-11 August window produced no international-

relations development clearing this product's substance bar, and the editorial choice is to give aspirants a properly

built evergreen profile rather than inflate a minor diplomatic item into a card.

Background: The Quadrilateral Security Dialogue brings together India, the United States, Japan and Australia. Its

origin lies in the ad hoc "Tsunami Core Group" that coordinated relief after the December 2004 Indian Ocean

tsunami. Formalised as a dialogue in 2007, it lapsed after Australia's withdrawal, was revived in 2017 at officials'

level, elevated to foreign-minister level in 2019 and to leaders' summit level in 2021.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Members: India, United States, Japan, Australia.

Origin: the informal Tsunami Core Group formed after the December 2004 Indian Ocean tsunami.

Formalised in 2007; lapsed after Australia's withdrawal; revived in 2017 at officials' level.

Elevated to foreign-ministers' level in 2019 and to a leaders' summit in 2021.

Explicitly not a military alliance — no mutual-defence clause and no standing joint command.

Working areas include maritime domain awareness, critical and emerging technology, vaccines and health

security, climate, infrastructure and counter-terrorism.

The Malabar naval exercise, separate in origin, now involves all four Quad members.

India's participation is framed through its own Indo-Pacific vision and strategic autonomy, not alliance

membership.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

The Quad's deliberate ambiguity — security-adjacent but not an alliance — is precisely what allows India to participate

without abandoning strategic autonomy.

Its 2007 collapse and 2017 revival is the best available case study in how minilateral groupings depend on domestic

political continuity in every member state.

Functional cooperation on vaccines, critical technology and undersea cables is where the Quad delivers most, even as

commentary focuses on its military symbolism.

Critics point to the absence of a secretariat, binding commitments and a dispute mechanism; defenders argue that is

exactly why it has survived.

Contrast usefully with treaty alliances such as NATO, and with India's other groupings — BRICS, SCO, IORA — to

demonstrate multi-alignment in practice.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick



Remember "2004 tsunami, 2007 born, 2017 reborn, 2021 summit" — four dates carry the Quad's entire

institutional history.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements about the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue:

1. Its members are India, the United States, Japan and Australia.

2. It contains a mutual-defence clause binding members to collective military action.

3. Its origins trace to coordination after the 2004 Indian Ocean tsunami.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 1 and 3 only (c) 2 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (b) 1 and 3 only. The Quad has no mutual-defence clause.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS2 2020 & 2023: Groupings and agreements involving India; India's Indo-Pacific policy and strategic

autonomy.

#GS2 #QUAD #IndoPacific #StaticProfile

S E C T I O N  0 4

Defence & Security

GS3 GS2 10-11 AUG Maritime Security — Mine Countermeasures

Exercise began 10 August 2026, running to 14 August · Source: Ministry of Defence / All India Radio

India-US Navy EOD Exercise Begins at Kochi — And India's Mine-

Countermeasures Gap

Why in News: The eighth edition of the India-US Navy Explosive Ordnance Disposal Exercise began on 10 August

2026 at Southern Naval Command, Kochi, and runs to 14 August. Beyond the exercise itself, it spotlights one of the

Indian Navy's most persistent capability shortfalls — mine countermeasures.

Background: India and the United States have conducted joint salvage and explosive-ordnance-disposal exercises

since 2005, making this among the longer-running strands of the bilateral naval relationship. Underwater ordnance

disposal matters disproportionately for India: sea mines are a cheap, high-impact denial weapon, and India's Mine

Countermeasure Vessel procurement has repeatedly stalled, leaving the Navy with an ageing and numerically thin

minesweeping fleet even as port and sea-lane security demands grow.

⚡  KEY FACTS



Eighth edition of the India-US Navy EOD Exercise, held 10-14 August 2026 at Southern Naval Command, Kochi.

India and the US have conducted joint salvage and EOD exercises since 2005.

Content includes Subject Matter Expert Exchanges, cross-training, equipment demonstrations and scenario-

based practical drills between specialist diving and EOD teams.

Stated aim: enhancing interoperability and professional cooperation in a highly specialised niche.

Southern Naval Command, headquartered at Kochi, is the Indian Navy's training command.

Broader bilateral framework: LEMOA (2016), COMCASA (2018) and BECA (2020), plus the 2+2 ministerial

dialogue and the Malabar exercise.

