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India's Digital Sovereignty

What has been missed is India’s digital sovereignty

e Drwia- Unitesd Kimgeom Free Trade

Agreegnent (FTA), called the

Comprehensive Economic and Trade

Agreemment (CETA), has been lauded by
the Union Commernce and Industry Minister,
Piyush Goyal, as the gold standard” for all India's
trale deals. Mr. Goyal has aserted Lt no
compramise was made inany senslive sector.
Evidently, the Minigter seemed to be coumting
anly agriculiure amd Bbour-intensive
mianufaciuring as sersitive sectors — which they
are, Bul setmarkably, despite the wide coverage
the FTA has receied, the impact on Indiys other,
highly sensitive digital sector, which permsaes
envery sphere of national activity and holds the
Reery oo Tuture, has gone without olficial
enmment or media seruting.

Wee argue that the compromises made in the
digital sector through the India UK. FTA hive
prafound consequences For India's digial
sovereignly — a term frequenty imaoked in
high-devel political discourse. India hoas
completely lipped on several core positions Lhat
it has Jong madtained @ global lorums, incuding
at the World Trade Organization (WTO).

Source code disclosure

Thez mast surpri: Eiveaway B on India’s
sovereimn right 1o seek ex ame aocess w the
sotirce code lor loregn digital goods or services,
even for those deemed sensitive. This is very
eiflirent from gening source code ex post {or a
specilie investigativn or remidy, which is allowed
under the agreement, Regulators in diflerent
sectors often have sirict disclosure rules, such as
for lood and medicine ingredients. Soltware now
permeates nearly every product, inclhsding
tefecom, Artificial Invelligence (Al and bealth
applications, whersty it may be crucial for the
regulators o be abde 1o ook under U hood™ of
stltware, or salety, security and general
enmpliance reguirements, and L enable ungent,
meal-ime upgrades.

Giving up this right is & 180-degree lern Iraim
India’s steacliast stand a1 the WTO and other
forimd. Even the United States, which lirst
inchuded source code related probibitions in it
FTAs amal at the WO, withdrew this larmulation
Lt year, Fecogrising its domestic regulstory, baw
enforcement and security imperatives. In the US.
driven Comprelensive and Progressive
Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPF),
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the ‘source code disclmsure’ provision applied
anly b0 mase-marke oltware such as Microsoll's
aperating systens —meaning oot 1o niche and
custor-macde solvware. It specifically excluded
solftware for eritical infrastructure. In the UK.
FTA vexct, the prohibition apgplies v all soltware,
Businesses are always free 1o emter, ar avoid,
transsciions requiring disdosure ol souroe
What is secrificed here are India's regubstory
rights in this regard, for all times i come, ina
sector that has just begun to ke shape.

Surrendering a critical national resource
GN[ILIIQ,ELFLIJ and non-diseriminastor y access lor

LK. pariies 1w "Open Government Data’ — a term
romm the pre-digital era which then meant
gm-ernmml tratsparency, and access Lo its
ties — comstivutes another major giveawan.
Tllm is becanse 5 ol whal i used 1o be.
Tilay, it hias acouired an entirely new avatar,
being the digital eras most valualsde resource. Al
where heated competition for global mastery is
raging, B but patterns derived from &ata, which is
wihy data is deemed 1 be priceless.

This convession i very significant, even
thouigh Uiis provision is yet 31 a “beat endenour”
lervel, and pon-binding. It is incomprehensilde
why India (where the imention o be an A
superpower is a staple of wop-level political
phetoric), has conceded that natienal data beld by
thie govermmient is nit a sovereign resource b
an internationl Iree lor all. Facilivating loreign
aceess 1o sich data poses risks of eroding India's
competitive sdvantage in using India’s own data
o crele Indian AL produces, and also serious
Seurily risks as nations| data can be weaponised.

The mosl conbested isswes in digital raxde sre
the ‘free fow of data” and “data localission’.
While India seen b have brgely sood e
ground an these isues, it commitment o “enler
Ento ennsultations o extemd spproprise
erjuivalent disciplines” w the UK. ¥ Inclia agrees
B amy conscessions with another country, denotes
adangerows regress, and visible vulperability,
with regard to India's long-held positions on these
Kooy iisines.

