
9 7 7 0 9 7 6 0 0 2 0 0 1

I SSN  0 9 7 6 - 0 0 2 4

tuojh&ekpZ % 2025

fofèk psruk dh f}Hkkf"kd ¼fganh&vaxzsth½ 'kksèk if=kdk
Research (Hindi-English) Quarterly Law Journal

¼dsanzh; fganh funs'kky;] f'k{kk ea=kky; ds vkaf'kd vuqnku ls izdkf'kr½

lUrks"k [kUuk

MkW- m"kk nso
txnh'k pan pkSgku

Indexed at Indian Documentation Service, Gurugram, India
Citation No. MVB-31 2025

fofèk Hkkjrh ifj"kn~
&

eksckby %
E-mail : vidhibharatiparishad@hotmail.com, santoshkhanna25@gmail.com

Website :  www.vidhibharatiparishad.in

PEER REVIEWED REFEREED JOURNAL

January-March : 2025

o"kZ 31] vad % 122



PEER REVIEWED REFEREED JOURNAL

^efgyk fof/k Hkkjrh* if=kdk 

E-mail : vidhibharatiparishad@hotmail.com

Website : www.vidhibharatiparishad.in

o"kZ 31] vad % 
iz/kku laiknd % laiknd % 

cksMZ vkWQ jsQjht+ ,oa ijke'kZ eaMy

ifj"kn~ dh dk;Zdkfj.kh] laj{kd % MkW- jktho [kUuk

'kqYd nj

Mkd 'kqYd 100@& #i,







vad 122 esa

laikndh;
txnh'k pan pkSgku
larks"k caly

usgk iztkifr
lUrks"k [kUuk

MkW- Hkwfedk 'kekZ ,oa lqJh vuqfjrk ;kno
MkW- uhek dej ,oa ulheqíhu [kku

izksQslj ¼MkW-½ I;kjsyky vkfnys

izks- nsonÙk 'kekZ
MkW- 'kdqaryk dkyjk

jes'k pUn
Rights Discourse of LGBTQIA in India through Lens of Western
Philosophy / Dr. Jyoti Panchal Mistri and Aadarsh Singh

Digital Literacy and Women : Cyber Education /
Dr. Rahisha Tarannum

Child Labour in India : Challenges and
Prospects for Eradication / Asheesh Yadav



8 % % 

ys[kd eaMy
txnh'k pan pkSgku % 
larks"k caly % A1/7 
eksckby % 
usgk iztkifr %
bZ&esy % nehuPrajapati9@Gmail-com eksckby % 
lUrks"k [kUuk % 
MkW- Hkwfedk 'kekZ %
lqJh vuqfjrk ;kno % 

MkW uhek dej %

ulheqíhu [kku %

izksQslj ¼MkW-½ I;kjsyky vkfnys %

izks- nsonÙk 'kekZ % fuokl %
eksckby %

MkW- 'kdqaryk dkyjk % 
jes'k pUn % eksckby %
Dr. Jyoti Panchal Mistri : Associate Professor, ILLMS. SUI

Aadarsh Singh : LLM–I SEM

Dr. Rahisha Tarannum : Principal of Vidhya Peeth Institute of Law, Bhopal
Madhya Pradesh
E-mail : qrahisha@gmail.com, Mobile : 9425660287

Asheesh Yadav : Research Scholar, Department of Law, School of Legal
Studies, Central University of Punjab, Bathinda-151401



 % % 9



10 % % 



 % % 11



12 % % 



 % % 13





14 % % 

,d ns'k] ,d pquko % ,d fo'ys"k.k



 % % 15

,d ns'k ,d pquko dh vko';drk

i`"BHkwfe D;k gS\



16 % % 



 % % 17





18 % % 

tc Hkkjr cuke bafM;k elyk lqy>k



 % % 19

India,
that is Bharat, shall be a union of states



20 % % 

President of India
President of Bharat

I.N.D.I.A



 % % 21



lanHkZ



22 % % 

MhiQsd rduhd dk lkbcj lqj{kk esa [krjk % efgykvksa ds
fy, blds fufgrkFkZ vkSj fuokj.k dh j.kuhfr;k¡

lkjka'k

AI

AI

ifjp;

AI



 % % 23

AI

GANs

fyax&fof'k"V fufgrkFkZ

orZeku fuokj.k j.kuhfr;k¡

MhiQsd rduhd dk lkbcj lqj{kk [+krjk

AI



24 % % 

MhiQsd ds fyax&vkèkkfjr fufgrkFkZ

MhiQsd ds fy, lkbcj lqj{kk j.kuhfr;k¡ % fMVsD'ku vkSj fuokj.k

AI vkèkkfjr fMVsDVlZ % AI

fMftVy QkWjsfUlDl rduhd 5

CykWdpsu rduhd %

igpku lqj{kk midj.k %



 % % 25

AI

pquko esa gsjQsj %

lsfyfczVh iksuksZxzkQh %

lks'ky bathfu;fjax %

Lopkfyr xyr lwpuk geys %

èkks[kkèkM+h vkSj >wBs lekpkj %

foÙkh; èkks[kkèkM+h %

igpku pksjh %

leh{kk lkfgR;