Mine countermeasures remain a recognised capability gap, with MCMV procurement repeatedly delayed.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

Sea mines are the classic asymmetric maritime weapon — inexpensive to lay, expensive to clear — which makes an EOD

and minesweeping deficit strategically disproportionate to its budget share.

India's long coastline, dependence on seaborne trade and concentration of high-value ports make mine warfare a

credible threat to economic, not merely naval, security.

Specialist exercises of this kind build interoperability that proves valuable in humanitarian assistance and disaster relief,

not only in conflict.

The foundational agreements — LEMOA, COMCASA, BECA — are what make this depth of technical cooperation possible,

a concrete demonstration that such agreements have operational consequences.

Recurring capability gaps despite recurring exercises point to the procurement-cycle problem: training partnerships are

far easier to sustain than acquisition timelines.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "cheap to lay, costly to clear" — the economics of sea mines is why mine countermeasures punch

far above their budget weight.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements:

1. Southern Naval Command, headquartered at Kochi, is the Indian Navy's training command.

2. LEMOA, COMCASA and BECA are foundational agreements between India and the United States.

3. The Malabar exercise involves only India and the United States.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (a) 1 and 2 only. Malabar now includes Japan and Australia as well.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS3 2019 & 2022: India's maritime security challenges; GS2 on India-US defence cooperation agreements.

#GS3 #MaritimeSecurity #IndiaUS #Kochi
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Science & Technology

GS3 GS2 CURRENT Compute Sovereignty & AI Governance

Inaugurated 8 August 2026 · Source: Prime Minister's Office / IIT Delhi

'Param Pragya' at IIT Delhi: Compute Capacity as the Real Frontier of AI

Governance

Why in News: The Prime Minister inaugurated 'Param Pragya', an AI-focused high-performance supercomputing

facility, at IIT Delhi's Sonipat campus on 8 August 2026, during the institute's 57th Convocation. Its significance runs

well beyond a new machine: access to training compute has become the decisive lever in AI policy, and India's

regulatory posture cannot be understood separately from its compute position.

Background: 'Param' is the family name of India's indigenous supercomputers, running back to PARAM 8000 in

1991, developed by the Centre for Development of Advanced Computing (C-DAC) after India was denied access to

American Cray systems. That denial is the founding episode of India's computing self-reliance. The current

institutional vehicle is the National Supercomputing Mission, launched in 2015 and implemented jointly by the

Ministry of Electronics and IT and the Department of Science and Technology through C-DAC and the Indian Institute

of Science. Param Pragya sits alongside the IndiaAI Mission's separate push to build subsidised national GPU

capacity.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Inaugurated by the Prime Minister on 8 August 2026 at IIT Delhi's Sonipat campus, at the institute's 57th

Convocation, where over 3,000 students graduated including 587 doctoral scholars.

Reported configuration: around 250 AI petaflops of performance, approximately 400 GPUs, 10 petabytes of

storage, and a power envelope of roughly 800 kW.

Purpose: artificial intelligence, data science, advanced computing and interdisciplinary research.

Lineage: the 'Param' series began with PARAM 8000 in 1991, built by C-DAC after India was denied access to US

Cray supercomputers.

Institutional framework: the National Supercomputing Mission (2015), implemented by MeitY and the

Department of Science and Technology through C-DAC and IISc.

India's AI governance rests not on a dedicated AI statute but on the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023,

the IndiaAI Mission and NITI Aayog's National Strategy for Artificial Intelligence.

Global comparison of regulatory models: the EU's AI Act uses a risk ladder (prohibited, high-risk, limited-risk,

minimal-risk); the OECD adopted the first intergovernmental AI Principles in 2019; UNESCO adopted a

Recommendation on AI Ethics in 2021; India has chaired the Global Partnership on AI (GPAI).

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

Compute is the choke point of modern AI, which makes "compute governance" — who can access advanced chips and

training capacity — a more consequential policy lever than rules on model behaviour alone.



India's structural position is distinctive: a very large developer talent base and enormous domestic deployment surface,

but limited frontier-scale compute. Facilities like Param Pragya address the supply side of that gap; export controls on

advanced chips constrain it from outside.

