




RTI Act

❑ The Right to Information (RTI) Act is founded 
on the principle that in a democracy, which is 
defined as “rule of the people, by the 
people, for the people”, all information held 
by the government inherently belongs to the 
citizens. 

❑ The government acts as a custodian of this 
information on behalf of the populace. 

❑ Citizens legitimise their representatives by 
electing them, who in turn legitimise the 
bureaucracy.



Context 

❑ The Right to Information (RTI) Act in India has long been 
celebrated as a landmark legislation that deepened 
democracy by empowering citizens with access to 
government-held information. 

❑ By establishing transparency as the default mode of 
governance, the RTI transformed the relationship between 
citizens and the state, enabling ordinary people to 
scrutinize decisions, demand accountability, and expose 
corruption. 

❑ Yet, the recent amendments to Section 8(1)(j) through the 
Digital Personal Data Protection (DPDP) Act mark a 
significant departure from this vision. 

❑ What was once a nuanced balance between privacy and 
transparency now risks becoming a legal framework for 
denying access to vital public information.



❑ When first enacted, Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act sought to 
carefully reconcile the citizen’s right to information with the 
individual’s right to privacy. 

❑ It allowed public authorities to withhold personal information 
only if it had no connection to public activity or if disclosure 
would amount to an unwarranted invasion of privacy. 

❑ Even then, disclosure was permitted when a larger public 
interest justified it. 

❑ A crucial safeguard in this provision was its provison: 
information that could not be denied to Parliament or a State 
Legislature could not be denied to an ordinary citizen either. 

❑ This acid test ensured that privacy could not be used as a 
blanket excuse to restrict transparency, while also 
acknowledging that privacy is an evolving concept, to be 
assessed case by case.



The Ambiguity of Personal Information 

❑ The DPDP Act’s intervention has radically altered this equilibrium. By reducing Section 8(1)(j) 
to a mere six words, it introduces ambiguity and expands the scope of “personal information” to 
the point of absurdity. 

❑ Two interpretations of person now compete: one confined to natural persons, the other, derived 
from the DPDP Bill, encompassing entities as diverse as companies, associations, and even the 
state itself. 

❑ If the latter definition prevails, nearly every document or decision could be shielded as personal 
information. In effect, the RTI risks being transformed into a Right to Deny Information (RDI). 

❑ This expansive interpretation is compounded by the DPDP Act’s overriding effect on other laws 
and its severe penalties for disclosure violations, which may reach as high as ₹250 crore. 

❑ Faced with such risks, Public Information Officers (PIOs) are incentivised to adopt a defensive 
posture, erring on the side of denial rather than disclosure. 

❑ This chilling effect undermines the very spirit of the RTI, replacing openness with opacity



Implications for Corruption and Accountability 

❑ Corruption thrives in secrecy, and transparency has long been one of the few effective tools 
available to citizens in combating it. 

❑With broadened definitions of personal information, even routine and seemingly harmless 
documents, such as a corrected marksheet, a signed official order, or lists of pension 
beneficiaries, can now be withheld. 

❑ Examples like Rajasthan’s public disclosure of pension details, which once exposed ghost 
employees and ghost cards, may no longer be permissible. 

❑ This legal transformation effectively institutionalises opacity. Information that directly exposes 
corruption or malpractice could be dismissed as personal. 

❑ Even the clause allowing disclosure in cases of larger public interest provides little relief, as it is 
rarely invoked in practice and demands an onerous justification from citizens. 

❑ Thus, the DPDP amendments not only weaken the RTI but also embolden corruption by 
making concealment the default.



Translocation of Tigers from Tadoba

Context

❑ The Union Environment 
Ministry has approved the 
translocation of tigers 
from Tadoba-Andhari and 
Pench reserves to the 
Sahyadri Tiger Reserve in 
Maharashtra to revive the 
big cat’s population in the 
Western Ghats.



Background of Sahyadri Tiger Reserve (STR)

❑ Established in 2010 and spread over 1,165 sq. Km.

❑ Encompasses parts of Kolhapur, Sangli, Satara, 
and Ratnagiri districts of Maharashtra.

❑ Formed by merging Chandoli National 
Park and Koyna Wildlife Sanctuary.

❑ Despite rich forest cover, tiger presence has 
remained transient and non-breeding.