26 % % 

GANs

a b

a



 % % 27

a

vuqlaèkku dk;Zfofèk

lq>k, x, lqj{kk <k¡ps

O;fDrxr Lrj %

laxBukRed Lrj %



28 % % 

uhfr Lrj %

Hkfo"; dh pqukSfr;k¡ vkSj volj

fu"d"kZ



 % % 29



lanHkZ

Chesney, B., & Citron, D. (2021). Deepfakes and the new disinformation
war. Harvard Law Review, 133(1), 1-30.
Chen, Y., & Li, Z. (2023). The evolution of deepfake detection
technologies. Cybersecurity Journal, 15(2), 45-60.
Elish, K. (2023). Social engineering and deepfake threats in the digital
age. Cyber Defense Review, 10(3), 101-120.
Goodfellow, I., Pouget-Abadie, J., Mirza, M., Xu, B., Warde-Farley, D.,
Ozair, S., Courville, A., & Bengio, Y. (2014). Generative adversarial nets.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 27, 2672-2680.
Hao, M. (2023). The challenge of deepfake authentication in
cybersecurity. Journal of Digital Security, 18(4), 75-90.
Kietzmann, J., Lee, L., McCarthy, I., & Kietzmann, T. (2023). Deepfakes:
Applications, risks, and countermeasures. Business Horizons, 66(1), 23-
39.
Kumar, R. (2023). Strategic defenses against deepfake misinformation.
Information Security Journal, 20(1), 56-71.
Lyu, S. (2023). AI-powered detection of deepfake content: Challenges and
advancements. IEEE Transactions on Information Forensics and Security,
18, 112-127.
Maras, M.-H., & Alexandrou, A. (2023). Determining deepfake credibility
in digital media. Cybersecurity and Ethics Review, 9(1), 34-50.
Pope, T. (2022). The impact of deepfake technology on corporate and
personal security. Journal of Risk Analysis, 25(2), 89-104.
Rao, P. (2023). Policy responses to deepfake technology: A global
perspective. Technology Policy Review, 14(3), 119-138.
Yang, X., Zhang, L., & Chen, H. (2024). The next frontier in deepfake



30 % % 

detection: AI-driven solutions. Artificial Intelligence and Security, 22(1), 1-
18.
https://www.sectigo.com/resource-library/what-deepfakes-mean-for-
security
efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/
diva2:1880041/FULLTEXT01.pdf
extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://repository.
stcloudstate.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=k1199&context=kmsia_
zetds
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/382493119_Deepfake_
Technology
https://blogs.iadb.org/igualdad/en/deepfakes-gender-based-violence-in-
the-era-of-artificial-intelligence/
https://www.theparliamentmagazine.eu/news/article/how-sexually-
explicit-deepfakes-undermine-democracy-and-womens-role-in-the-eu
https://www.cigionline.org/articles/women-not-politicians-are-targeted-
most-often-deepfake-videos/
chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://
scholar.umw.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=k1627&context=kstudent_
research



 % % 31

usØksQhfy;k % ekufld jksx vFkok vijkèk\



32 % % 









 % % 33



34 % % 



 % % 35



36 % % 



lanHkZ



 % % 37

ekfld /keZ vo'kks"kd mRiknksa dk i;kZoj.kh; izHkko



38 % % 

vkèkqfud ykxr izHkkoh vkSj vo'kks"kd ekfld mRiknksa dk fodkl



 % % 39

lsusVjh iSM ds vko';d ?kVd ds :i esa IykfLVd dk mi;ksx



40 % % 

IykfLVd lsusVjh iSM vkSj VSEiksu dk i;kZoj.kh; izHkko



 % % 41



42 % % 

fu"d"kZ



 % % 43



lanHkZ
1. https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/hidden-costs-harm-environment-caused-

sanitary-pads-vyas-he-him-/.
2. https://evolveessential.com/Blog/Effect-of-plastic-based-sanitary-pads-

on-environment-and-women-health.
3. https://www.thethirdpole.net/en/culture/sanitary-pads-environmental-

crisis/.
4. https://www.deccanherald.com/opinion/menstrual-hygiene-matters-for-

ecology-1226108.html.
5. https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/life-style/health-fitness/health-news/

a-sanitary-pad-doesnt-disclose-ingredients-know-what-goes-inside-it/
articleshow/65354742.cms.

6. https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1471-0528.17668.
7. https://pib.gov.in/PressReleasePage.aspx?PRID=1945842, 4 Aug. 2023.
8. https://www.hindustantimes.com/fitness/plastic-based-sanitary-pads-are-

not-only-harmful-to-the-environment-but-also-your-body/story-
Kk4wrI6QOyJCkP7bwEh0rI.html.

9. https://friendsoftheearth.uk/sustainable-living/plastic-periods-menstrual-
products-and-plastic-pollution.

10. https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0971521518811169.
11. https://www.nationalgeographic.com/environment/article/how-tampons-

pads-became-unsustainable-story-of-plastic.
12. https://www.medscape.com/viewarticle/915809?form=fpf.
13. https://www.cdc.gov/hygiene/personal-hygiene/menstrual.html.
14. https://cen.acs.org/business/consumer-products/period-product-

ingredients/100/i37.
15. https://pubs.rsc.org/en/content/articlelanding/2022/en/d1en00755f.