The 1991 Cray denial and the PARAM response is the strongest available historical parallel — technology-denial regimes

have repeatedly triggered Indian indigenisation, as they did in cryogenics and nuclear technology.

Placing frontier compute inside an academic institution rather than a purely commercial data centre shapes who gets to

do foundational research, and is a deliberate choice about the public character of AI capability.

The regulatory dilemma remains timing: regulate early and risk foreclosing innovation; regulate late and risk entrenching

harms. India's light-touch posture is defensible while it is building capacity, but becomes harder to justify as deployment

scales into welfare targeting, policing and credit, where datasets encode existing inequality.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "Cray denied, PARAM delivered" — the 1991 refusal of American supercomputers is precisely why

India has a 'Param' series at all, and Param Pragya is the newest entry in that lineage.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements:

1. The National Supercomputing Mission is implemented through C-DAC and the Indian Institute of Science.

2. The PARAM series of supercomputers was developed after India was denied access to American Cray

systems.

3. India has enacted a dedicated statute exclusively regulating artificial intelligence.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (a) 1 and 2 only. India has no dedicated AI statute.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS3 2020 & 2023: Artificial intelligence — applications, governance and ethical concerns; GS3 on indigenisation

of technology and technology-denial regimes.

#GS2 #GS3 #ParamPragya #AIGovernance #ComputeSovereignty
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GS3 10-11 AUG Mineral Policy — Critical Minerals

Introduced in Lok Sabha 10 August 2026 · Source: Lok Sabha proceedings / Ministry of Mines



MMDR Amendment Bill, 2026: Scrapping the Captive-Mine Sales Cap

Why in News: The Mines and Minerals (Development and Regulation) Amendment Bill, 2026 was introduced in the

Lok Sabha on 10 August 2026 by the Ministry of Mines. Its central changes are removal of the cap on mineral sales

from captive mines, easier addition of further minerals to an existing lease — with specific facilitation for critical

minerals — and an expanded mandate for the National Mineral Exploration Trust.

Background: The Mines and Minerals (Development and Regulation) Act, 1957 is the backbone statute of Indian

mineral law. Captive mines are those attached to a specific end-use plant, historically barred from selling most of

their output on the open market — a restriction progressively relaxed since 2021 to improve utilisation of idle

capacity. Critical minerals such as lithium, cobalt, nickel and rare earths have become a strategic priority because

they are indispensable to batteries, electronics and the energy transition, and India imports most of its requirement.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Introduced in the Lok Sabha on 10 August 2026; amends the MMDR Act, 1957.

Removes the existing cap on the proportion of mineral output that captive mines may sell on the open market.

Permits leaseholders to add further minerals to an existing lease, with facilitation for critical minerals such as

lithium and cobalt.

Expands the scope of the National Mineral Exploration Trust to include mine development, not exploration

alone.

Provides for mineral exchanges to improve price discovery and transparency in mineral trade.

Extends lease provisions applicable to deep-seated minerals, which require higher-risk, higher-cost

exploration.

Critical minerals are strategically significant because India depends heavily on imports of lithium, cobalt and

rare earths.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S

Removing the captive-sales cap improves capacity utilisation and mineral availability, but weakens the original logic of

captive allocation — that cheaper mineral access was justified by a committed end use.

Allowing multi-mineral leases addresses a genuine geological reality: critical minerals often occur as by-products or

associated minerals, and a single-mineral lease regime leaves them stranded underground.

Mineral exchanges could bring the price transparency commodity markets provide elsewhere, but thin volumes and

concentrated producers can make such exchanges illiquid and manipulable.

The environmental and social dimension is unavoidable: expanded mining intersects with forest land, Fifth Schedule

areas and Forest Rights Act claims, and the economic gains must be read against that cost.

Strategically, domestic critical-mineral production reduces dependence on a small number of supplier states — the same

supply-chain-resilience logic driving India's semiconductor and battery policies.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "one lease, many minerals" — the amendment's key geological insight is that critical minerals

rarely occur alone, so leases should not be single-mineral either.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements:

1. The MMDR Act, 1957 is the principal legislation governing mining in India.



2. Captive mines are those linked to a specified end-use plant.

3. The National Mineral Exploration Trust was created under the MMDR framework.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (d) All three.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS3 2021 & 2023: Mineral resources, critical minerals and India's mining policy reform.