This matter ke to the ame alsove on India's
chata beeirgg an important nations] economic
resonrce a8 wiell a3 Hhe need 1o sleguard it bom a
serurily point of view. Again, [as) year, owing 1o
simikar considerations, the U3, the original
proponent of ‘free flow of daa” and “prohibition

o daa bocalisation”, withdrew from these
lamaos al the WTO

It is difficult to wnderstand how Dsdian
negotiators could be so raive or negligent in
agreeing Lo the above concessions
conpessions are not like thos: an commuodities,
where Larifls can be applied one day and
removed on another.

Drigital tracle pexls are edsentially aboul rule
meaking for & new global digital order. We either
Hully apt into western, Big Tech -oriented, digital
archBeciures, or wie s sulbeient
auronomy and sovereigniy, This is because onoe
the digital rules anid systems are set, they ane
almst impossible to roll back . India's digical
comeedsions are Lhas buttresging a et of rubes for
a global digital ecosystemn from which India
cannot extricate isell later. And Endis is doing all
this i a reactive mode without a clear road map
al it ewn

It seems that the LB was able to extract all the
above concessions, the absolute opposive o what
Tnndlia has st00d bor 1l now, because, unlkike
manuiaciuring and sgriculire, there i no
specilic political ‘constinsency” for digital
sowereigty. Bt it is perlaps an even mare
Emiportant issue in the mid o long werm. We may
be seping a repest ol how India kst ot on early
industrialisation and kel to suller grievous
colondal exploitation, causing a loss of wealth and
independence. In making these digital
comeessions, we may be giving wp our digieal
fistuire, indepenidence and prosperity.

Inelia must act quickly

Iraclian meedds b0 dleseslop and negotiate wwards a
glabal digital architeciure thal protects and
Turthers s digial soversigniy. As a ke sarter in
“digital industrialisation”, it should creste the
space required lor Insdis 1o beeotme 3 digits]
superpewer and nota digical colony.

For this, Indis needs o urgently lormulse o
full-fledged digital sovereignty and “digital
industrialisation” policy which shauld then
Endorm and guide its rade negoaiations. Our
Rgalialars must be sceampanied by digital
sovereinly experts with aceess o the top
political keadership, which has the core
responsibility fer safegnarding India's longaeem
cligital imtereses. These interests are alten no S0
widible, and, therelore, bend to gt by-passed and
not feught lor.
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CONTEXT

Q The UK-India Free Trade Agreement (FTA), dubbed the
Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA),
is being hailed by the government as a landmark digital
trade agreement and economic partnership.

O However, experts argue that the deal
compromises India’s digital sovereignty.

O Key concessions on source code access and open
government data raise long-term strategic and
regulatory concerns, largely ignored in official discourse.

O The trade negotiations have sparked debates on the
balance between market access benefits and digital
autonomy.



The UK-India FTA primarily considers agriculture and manufacturing as sensitive
sectors, excluding the digital sector, which increasingly underpins all domains of national
security and economy. This oversight extends to crucial areas like financial services and
legal services.

Despite rapid digitalisation, India didn't treat its digital economy as sensitive, leaving it
vulnerable to external influence through trade deals and potentially impacting its trade
surplus.

There was minimal public or media attention on the digital provisions of the agreement,
reflecting a lack of awareness of their implications, including aspects of electronic
contracts and authentication.

The digital sector lacks a strong political constituency, unlike agriculture or labour,
causing undue policy negligence in vital digital concerns, including cross-border data
flows.

Ignoring the digital domain’s sensitivity now may lead to long-term dependency, much
like India’s past experience with colonial economic structures, potentially affecting job
creation and export competitiveness.



SOURCE CODE DISCLOSURE RETREAT

O Disclosure is vital for safety, compliance, and upgrades in sectors like telecom, Al, and
health, especially in real-time. This also affects government procurement processes.

O Even the U.S. has rolled back similar restrictions, recognising the security
risks and regulatory needs tied to source code access, particularly in post-Brexit trade
deals.

O The UK deal applies to all software, unlike CPTPP, which excluded critical
infrastructure and custom-made software. This broad approach could affect various
sectors, including those using facial recognition tools.

O These digital rules are not like commodity tariffs; once agreed, they shape the global
digital order and are hard to undo, potentially impacting future trade negotiations.



GRANTING OPEN ACCESS TO DATA

O Once a tool for transparency, open government data now includes valuable
datasets used in Al development and analytics, raising questions about data exclusivity
clauses.

Q Allowing equal, non-discriminatory access to this data gives UK firms potential
leverage in building Al on Indian data, potentially affecting India’s generic pharmaceutical
industry.

O Unfettered access increases vulnerability to cyber-attacks and data weaponisation,
compromising national security and potentially impacting UPI transactions.