44 % % 

lkbcj vijkèk dk lkekftd izHkko



 % % 45

c.v.v./OTP

Review of literature lkfgR; dh leh{kk

míss';




izLrkouk

hackers crackers crackers



46 % % 

hackers

izdkj
1- fQf'kax %

2- lkbcj cqfy³~x %

3- child pornography cky v'yhyrk %

4- spamming lifeux % 

Theft
violation

privacy websites



 % % 47

Fraud bank call QthZ cSad dky

lkbcj Økbe ls dSls cps

accounts

lkbcj vijkèk jksdus ds lq>ko








;w-ih-vkbZ- fQf'kax QthZokM+k ds lq>ko

 lks'ky ehfM;k IykVQkeZl dk mi;ksx dj fd, tkus okys foÙkh; QthZokM+k ij lq>ko



48 % % 

lks'ky ehfM;k IysVQkWeZ dk mi;ksx dj fd, tkus okys vU; vijkèk ij lq>ko

lkbcj cqfy³~x ¼èkedh nsuk½ ij lq>ko

 lkbcj lVfdux ¼yxkrkj ihfM+r djuk½ ij lq>ko

Review of literature lkfgR; dh leh{kk



 % % 49

fu"d"kZ



lanHkZ
Jain Rohit Arvind (2018) cyber law publishing ISBN : 109789387905726
Khetra Pal Puja, khetra pal B.S. IT Act, 2000
The digital personal data Protection Act 2023
Chander Harish, Cyber laws and IT Protection
Haider, D., & Jaishanker, k 2011 cyber crime and the victimization of
women law, Rights and regulation



50 % % 

f'k{kk ds vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dk fØ;kUo;u %
,d v/;;u

RTE Act

EWS Disadvantaged Groups

1-1 f'k{kk dk egÙo ,oa lekt esa bldh Hkwfedk %

1-2 Hkkjrh; lanHkZ esa f'k{kk dh fLFkfr % 



 % % 51

1-3 f'k{kk ds vfèkdkj vfèkfu;e ¼RTE Act] 2009½ dh i`"BHkwfe %

Right to Education Act

1-4 'kksèk dk mís'; vkSj egÙo % 
RTE

2- f'k{kk ds vfèkdkj vfèkfu;e ¼RTE Act] 2009½ % ,d laf{kIr ifjp;
2-1 vfèkfu;e dk ,sfrgkfld ifjizs{; %