#GS3 #MMDR #CriticalMinerals #MineralPolicy

GS3 GS1 GS2 CURRENT Care Economy — Ageing & Employment Released 5-6 August 2026 · Source: NITI Aayog

NITI Aayog's "Reimagining Care": Turning Caregiving Into a Recognised

Profession

Why in News: NITI Aayog released its report "Reimagining Care: Strategies for Empowering Caregivers in Viksit

Bharat@2047" in early August 2026, proposing a National Carer Council, a national caregiving qualification

framework and a caregiver registry. The report reframes caregiving from unpaid family obligation into a skilled,

regulated and potentially export-earning profession — a genuinely new policy category in Indian economic planning.

Background: India's demographic position is shifting from dividend to ageing. The India Ageing Report 2023 put the

elderly population at roughly 149 million in July 2022, about 10.5% of the total, projected to reach around 347

million by 2050. Care work today is overwhelmingly performed unpaid by women within households, which means

it is invisible in GDP, uncounted in labour-force statistics, and entirely unprotected by labour law. Simultaneously,

the world faces a projected shortfall of roughly 11 million health and care workers — a demand India is uniquely

placed to supply.

⚡  KEY FACTS

Report title: "Reimagining Care: Strategies for Empowering Caregivers in Viksit Bharat@2047", released by NITI

Aayog in early August 2026.

Headline recommendation: a National Carer Council to regulate, standardise and professionalise caregiving.

Proposed architecture: a National Policy on Caregiving, a National Caregiving Qualification Framework, a

National Caregiver Registry, and a supporting digital platform.

Demographic driver: elderly population around 149 million in July 2022 (about 10.5% of the population) per

the India Ageing Report 2023, projected to reach roughly 347 million by 2050.

Global opportunity: a projected worldwide shortage of about 11 million care and health workers.

Export strategy: overseas placement mechanisms, international partnerships, and language and cultural-

competency training for caregivers seeking work abroad.

The report positions India as a potential global supplier of affordable, trained caregiving labour — a services-

export play built on the demographic transition.

🎯  M A I N S  D I M E N S I O N S  /  A N A LY S I S



The central economic insight is that unpaid care work is real production excluded from GDP. Formalising it converts

invisible labour into measured, taxable, protected employment — and simultaneously reveals how much of the existing

"growth" story rested on unpriced female labour.

The gender dimension is inseparable: because care work falls disproportionately on women, professionalising it is a

female labour-force participation intervention as much as an elderly-welfare one.

A registry and qualification framework create real regulatory capacity, but also a risk of exclusion — informal caregivers

who cannot obtain certification may be pushed out of paid work they already do.

The export ambition carries a domestic tension: training caregivers for overseas placement while India's own elderly-

care deficit widens is a version of the brain-drain problem in a low-wage sector.

Institutionally this sits at the intersection of the Ministry of Social Justice, Health, Skill Development and Labour — which

is precisely why a dedicated council is proposed, and why coordination failure is the main implementation risk.

Links to the Code on Social Security, 2020's treatment of unorganised and gig workers: caregiving is the next frontier for

extending statutory social protection to informal labour.

🧠 Let's Remember This Through a Trick

Remember "149 to 347, and 11 million short" — India's elderly population more than doubles by 2050, while

the world runs about 11 million care workers short. The report is India's attempt to sit on both sides of that

equation.

🎯 Probable Prelims MCQ (Statement-Based)

Consider the following statements about NITI Aayog's "Reimagining Care" report:

1. It proposes the creation of a National Carer Council.

2. It recommends a national caregiving qualification framework and a caregiver registry.

3. It projects India's elderly population to reach about 347 million by 2050.

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?

(a) 1 and 2 only (b) 2 and 3 only (c) 1 and 3 only (d) All three

Answer: (d) All three.

📋  PYQ LINKAGE

GS1 2021 & 2023: Ageing population and its social implications; GS3 on employment, the services sector and

human-resource development; GS2 on welfare of vulnerable sections.

#GS1 #GS2 #GS3 #CareEconomy #NITIAayog #Ageing
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UPSC CSE Prelims 2026 Results

In what critics called the most unpredictable Prelims paper in a decade —
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A SINGLE DOCUMENT
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