O India risks losing its competitive advantage in developing Al and digital solutions tailored
to local needs, potentially affecting professional consulting services.

Q The clause is non-binding, yet it sets a dangerous precedent in treating data as a shared
global resource, not a national one, which could impact revenue sharing arrangements.



NEED FOR DIGITAL POLICY FRAMEWORK

d India must immediately draft a Digital Sovereignty Policy, guiding all future digital
trade and technology-related decisions, including aspects of reciprocal tariffs.

O Negotiation teams must include tech and cybersecurity experts who
understand software, data governance, and infrastructure stakes, crucial for effective
trade negotiations.

[ Top-level political leaders must be engaged to protect strategic digital interests, not
just short-term trade goals, considering the broader implications of economic
partnerships.

 Policies on Al, data protection, cyber law, and digital industry must converge into
a single framework that addresses cross-border data flows.

A India must position itself as a norm-maker in global digital governance, not a passive
rule-taker, especially in post-Brexit trade deals.



Health of India's Economy

Health of India’s economy

Trump says India’s econormy, the fastest growing in the world, is ‘dead’. Here's how India stacks up against
other countries on growth. But the data also show significant concerns for India on a range of indicators

Uprr Miska

O JULY 30, Unsed Siaies President Donald
Trum announced 25% tariffs on India, 35
well 35 an unspeaified “penalty” for buying
military equspmrent and energy from Russa
Ay Later, Tromg posted on social media
that he did noe cave o India and Rusoa “uake
their dead e romomnies down fogether™,
Asked about Trump's descnprion of
Indsa as a "dead” e T :mll,' I‘adﬂ of
gion

I... The whaoleworld knras
thist bk e & dead economy aned that the
EJF has killed 1"

Union M sier of Commerce &Indusiry
Py Goyal pushed hack, saying that India
hiad rapidhy sransiormeed o being ore of
the Hragnle five” 1o the fastes growing ma
}or SCONONYY I the workd in just over 3
derads

“We hiave nsen from
ecomnomy to one of the sop
wdely expected thar vee will be
third large st economy ina few wears. Todag
svemaional institations and economists
zee India as the bregha spot in the ghobal
ng, o Almost
w0l saed Ina

16% of the global growt
Sarement to Parlament
“In the Last decade, the government has
Lt rsdormatve messures o promaote
inediaas themanufacunnghubof theveord_
I'Mu:-voum,:—kund and talented workforoe
i sl compet veneess af
O egpons hare stecd iy in
creased dunng the last 11 years” hesaid

Economic growih

50, 15 INdia's econany “dead 7 W
Trumyp, who seems annoyved Indii’s
talkes boratrade deal
It stamds 1o rea
soithat ome ahsolute by re cesary atiriut:
of adead sconomy must be an absence of

WORLDECONOMIES: WHAT THE NUMBERS SHOW

(el COF in2025 | GOF in s
oarrent prices” | relative to

LOP in 2025
asiage of US| as Sage of US

Eas | me5 | GOPini995 | GOPin 19S5 | GOPin2025

Argenima | 288 | BBA 24 18% 27%
China | 738 | 8232 | 261 | a7 3%
Cermany | 2595 | 4.5 18 E™ 3 158
India | 360 | 4i&7 | 15 | 47 BT%
Japan 5546 | 4185 | 0A TLEE 17
Fakistan | 83 m 18 1m 17%
Fussan | 3% | 209 | G2 | 44 A%
Federation |

[ 1345 | 14w FT] TR 126
[T 640 | 30507 | 4 00 1o

Frabaron data ararkible up i X3 Saxroe: A Tt dndn Engrein Aok “Bulns fiLS doflas

"
A

! hatspp Charac
BOOMOMIC Frowth

The Table alongside contains data for
gross domestic product [GDP) from the
Intemaonal Meneary Fand [ IMF) for ase
|ection af countries oeer the past 30 years
from 1555,

Thesy have beenselected inthe coneesof
Tramp’s comemends, and the recent trade
pacts signed behween hiss nistsionand
coummes such as Fakistan, the UK, and the
ELU jof which Cemuany = the higgest eman.
onry L Jagsn has been included becausz it i
oneof the work's higpest soonomies.

The data theow upa picturs that 1s ot
ously comrary o Trump's contession that
India, or sven Fussa, e "dead” soonomies

Cirlmin 3 showves the numberof times the
G of each couniry has grown over the pest
30 years. The top three oo
India an'IHMm ni

e four bmwes
151985 size, ms closest trade pariners ke

itpiiwhabigp oo ek

| don’t care what India doss with
Russia. They can take their dead
economies downtogether, for
alllcare. Wehave donewery
little business with India, their
Taritfs are too high, among the
highest in the Weeld.