SSA
Mid Day Meal Scheme

Right to
Education Act RTE Act



52 % % 

2-2 eq[; izkoèkku vkSj fo'ks"krk,¡ %

1- fu%'kqYd ,oa vfuok;Z f'k{kk




2- futh fo|ky;ksa esa 25 izfr'kr vkj{k.k




3- fo|ky;ksa dh vkèkkjHkwr lajpuk


4- f'k{kdksa dh ;ksX;rk vkSj izf'k{k.k




5- f'k{kk dh xq.koÙkk lqèkkj
 CCE



6- fo|ky; izcaèku lfefr ¼SMC½
 SMC

2-3 vfèkfu;e dh laoSèkkfud vkSj d+kuwuh èkkjk,¡ %



 % % 53

3- fØ;kUo;u dh izfØ;k ¼Implementation Process½

NGOs

3-1 dsanz vkSj jkT; ljdkjksa dh Hkwfedk

dsanz ljdkj








jkT; ljdkjsa








3-2 iz'kklfud vkSj foÙkh; <k¡pk

foÙkh; lgk;rk
 SSA



54 % % 





iz'kklfud fuxjkuh
 DEO BEO

 SMC

 NGOs

3-3 'kgjh vkSj xzkeh.k {ks=kksa esa fØ;kUo;u dh fLFkfr

'kgjh {ks=k






xzkeh.k {ks=k


 Teacher Absenteeism





3-4 ljdkjh vkSj xSj&ljdkjh laxBuksa dh Hkkxhnkjh

NGOs



 % % 55

ljdkjh ,tsafl;k¡
 NCERT

SCERT

 SSA

xS+j&ljdkjh laxBu ¼NGOs½






RTE Act

4- fØ;kUo;u esa vkus okyh pqukSfr;k¡ ¼Challenges in Implementation½
RTE Act

4-1 volajpukRed leL;k,¡ ¼Infrastructure Issues½









56 % % 

4-2 f'k{kdksa dh deh vkSj xq.koÙkk lacaèkh leL;k,¡









4-3 futh fo|ky;ksa esa 25 izfr'kr vkj{k.k dk fØ;kUo;u









4-4 xzkeh.k vkSj fiNM+s {ks=kksa esa tkx:drk dh deh











 % % 57

4-5 foÙkh; ,oa iz'kklfud ckèkk,¡







4-6 lkekftd&lkaLÑfrd dkjd ¼cky Je] ySafxd HksnHkko vkfn½









5- f'k{kk ds vfèkdkj vfèkfu;e dk izHkko ¼Impact of RTE Act] 2009½
RTE Act

5-1 izkFkfed vkSj ekè;fed Lrj ij ukekadu nj esa o`f)
RTE 



 EWS



58 % % 



5-2 ljdkjh vkSj futh fo|ky;ksa esa izos'k ds vuqikr esa ifjorZu





Social Inclusion
 SMC

5-3 yM+fd;ksa vkSj oafpr oxks± dh f'k{kk esa lqèkkj
RTE Gender Equality



 Mid-Day Meal Scheme

 SC ST OBC

5-4 MªkWivkmV nj esa deh vkSj lh[kus ds ifj.kke
 Dropout Rate

 CCE



5-5 vfHkHkkodksa vkSj lekt esa f'k{kk ds izfr c<+rh tkx:drk


 NGOs



 % % 59



Universalization of Education

6- rqyukRed vè;;u ¼Comparative Analysis½
RTE Act

6-1 varjjk"Vªh; ifjizs{; % vU; ns'kksa ds leku f'k{kk d+kuwu

 fQuySaM %

 la;qDr jkT; vesfjdk %

 teZuh % Vocational Training

 phu %

6-2 Hkkjr ds fofHkUu jkT;ksa esa fØ;kUo;u dh fLFkfr dh rqyuk
RTE

 dsjy vkSj rfeyukMq % RTE



60 % % 

 fcgkj vkSj mÙkj izns'k %

 jktLFkku vkSj eè; izns'k %

6-3 ljdkjh vkSj futh fo|ky;ksa esa izHkko dk rqyukRed vè;;u

ljdkjh fo|ky;






futh fo|ky;






RTE



 % % 61

7- lq>ko vkSj lekèkku ¼Suggestions and Recommendations½
RTE Act

7-1 vkèkkjHkwr lajpuk dks lqn`<+ djuk






7-2 f'k{kdksa dh la[;k vkSj xq.koÙkk esa lqèkkj






7-3 ljdkjh ;kstukvksa dh izHkko'khyrk c<+kuk
 Mid Day Meal Scheme



7-4 futh fo|ky;ksa esa vkj{k.k uhfr dh dM+h fuxjkuh








62 % % 

7-5 xzkeh.k {ks=kksa esa tkx:drk vkSj lkeqnkf;d Hkkxhnkjh dks izksRlkgu






7-6 fMftVy f'k{kk vkSj rduhdh lalkèkuksa dk mi;ksx






RTE Act

8- fu"d"kZ
RTE Act

8-1 f'k{kk ds vfèkdkj vfèkfu;e dh lQyrk vkSj lhek,¡

 fo|ky; ukekadu nj esa o`f) %
EWS



 % % 63

 yM+fd;ksa dh f'k{kk esa lqèkkj %

 futh fo|ky;ksa esa 25 izfr'kr vkj{k.k % 

 MªkWivkmV nj esa deh % CCE

 fo|ky;ksa dh vkèkkjHkwr lajpuk esa deh %

 f'k{kdksa dh la[;k vkSj xq.koÙkk %

 futh fo|ky;ksa esa vkj{k.k uhfr dk det+ksj fØ;kUo;u %

 xzkeh.k {ks=kksa esa tkx:drk dh deh %

8-2 vfèkfu;e ds izHkko dks c<+kus ds fy, vko';d j.kuhfr;k¡











8-3 Hkfo"; ds 'kksèk dh laHkkouk,¡







 RTE
RTE



64 % % 



lanHkZ
RTE Act

NCERT

NUEPA

UNDP

RTE



 % % 65

Hkkjr eas vijk/kksa ds fy, nks"kfl) ds laca/k esa laj{k.k %
D;k vkSj D;ksa\

dk;ksZÙkj fofèk;ksa ls laj{k.k %



66 % % 

[kaM ¼v½ % 

[kaM ¼c½ % 

ijhn cuke uhykEcju2

dsnkjukFk cuke osLV caxky jkT;3 

ykHkdkjh fofèk % 

Vh- cjk; cuke gsujh vk gks4

jruyky cuke iatkc jkT;5

nksgjs vfHk;kstu vkSj naM ls mUeqfDr % 



 % % 67

Name debet v/s vexari

egcwy glu cuke cacbZ jkT;7

Sea Customs Act



68 % % 

osadVjeu cuke Hkkjr la?k8

vkRe&vfHk'kalu % 



 % % 69

ckè; fd;k tkuk % 

vuqPNsn 20¼3½ ds mYYa?ku dk izHkko



lanHkZ



70 % % 



 % % 71

fjiksVZ

fof/k Hkkjrh ifj"kn~ dh varjjk"Vªh; dkO; laxks"Bh



72 % % 





 % % 73

oSf'od vkSj Hkkjrh; lafo/kku ds lanHkZ esa
lekurk dk vf/kdkj

lekurk D;k gS\



74 % % 



 % % 75

vlekurk ds dkj.k



76 % % 



 % % 77



78 % % 



 % % 79



80 % % 

lekurk dSls ykbZ tk,\



 % % 81



82 % % 

lekurk dh orZeku fLFkfr



 % % 83

Hkkjrh; lekt vkSj lekurk



84 % % 

'ks"k vad 123 esa----




 % % 85

Dr. Jyoti Panchal Mistri and Aadarsh Singh

Rights Discourse of LGBTQIA in India
through Lens of Western Philosophy

The right that makes us human is right to love. To criminalize the
expression of that right is profoundly cruel and inhumane.1

I. Introduction

Regulating the matters of sexuality has always been the target of the
populace. History is the witness that matters of sexuality has always been
of the paramount interest for religion and religious contractors. The institution
of religion has always remained impediment in the autonomy of the any
individual. Right from the sexuality of women, to interracial marriages to the
sexuality amongst men, regulation and prohibition was always justified in the
name of command of God. This prohibition often leads to the denial of self-
expression. Denial of self-expression is inviting the death itself. The morality
of god is not divinity. Identity is equal to divinity. Individual liberty is the sole
of the constitution.

