
Q: What is Article 131? Why and on what grounds Kerala invoked Article 131 in 
Supreme Court to challenge Centre's CAA? 
 

1. This article gives Supreme Court original jurisdiction that it can hear the case 
first hand rather than reviewing a lower court's judgment—to mediate disputes 
between states or between the Centre and states. 

2. The government in Kerala, moved the Supreme Court against the Citizenship 
Amendment Act (CAA), a first by any state government.  

3. They sought that it be declared as violative of the basic structure—principle of 
equality, freedom and secularism. The Kerala Assembly was also the first in 
the country to pass a resolution against the Act. 

4. The Kerala government has said in its suit that there is no rationale in 
grouping together the three countries—Pakistan, Afghanistan and 
Bangladesh—for the purpose of the CAA and rules and orders. In its suit, the 
state referred to Article 131 of the Constitution.  

5. The Kerala government has sought from the apex court that the Citizenship 
(Amendment) Act, 2019 be declared as violative of Articles 14 (Equality 
before law), 21 (Right to life and personal liberty) and 25 (Freedom of 
conscience and free profession, practice, and propagation of religion). 

6. It also said that CAA is violative of the basic principle of secularism enshrined 
in the Constitution. The suit claimed that these amendments make religion 
and a person's country of origin a criteria for grant of citizenship and result in 
classifications based on religion and country, which are discriminatory, 
arbitrary, unreasonable and have no rational nexus with the object sought to 
be achieved.  

7. The plea added that the CAA and rules and orders are bereft of any standard 
principle or norm in discriminating migrants from other countries like Sri 
Lanka, Myanmar and Bhutan, which are sharing international borders with 
India and to which and from which there has been trans-border migration. 

8. It said if the object of the CAA is to protect the minorities who faced religious 
persecution in Afghanistan, Pakistan and Bangladesh, then the Ahmaddiyas 
and Shias from these countries are also entitled to treatment equal to that 
being now extended to Hindu, Sikh, Buddhist, Jain, Parsi and Christian 
communities. 

 
 
Q: What have been the precedents of invoking Article 131 in the past? 
 

1. In the 1977 State of Karnataka vs Union India, the state had moved against a 
Central government move to probe alleged corruption by then chief minister 
Devraj Urs.  



2. The judgment, while upholding ability of states to challenge Centre under 
Article 131, had then said that Article 131 can be invoked whenever a State 
and other States or the Union differ on a question of interpretation of the 
Constitution so that a decision of it will affect the scope or exercise of 
governmental powers which are attributes of a State.  

3. In 2011, in State of MP vs Union of India, where Madhya Pradesh sought to 
challenge certain aspects of its reorganisation after bifurcation into 
Chhattisgarh, the Supreme Court did not accept the plea under Article 131 
and rather held that the challenge be under Article 32 (infringement of 
fundamental rights). 

4. This was, however, challenged in 2014, citing 2011 Madhya Pradesh 
judgment—Justices Chelameswar and S.A. Bobde chose to disagree with the 
earlier (2011 Madhya Pradesh) verdict and deferred the case to a larger 
bench.  

 
 

Q : Discuss the provisions of ₹102 lakh crore national infrastructure plan announced 
by the government. 
 

1. Finance Minister has unveiled a ₹102 lakh crore national infrastructure 
pipeline, in accordance with the government's vision to make India a $5 trillion 
economy by 2024-25.  

2. The finance ministry had set up a task force headed by Economic Affairs 
Secretary to prepare a road map for the "national infrastructure pipeline" from 
2019-20 to 2024-25 under the ₹100 lakh crore infra plan. 

3. Irrigation and rural infrastructure projects would account for ₹7.7 lakh crore 
each. ₹3.07 lakh crore would be spent on industrial infrastructure. Agriculture 
and social infrastructure would account for the rest. 

4. Road projects will account for ₹19.63 lakh crore while another ₹13.68 lakh 
crore would be for railway projects. 

5. Port projects would see spending of ₹1 lakh crore and airports another ₹1.43 
lakh crore. ₹16.29 lakh crore would be spent on urban infrastructure and ₹3.2 
lakh crore in telecom projects. 

6. According to the sector-wise break-up of projects made available by the 
Finance Ministry, ₹24.54 lakh crore investment will flow in the energy sector, 
and of that ₹11.7 lakh crore would be in just the power sector. 



7. ₹42 lakh crore NIP projects which are in the implementation stage now 
include expressways, national gas grid and PMAY-G. 

8. The central government and state governments would have an equal share of 
39% each in the NIP. The private sector, on the other hand, would have 22% 
share which the government expects to increase to 30% by 2025. 

9. National Infrastructure Pipeline will enable more infrastructure projects, grow 
businesses, create jobs, improve ease of living and provide equitable access 
to infrastructure for all. 

10. It is estimated that India would need to spend $4.5 trillion on infrastructure by 
2030 to sustain its growth rate. 

 

Q : What are the components of Core sector? It’s growth has slowed to 1.8% in 
January. What could be the reasons? 

1. The eight sectors comprise of coal, crude oil, natural gas, refinery products, 
fertilisers, steel, cement and electricity. 

2. These eight core industries comprise 40.27 per cent of the weight of the items 
included in the Index of Industrial Production. 

3. Growth of eight core sectors dropped to 1.8 per cent in January — the lowest 
in the last 19 months — primarily on lower production of electricity, crude oil 
and refinery products. 

4. Production of crude oil, electricity and refinery products contracted by 4.3 per 
cent, 0.4 per cent and 2.6 per cent, respectively, in January 2019.  

5. In the same period last year, crude oil production had reduced by 3.2 per 
cent, while electricity and refinery products had grown by 7.7 per cent and 11 
per cent, respectively. 

6. The prevailing protectionist measures, US-Iran tensions, negative market 
sentiments, lower demand of manufactured products including automobiles 
are some of the probable reasons. 

 

 