DOMALD TRUMP

a2 ¥ RbS G OKH s
hie Linnited Eangdom havegroan by less
Inimes, and Genmany has failed to even dou
bl s conomy

Jepeary's GOF in 2025 i bovwer than wian
wwas in 1995 which would, by this m
qualify miobe noi st a "dead” i pechaps
2 deTaYINg eoommy.
|a's soonaony & today A
25 sore in 1585

Comparison with Us

There is anather way 1o look at thess
rearnbers: Fos ded these eoonomies grow
relate 57

Columns 4 and ¥ show there are only
theeeernnomees that have grosm insze relk
atree o theUS: China, Inde, and Reesia India
wa 1e55 than 5% the sze of the US economy
e 1265, bt n 2025 1 is almost 145

By contrast, al of Amenca’s fnerds and
tradng partners have shrank insee relanve
wihells

Concerns for India
Dw the abawe nul
ST ok N bl em
no msars 2 “dead " econonmy — far I|o|| x
it does have several almerts
Wihale Indsa’s overall COP has grown, iis
roveth raee has kst a stepsinoe 2011-12, and
failed toreplicate the spart of s growth
averaging BI-9% — that was wiinessed be.
fore e Clobal Ananaal Criss of 200E-09
Since 2014, India's growth rate has howered
around BT

Incu also has not achieved the pace of
proveth thae China did dunng ks ovwm jour
ney. In 2004, India's GOPwas 521 inllonc 11
vears Later, arthe endaf the cngoing financal
vear, itis projected to reach $41 tnllion, ac-
cording o the IVMF By compansan, China s
Cofraced from S LAtnlbon o 54 6 irili on
Jusst Forur years, fooam 2004 o 2008

Irvtermis of trade — vehich is the context
of Trump's com s — India'sshare s just
13% of toeal gl hal exports of gnods, and just
4 5% of total global expants of services.

e sign of weakness in the econonmy s
the Fact that thepe are many sectorsthan India
WANS b0 prect whien & Comes b inhemsa.
onal trde ndia’s aem economy s plgu ed
with distres, with the bulk of the frmers
Iving a subsstence [eees

The resson wiythe bulkof Ind ia's popu.
lanon = sl engaged in the rural and fam
gactors is the Balure ioboost manuba chunng
ficial clata sheoay thait since 201920, man
1 g has regisiered a sower growth
fate | CAGH of 40T ) than even agnrulturs
and allied actnabes !

Hies and persisiendy high povercy Tweniy:

foer per cent of the populanon is beloa th
Wrkd Bank poverty bne for India. In 21
12, whenindia was a poorer couniry and ifs
poverty lme wes the same as the abject
povemy bne, 275 of Inde quabfed 25 poo

Dt om inequality akso show an alanm.
ing nise. And on human deselopn
nes such z health and educaton, @
Hon & conceming

Is

smploymEn
with nsing edu
male paricipaton inthe soonony s amang
the Inwest s the warld — svenwhen s s
g, thee gqualiny ofwark sof the poorest qual
Hy wath bowy and stagnant wages.

CONTEXT

O U.S. President Donald Trump’s remarks calling India
“dead economy” and announcing a 25% tariff,
along with penalties for India’s military and energy
purchases from Russia, have ignited a political
exchange in India.

0 Opposition leaders agreed with Trump’s criticism,
blaming the government for “killing” India’s
economy.

O On the other hand, the govt defended India’s
economic performance, highlighting its rise from the
“fragile five” to one of the world’s top five economies.



Data Contradicts Trump’s Dead Economy Remark on India

[ Contrary to U.S. President Donald Trump’s claim of India being a “dead economy,” data
from the International Monetary Fund (IMF) over the past 30 years presents a starkly
different picture.

O From 1995 to 2025, India’s GDP has grown nearly 12 times, ranking it among the fastest-
growing major economies, second only to China.

O In comparison, the U.S. economy has grown fourfold, while key allies like the United
Kingdom and Germany have expanded by less than three times and less than two times,
respectively.

1 Notably, Japan’s GDP in 2025 is lower than its 1995 level, reflecting economic
stagnation.

 The data underscores that India and even Russia, despite facing challenges, have
exhibited robust economic growth, debunking the narrative of them being “dead”
economies.