This liberty includes right to self-determination, which includes right to
express one’s sexuality. It creates a distinct identity, where there is a
constitutional claim to lead a dignified life. The vision that constitution holds,
encapsulates different culture ideology and orientation. State by forcing
sanctions based on orientation perpetuates stereotypes. Coercion legitimizing
principles has always been tool for majority to escape constitutional
responsibility. Constitutional values don’t demand conformity, it rather nurture
dissent.2 As Justice Chandrachud rightly points out, dissent is the safety valve
of the democracy.3 This dissent is the sign of evaluation. If we fail to recognize
that, we fail to recognize the very aspect of equality. Our constitution is based
on the idea of inclusiveness or pluralism. The morality which is mentioned in
Art-19(2) is definitely the constitutional morality which is distinct from popular
morality or personal morality. The principles of democracy we follow do not
call for the enforcement of the consensus against homosexuality.4 Therefore,
constitution acts as counter-majoritarian institution to insulate the minorities.

In this paper,  I would be taking Hartian and Millian position and would
argue that (i) the theory of natural law is based on flawed assumptions of
sexuality only of procreative nature (ii) it is not the state’s legitimate interest
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to enforce morality (iii) legal sanctions should be based on Harm principle (to
others and self) and not on morals (iv) there is no concept of preservation of
shared morality as such and the very concept of society is of change (v)
Devlin, by his claim, rejects the idea of changing society thereby rejecting
idea of transformative constitution.

II. The Phantom Of Natural Law

Today, the Natural law posits the most common defense for the
differential treatment with Homosexuals5. As the name (nature) suggests, the
sexual preference of an Individual should be accordance with the boundaries
of the Nature. Therefore, as Aquinas points it out, for an individual, the aim,
should be that, sex is only for procreative purposes6.Though he hasn’t wrote
much about same-sex, but atweel he regard certain type of sex as sin.7
Natural law theorist argues that, marriage is the most important human good
and the it is the only permissible expression of the Sexuality. Therefore, it is
embedded in Natural Law that Procreation is the center of the marriage and,
it is the only "Natural Fulfillment"8 Aristotle and Stoics puts it that True law
should be consonance with Nature9. Plato defines opposite sex as pleasure
and Same Sex as Unnatural.10 The Natural Law Theorist have portrayed
exclusive interest of a man in man, or a woman in woman as antithetical to
laws of nature. They argue that personal integration can only be achieved
through marriage. Natural law theorist believe that sodomy is ‘illusion’ and
homosexual involving in such acts doing nothing but masturbation, which is
again unnatural. 11 They argue that homosexuality would lead to destruction
of traditional families.12 Professor Finnis argues that those who engages in
same-sex, they engage only for pleasure just like a sex worker engages in
return for money. 13

III. What’s Natural about Natural Law?

Interestingly, the arguments given by Natural Law theorists have begging
the question fallacy and that is, they assume the purpose of sex is only for
procreation and noting else. It is obvious that they can defend their argument
only by providing the procreative theory of sex. Had it been the case that they
have argued heterosexuality in love and mutual support, homosexuality would
have met this standard. Natural fulfillment for procreative purpose in exclusive
in nature. While there is still dubious position about the uniform nature of
society itself one cannot ignore the fact that theory is elitist and is enforced
upon minorities by dominant class. The characteristic (of sex only about
procreation) constructed by religion and flows from the idea of Church. To
rebut this argument, let me give one example. A is sterile by birth. B knows
this fact and still chooses to marry A. If this theory of procreation is applied
here, then this marriage or sex for that matter should be unnatural. By this
argument, naturally sterile couple are denigrated. But it is not wrong.14 Natural
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law theorist seem to have waiver here. I would like to add a caveat to the
previous example. Suppose A intentionally had a permanent vasectomy and
B knowing that still engages in sexual activity, according to natural law there
seem to be no unitive relation. But if A later regrets this decision and wanted
to undo the vasectomy, but can’t due to irrevocable nature, his sincere regret
would render marriage unitive.15

It is indeed that the concept of Sexuality is in itself constructed.16 It is
evident from the proof that in Ancient society, one’s gender wasn’t important
but how one takes role in sexuality was.17 While in medieval period,
"sodomite" was used.18 It is in modern times, the existence of the term
"homosexuality" was used. When the term itself wasn’t consistent the claim
about oneness of sexuality can’t be. Natural Law Theorist have done the
compartmentalization of gender while having sex. This theory perpetuates the
evil of patriarchy and portrays the society as male dominant society. The
claims (substantially one claim) about procreative nature of sex rather for
unitive bonding in a marriage renders a means to have pleasure and places
women under the mercy of men. That is what exactly the contractors of the
religion wanted women to be, as an object or as a toy to gain pleasure. This
practice of natural law, not only denies equality to women but also
substantially ignores the constitutional claim of homosexuals which is right to
dignified life.