Reason for Translocation

❑ STR has suitable forest and prey base but lacks a 
stable tiger population.

❑ Translocation aims to ensure long-term tiger 
survival in the Western Ghats, an ecologically 
sensitive and biodiversity-rich region.



Implementation & Institutions Involved

❑ Approved by the Union Environment Ministry’s Wildlife Division.

❑Wildlife Institute of India (WII) and State Forest Department are responsible 
for scientific planning and execution.

❑ The project had earlier been recommended by the National Tiger 
Conservation Authority (NTCA) in October 2023.

Ecological Significance

❑ Strengthening tiger presence in STR ensures habitat connectivity between 
Western Ghats reserves and those in Goa and Karnataka.

❑Helps maintain ecological balance and boosts conservation of prey species.

❑ Supports the long-term goal of landscape-level tiger conservation in India.



Karki is Nepal's First Women PM

CONTEXT

❑ Nepal President Ram Chandra Poudel 
ap pointed former Chief Justice Sushila 
Karki as the country’s new Prime 
Minister and dissolved Parliament on 
Friday, as days of political turmoil 
showed signs of abating in the 
Himalayan nation. 

❑ He also announced fresh elections on 
March 5, 2026.



Nepal is witnessing youth-led protests triggered by deep-seated grievances 
over corruption, inequality, and the failure to implement promises made in 
the 2006 Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA).

Historical Background

❑ Comprehensive Peace Agreement (2006) The CPA was signed between 
the Maoists and the Nepalese government to end the 10-year-long civil war, 
creating hopes for peace, justice, and democracy.

❑ The monarchy was abolished, and the interim constitution (2007) paved the 
way for a new republican framework based on inclusiveness and human 
rights.

❑ The CPA also mandated the formation of the Truth and Reconciliation 
Commission (TRC) and Commission on Disappeared Persons (CIEDP) to 
address conflict-era human rights violations.



Failure of Implementation

❑ Successive governments failed to deliver justice, truth-seeking, or reparations to victims, 
leaving CPA promises largely unimplemented.

❑ Although Nepal promulgated a new Constitution in 2015, political compromises diluted 
its inclusiveness, leaving marginalized groups disillusioned.

❑ Corruption scandals, elite capture of state resources, and widening socio-economic 
inequalities have fueled frustration among youth

Contemporary Youth Protests

❑ Young protesters are rejecting corruption and demanding a more accountable, 
inclusive, and equitable political order.

❑ Nepal’s per capita income is only RS 1.54 lakh, and unemployment remains high, with 
many youths forced to migrate for work.

❑ The protests highlight Nepal’s failure to utilize post-conflict peacebuilding resources 
effectively, instead squandering them on political patronage.



C.P Radhakrishnan 15th Vice-President

CONTEXT

❑ C.P. Radhakrishnan was sworn in as 
the 15th Vice President of India, 
administered by President Droupadi 
Murmu. 

❑ He won the Vice Presidential 
elections by securing 452 votes, 
defeating B Sudershan Reddy by 
a 152-vote margin. 



Significance of Radhakrishnan’s Election for 
Indian Democracy

❑ Reflects the strengthening of federal structure, as 
leaders from diverse states reach constitutional 
positions.

❑ Emphasizes the importance of experienced 
administrators in high constitutional offices.

❑ Highlights the democratic process of indirect 
elections for Vice President in India.

❑ Demonstrates the role of political alliances (NDA 
vs. I.N.D.I.A. bloc) in shaping constitutional 
leadership.

❑ Reinforces the tradition of respecting merit, 
experience, and public service in leadership roles.



Key Facts About Vice President of India:

•Vice President of India: Second-highest constitutional position in India; acts 
as Chairperson of Rajya Sabha.

•C.P. Radhakrishnan: • From Tiruppur, Tamil Nadu. • Previously served as Governor of 
multiple states and Member of Parliament (Lok Sabha). • Affiliated with the National 
Democratic Alliance (NDA).

•Election Details: • Held on 9th September 2025. • Radhakrishnan secured 452 votes, 
defeating B Sudershan Reddy by 152 votes.

Role and Responsibilities: 

• Preside over the Rajya Sabha sessions. • Stand in for the President of India when 
required. • Ensure order and decorum in the Upper House of Parliament. • Oversee 
discussions on crucial matters, including those related to communal violence, bail 
provisions, and constitutional mandates.
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