India Among Few Economies Growing Faster Than
the U.S.

Image shows the GDP Growth (%)
Projections by IMF for 2025

w -

L When comparing economic growth relative to the
U.S., only three countries—China, India, and
Russia—have expanded their share of the global
economy over the past 30 years.

O India, which was less than 5% the size of the U.S.
economy in 1995, has grown to nearly 14% by
2025.

O In contrast, America’s traditional allies and trade
partners, including the United Kingdom, Germany,
and Japan, have all seen their economies shrinkin
size relative to the U.S.

O This highlights India’s impressive economic
ascent, defying claims of being a “dead” economy.

Economiesin 2025



India’s Economic Growth Masks Deep-Rooted Structural Challenges

O While India is far from being a “dead” economy, its robust GDP growth conceals several persistent
structural issues.

O Since 2011-12, India’s growth rate has slowed, failing to replicate the 8-9% surge seen before the 2008
global financial crisis, with recent years hovering around 6%.

O Unlike China’s rapid expansion, India’s GDP has grown at a much slower pace.
O Inglobal trade, India holds a modest 1.8% share in goods exports and 4.5% in services.

O The economy remains protectionist in sectors like agriculture, which is plagued by distress and
subsistence-level farming due to the failure of manufacturing to absorb surplus rural labour.

O Manufacturing growth has lagged behind agriculture since 2019-20. Additionally, economic growth has
been highly unequal, with 24% of the population still below the poverty line and alarming rises in income
inequality.

O Human development indicators, particularly in health, education, and employment quality, remain
poor. High-skilled unemployment and low female workforce participation further highlight deep-rooted
socio-economic challenges that need urgent attention.



SC on Himachal Environmental Disaster

‘Entire Himachal may vanish’:

SC sounds environmen

AMANTHAKRISHNAN G
NEWDELHL ALGUST

“THE DAY s nod [ar whien the en-
ire stafe of Himachal Pradesh
iy vanly, " sl the Suprene
Court Friday a5 it sounded the
dlarm on the deterioraling ermi-
roamental siluatson in the State
that has lreguently baroe Che
bruntal malural disasters.
Raggmg a rarge of issues in
Thee v gl Sen il fve resgaan,
abenchal Jusiees | B Pardivwala
ard B Mahadevan directed the
registration of a case in the pub-
hic interest and sought the
Himachal Pradeshgovemment’s
respanse within lour wesks.
The: benich was lesaring a ba-
tel group's challenge o a
Himuachal Pradesh High Coustar-
cher hant resstricied constnuctions
i areyichist L .0 gneen pone
byt thee stale’s Towwn arsl Country
Planning Depustmenl in Jur
Relusing Lo interfere withthe
High Courl’s decision, the tap
court 3 aicl it “wioubd like (o say
samething in Che larger intenest
of Lheestate of Himadsal Pradesh
arsd wts infabitants®.
“L e ave alraid bo say that it
i o Lt o e dhaaty Bar Ll state
o issue such notileations and
ry o e e sifwation. Thesit-
walwin n the state of Humadhal
Pradesh has gone from bad 1o
wiarse. The sevenzecological im-

Alansds lide blocks a road ar Samletu in Himachal Pradesh’s
Bllaspur district on Friday. Fr

loim FREE Telegram Chaenel hoips:tme! vjUY KqDAFHBAwBMGL

Balarrce ard alber envisonumen-
Lad coerliians hanve bed loserious
raural calamities aver a period
ol pears This year alio burd reds
of peaple pershed in the loods
ard banelshides & thausands al
propeeries poldestroyed,” il Sakl.

fccarding 1o the Sate
Emergency Operation Centre,
Himuschal Pradesh las suflered
lesses ta the turse ol TLS 39 crane
ance the orsel al monsoon an
Juirre 20, Sor Lar, 94 people bave
dhiesdl and 36 are missing in rain-
related incidents while 1,352
ouses have been lully or par-
Lially clamiaged

Thee court went onta lista
rusnber of serious concens in
Lher Hirmalayan stabe = e “vis-
o™ and “alarmvmng” impact af ch-
mate change; delarestation;
Fryclrapoawer projects reportedly

causing waler shortages amd
lamdshides: wnchecked tourism
alfecting the eralagical balanoe
and stramiceg resounces; arxd re-
lentlesss et o of Sour-Lanse
roads, unnels and mulli-sloney
buildirngs o cater Lo the increas-
i, [oatlall.