IV. The Hart-Devlin Wrangle

Freedom from popular will, freedom to express, right to dignified life,
equality in every aspect are the four arteries of the heart of the constitution.
At the center, lie individual autonomy, which is its soul. Any legislation should
be in light of the objective of the constitution i.e. JUSTICE, LIBERTY,
EQUALITY and FRATERNITY.19 The goal of the state should be, in pursuit of
Justice, protection of Liberty, realisation of Equality, and, assurance of
fraternity.20 These four principles are as close as striking for autonomy as they
are far from restricting someone based on their immoral conducts of self
expression. These principles, as envisaged in the constitution runs counter to
the theory propounded by Lord Devlin. According to him, Society share certain
moral values and it is essential for the state to preserve that morality of the
society for the existence of the society.21 And law should be used as weapon
to regulate morality in the society.22 He argues that freedom is not good in
itself.23 A society would achieve more by discipline rather by freedom.
Freedom to do immoral acts (engaging in consensual homosexual sex) is
worthless and attacks the moral of the society.24 No good can come from
engaging in that evil. And therefore state is the Good Housekeeper seal of
approval25 for the moral conducts of individuals. Enforcement of the morals is
the function of the society and it yields good results.26 Therefore, intention of
the regulated subject should have taken into consideration,27 if it denigrates
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the immoral acts of the individuals, then justification need no further
reasoning. If any individual wanted to justify his acts as moral, his sincere
efforts would render it. Fight, protest, and suffering are the true signs of
sincere efforts.28

Hart on the other hand dismisses the idea of shared morality. For him,
what is moral or immoral is the matter of empirical research. It is not the
state’s legitimate interest to enforce the morality of majority upon the
minorities.29 (legal moralism)30 It not only denies them freedom, but is main
cause of misery. For him, it is not for the state to punish offenders against
a moral code and it should be solely done on "Harm principle"31. To exemplify,
that state should not punish any rape offender because rape is immoral, but
because rape causes harm to the victim. Autonomy of individual is paramount
for him and state needs very robust justification to deny it.

V. Dark-Age Dungeons Till 2018.

The fear of the name increases the fear of the thing itself.32 Well said
Prof. Dumbledore. Perhaps that is the reason S-377 uses the term "Carnal
intercourse against the order of the nature"33 without explaining what is carnal
intercourse and what is nature of such intercourse. Maybe Lord Macaulay
doesn’t like the way you have sex? Or maybe it is the will of the majority that
one should have sex for only procreative purposes? Or maybe the nature of
sex in itself should be for procreative purpose? While every single word of the
aforementioned sentences is in doubt I can staunchly write that choosing a
partner of my own is a matter of my own choice. Be it man or woman. If
anybody’s sexual desires stimulate only by turning up of a man (with a man),
then it is the nature itself. Therefore, the nature as establish for procreative
purposes is the will of the dominant call of heterosexuals, and it is their
morality which they coercively wanted to prevail above gay men. In that sense
homosexuality is not "Unnatural" but the thoughts, stigma related to it is. The
implications of Koushal34 denies a homosexual moral membership in the
democracy. This classification provides disadvantages to the already
disadvantageous groups and therefore any such classification even with all
good intent to make it should be null and void. It is true that court is the
guardian of the moral principles of the society, but it should not be the
guardian only of the majoritarian interest. This majoritarian interest, renders
disgust, contempt, stigmatise, and perpetuates stereotypes against prevailing
sexual norms in the society. The argument in Koushal35 that homosexuality
takes away manliness from a man, is based on the stereotypical notions of
the sexuality and revolving myths around it. While Koushal36 declares
homosexuals as "deviant", is in itself the expression of the public morality of
notions of sexuality. A person’s expression of sex is his expression of love to
someone, he is mentally, emotionally, staunchly, whole-heartedly,
fundamentally, and naturally connected to. Talking away that very expression
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would tantamount to take name, fame, dignity, emotional fulfilment of that
person. Is it what the framers wanted? Do they wanted the minority to be
under the boots of the majority? I think not. Court is supposed to do justice
to the parties and not the promotion of one’s interest. A man penetrating with
another man is immoral. And snooping him penetrating, is it moral? This
hypocrisy created in the name of morality has taken ways dignity and lives
of many individuals. Why not give them the peace? Why not let them shine?
Does a man’s sexual attraction for man renders him incompetent in public
sphere? The notions of Naturalness hold the idea of static society and is
against the idea of transformation. Society would be more preserved by people
having right to choose their own partner irrespective of sex. What is more
important, a morally upright person or a happy person? The goals of the
society of piece, literate, aware can only be achieved when a person is happy.
Look beyond sex. Look for love, bond and beauty. Beauty lies in the eyes of
the beholder. One just need to see from the perspective of love and bond
rather than from utility.


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Dr. Rahisha Tarannum

Digital Literacy and Women :
Cyber Education

Digital Literacy and Women - 1

With the advent of science and technology, the need for skills have got
more importance. Being a literate in the present context, is not enough. Literacy
has now changed into digital literacy. Digital literacy is important both for men
and women. A skilled man or a skilled woman is of utmost importance in the
age of information revolution. In our country, the need to impart digital education
to women in particular and men in general is being overlooked. Among 130
crores of people, 61 crores of people are women. They, unlike men, are
exploited at every stage. Social life, economic life, political life, moral life, etc.,
is miserable. They lack everything. But the most important thing that they need
is literacy. It is a conspiracy to let them remain backward. Their enlightenment
will shake the mindless rituals of the society. They have been taken for granted
for a long time. The books of morality are full of pages to give humanitarian
approach to the women folk.

Everywhere, there is a hurry and cry that women should be empowered.
But when it comes to reality, there is nothing. There, in fact, is barbarity.
However, the desire to help them to empower has gained momentum. Now to
some extent, the people at the helm of affairs have understood that why it is in
the best of interests to give them what for actually they are entitled.
Nevertheless, it will take centuries to get a concrete shape. Here, we look at
the innovative approach of Facebook with the Government of India to empower
the exploited group of our society, women.

Basically, digital literacy has been defined as the ability of individuals and
communities to understand and use digital technologies for meaningful actions
within life situations. Any individual who can operate computer / laptop / tablet
/ smart phone / and use other IT related books is being considered as digitally
literate. Recently, Facebook launched the 'We Think Digital' programme in
partnership with the 'National Commission for Women (NCW) and Cyber Peace
Foundation to provide digital literacy training to 100,000 women across states.

The Programme seeks to provide digital literacy training to 100,000 women
across seven states in Uttar Pradesh, Assam, West Bengal, Madhya Pradesh,
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Gujarat, Jharkhand, and Bihar. Its objective is create digital leadership amongst
women and help them use technology to empower, enable them to make smart
choices and be secure from Digital risks. Starting from the state of Uttar
Pradesh, the program will be expanded to other states including Assam, West
Bengal, Madhya Pradesh, Gujarat, Jharkhand, and Bihar

Throughout the year, the programme will focus on digital literacy and
citizenship, addressing issues around privacy, safety and misinformation.

The status of digital literacy among women can be understood by this fact
that digital gender gap in India is huge. Less than a third of India’s total internet
users are female that is 29%. Globally in developing countries, the number of
women using the internet is 12% less than men. The reasons for low digital
literacy amongst women are manifold. The first among them is social
conditioning. Women, often perceived use of ICTs meant to empower them
because of several obstacles such as lack of self-confidence, low self- esteem,
illiteracy, averseness in use of modern technology resulting in low exposure and
awareness. The second cause is affordability. Mostly due to poverty and lack
of resources, they are unable to afford computer and internet services readily.
Given that women on average earn 25% less than men globally, high internet
prices discriminate disproportionately against women. The third reason is digital
skills and education. Women face several barriers such as lack of competence
in use of equipment, lack of training facilities, etc. Yet, the country is making
slow progress on providing digital literacy training and Internet access in public
institutions at large scale. The fourth cause is grim situation in rural sphere.
Women in rural India face multiple issues for achieving digital literacy, such as
lack of education, awareness, accessibility and often restrictions because of
their gender. The fifth is Digital safety. Mostly, police and courts are still not
equipped to handle ICT mediated violence and harassment cases, Legislation
to protect the privacy of data and communication is also not implemented in true
spirit, bringing an overall aversion from the digital services.

The process of digital literacy and digital inclusion is significant for women
because of accession to financial services. Knowledge of and access to these
digital services such as mobile, money services can empower women to start
small businesses and give them greater control over their money and savings.
This has positive implications for their communities as women globally reinvest
about 90% of their income into the households. For example, M Pesa mobile
money service in Kenya has gained much traction in development circles
M_Pesa, as it has lifted 2% of Kenya’s urban out of poverty. The results are
most compelling for female beneficiaries. Another advantage of this process is
increasing activism and participation in campaigns against gender inequality.
Women’s ability to connect and mobilize via social media and the internet is
increasingly important to the success of campaigns against gender inequality.
For example, Delhi Gang Rape resulted in anti-rape provisions being built into
India’s Criminal Code. This generated national discussions on violence against
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women in Turkey. The me to movement, brought the issue of workplace sexual
harassment to the fore globally. Apart from these, access to information,
connection and liberation. The internet means access to a wealth of information.
Women’s ability to communicate with each other freely, regaining a sense of
agency in their own education as they teach themselves new skills. For
example, it may be considered an appropriate when girls and women ask
questions regarding sensitive subjects like reproductive health, sex, religion,
politics and social norms.

Internet has a wide range of resources that can provide women with
information about their health and wellbeing. Moreover, it gives access to
educational resources. The biggest benefits of being digitally literate is that
there is a plethora of free learning resources Digital. From YouTube videos to
educational apps, one can use these platforms to supplement the education,
to learn new skills, etc. Furthermore, digital literacy helps women to fight social
discrimination through digital inclusion. A study on mobile phone ownership and
usage by women in India, found that cities where women had mobile phones
reported lower tolerance for domestic violence and higher criminal autonomy in
mobility and economic independence. Last but not the least, it helps to counter
Cyber threat. With the advent of laptops, smart phones and Digital learning,
there is an urgent need to give girls the tools to be safe in this Digital
environment, as new challenges, such as cyber bullying, make it critical to
equip girls with the relevant skills and awareness. There is a wide range of
avenues that is available if we only implement it in letter and spirit.


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Asheesh Yadav

Child Labour in India : Challenges and
Prospects for Eradication

Child labour persists as a critical issue in India, threatening the nation’s
commitment to eradicate it by 2025 under Sustainable Development Goal
(SDG) Target 8.7. This paper explores the socio-economic drivers, legal
frameworks, and enforcement gaps sustaining child labour, focusing on rural
and informal sectors. Using a qualitative approach with secondary data
analysis and case studies from Punjab and Tamil Nadu, it pinpoints poverty,
inadequate education, and weak policy implementation as key barriers.
Findings reveal that legislative efforts falter due to practical shortcomings.
Recommendations include enhancing educational access, strengthening
enforcement, and promoting sustainable livelihoods to break the cycle of child
labour.