Carmmuenities livirg near by
dra-edectic prajects [requently
reporh waber scarcity, larxlslickes,
arud even structural cracks in
their homes, the bench said
atdirg: “Apparently, the mini-
oy ol ol waker, a8 18 o
tractusally randated, s not being
aclbered to by the project prapo-
nenils, resulting in the vanishing
ol aquatic bfe_[n G, the mighty
trans Himalayan river Sutlej
stamds redlisced 1o s méulel”

“Diuring peal seasons, the in-
[hux of tourists res ults m trallic

|ain FREE Whatsapp Chanpel hitps.whatsapp.comuchann el D025V en2 ¥ Eha G 1 OK HeoBd0F

talarm

COIgestEn, Waste geoeration,
noase pollution, pherse of wale
resaurces, and encroschment
into edslogeally sensilhee anes
Hill vowwns olten struggle with
winsle depasal and water shart-
angesdurig bourist ssasons, Every
step ol the warsle managenent
prociess presents delleculties foo
e state " o Said

“The danger o the state's
matural richness i growing as a
result al laman gresd and apa-
™ it ], calling for wnmedi-
ate, Sustainshbe planming and
COMSErElIn IS ures,

Thee bench said all Hinaakyen
sLates resesd 1o collate resaurnces
and esipemise boe nsure their de-
velopment plans are cognisant
ol emaronmental cluallerges.

“All thatwe want Doy lo-
dhry i 1l i i high e that e
Stale pays atlenlion Lo vebal we
T clwsee rvesd and sLarts Laking.
negessary sitian at the earliestin
the right dwection The Unsan af
Inclia al=a owes an ablegation o
see bl the ecological imbalanoe
i Lhe sLate does ol get furthe
digturbed and natural calanaities
o nol sccue” Ve wanl b im-
e uppon e St e Goverrmment
and Union of ndia respectively
Thal earmi g reveriue & nil every-
thirgg. Il thirgs proceed the way
Hhesyt ane 8 om dlate, then the day
s ol Lo Chae e stateal
HP ray wanishintlamair framthe
mapolthe coumniry,” il sid.

Context

d The Supreme Court has taken suo motu
cognisance of the escalating environmental
crisis in Himachal Pradesh,
blaming unscientific construction, tourism
pressure, and human apathy for landslides,
floods, and ecological damage.

A It warned of severe consequences without
urgent sustainable development
measures and a new plan to address
the Himachal disaster situation.



Court Observations and Immediate Action Taken

O The Supreme Court dismissed a resort’s plea against Himachal’s construction
restriction notification for Tara Mata hill.

d It warned that Himachal Pradesh may “vanish into thin air” if current practices
persist.

d The court blamed “unscientific construction” and greedy tourism promotion for
recent natural disasters, emphasizing the need for disaster risk
reduction strategies.

d It criticized the use of explosives and heavy machinery for road building, which
weakens mountain slopes, and suggested exploring soil
bioengineering techniques.

d The bench sought an action plan from the state government by August 25,
emphasizing urgency in tackling the crisis and implementing a new plan for
sustainable development.



Environmental Concerns and Ecological Impact

A Issues flagged include deforestation, receding glaciers, and zonal violations in hotel and
resort constructions.

O Noise pollution, traffic congestion, and water overuse were also highlighted as threats to
the Himalayan ecosystem.

A The court stressed the need for opinions from geologists, local communities,
and environmental experts to address the Himachal disaster situation.

O Flash floods and landslides have become frequent, especially in Kullu, Mandi, Shimla, and
Chamba.

d The court reiterated that revenue generation cannot come at the cost of environmental
destruction and called for improved solid waste management and increased sewage
treatment capacity.

O Emphasis was placed on exploring renewable energy sources to reduce environmental
impact and promote sustainable development in the region.



Environmental Jurisprudence by Supreme Court

O The Supreme Court has often invoked Article 21 (Right to
Life) to uphold environmental protection.

Q Through Public Interest Litigations (PILs) and suo motu
cognisance, it addresses issues like deforestation, pollution,
and unsustainable development.

SUPREME COURT STRIKES

[ Past cases include Tehri Dam, Vellore Leather Industry, DOWN EX POST FACTO
and Ganga Pollution, setting legal precedents. ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCES

AS UNCONSTITUTIONAL:
O Courts balance development needs with ecological IATUEMA TO N a T
sustainability under the Precautionary Principle.

O The judiciary promotes Environmental Impact Assessments
(EIA) and adherence to zoning laws to safeguard fragile
ecosystems and implement effective disaster risk
reduction measures.
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