Introduction

Picture a child in Jalandhar, Punjab, moulding bricks under a blazing sun,
hands caked with clay, while classmates elsewhere scribble lessons on
slates. Or a girl in Sivakasi, Tamil Nadu, hunched over a table, labelling
firecrackers with fingers too small for the task. These aren’t rare snapshots
– they’re the everyday reality for millions of Indian children trapped in labour
despite the country’s economic ascent and legal vows. India, now the world’s
fifth-largest economy by nominal GDP,1 still grapples with a child labour crisis
the International Labour Organization (ILO) estimates contributes heavily to
the global tally of 160 million working children.2 The Child and Adolescent
Labour (Prohibition and Regulation) Act, 1986, overhauled in 2016, bans
employment of children under 14 except in family enterprises, yet the 2011
Census counted 10.12 million child labourers aged 5-14 – a figure many
believe understates the truth given the informal sector’s shadow.3

India’s commitment to eradicate child labour by 2025, tied to SDG Target
8.7, feels both ambitious and daunting.4 Why does this blight persist? What
keeps children hauling loads instead of books? This paper probes these
questions, unpacking the tangle of poverty, education gaps, cultural norms,
and legal shortcomings. It aims to map a feasible route to 2025, blending
analysis with urgency – for every statistic lies a stolen childhood, a future on
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hold.

Literature Review

The scholarship on child labour in India is a mosaic of economic, social,
and legal perspectives. Poverty is the bedrock cause, as Basu and Van argue,
framing child labour as a grim calculus for desperate families: a child’s wage
today outweighs uncertain gains from education tomorrow.5 UNICEF stitches
this to schooling deficits, noting that crumbling classrooms nudge kids toward
work instead of desks.6 Bharadwaj et al. complicate the narrative, showing
how bans can depress family incomes, perversely driving more children into
labour – a policy boomerang.7

Geography sharpens the lens. Ray pinpoints rural strongholds like Bihar
and Uttar Pradesh, where over 50% of child labourers toil, tethered to
agricultural volatility and sparse infrastructure.8 Gender adds another layer:
girls, often invisible in domestic or cottage roles, face double the risk of
exploitation, per UNICEF.9 On the legal front, Weiner skewers India’s
framework, spotlighting exemptions – like family businesses – that erode
protections.10 Recent critiques, such as the British Safety Council’s 2024
report, hammer enforcement as the weak link, with paltry fines and spotty
oversight letting violators off the hook.11

This paper weaves these strands into a broader tapestry, grounding
theory in lived realities. It sidesteps pure number-crunching for a narrative-
driven approach, aiming to spotlight both the “why” and the “how” of
eradication.

Methodology

This study leans on a qualitative framework, mining secondary sources
given the impracticality of fresh fieldwork here. Data draws from government
records (e.g., Census 2011, Periodic Labour Force Survey 2019-20),12 NGO
investigations (e.g., Anti-Slavery International),13and peer-reviewed journals.
Two case studies – Punjab’s brick kilns and Tamil Nadu’s fireworks units—
anchor the discussion, sourced from documented accounts.14 These sectors
epitomize hazardous, informal work, rife with child exploitation.

The approach isn’t flawless. The 2011 Census is stale (2021 data
remains unreleased), informal labour slips through statistical nets, and
primary surveys are absent. Still, cross-referencing diverse sources – official
stats with grassroots reports – bolsters credibility. The goal is depth: peeling
back layers of systemic failure to expose actionable fissures.

Causes of Child Labour in India

Poverty and Economic Distress

Poverty isn’t a side note – it’s the pulse. With over 75% of Indians tied
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to agriculture,15 families teeter on the edge, battered by droughts or crop
failures. In Punjab’s brick kilns, 80% of workers are kids under 14, often
migrants shackled to debt bondage – parents earn ¹ 200-300 daily ($2-4 USD),
and every child’s hands plug a gap.16 Take monsoon season: when rains
faltered in 2019 across Maharashtra, kids flooded fields or factories to keep
hunger at bay.17 It’s survival math – short-term crumbs over long-term dreams.

Education Shortfalls

Schools should be the lifeline, but they’re fraying. The Right to Education
Act (2009) promises free schooling to 14, yet rural classrooms are a gamble:
25% of teachers skip days, buildings crumble, and books are a luxury.18

Dropouts spike – 32% vanish before Class VIII.19 Parents, often illiterate
themselves (36% of rural adults per 2011 Census),20 see little upside in
education when jobs demand brawn, not brains. In Uttar Pradesh, a boy
herding goats earns ¹ 100 daily; a diploma’s a distant “maybe.”

Cultural Norms and Gender Dynamics

Tradition digs in deep. In Bihar, boys tend livestock while girls cook or
sew – work masked as duty.21 UNICEF flags girls as twice as likely to labour
at home, their hours uncounted.22 Caste and tribe amplify this: Dalit and
Adivasi kids dominate mines or quarries, their families boxed out of
opportunity.23 In Rajasthan, girls weave carpets for export, their small fingers
prized – a cultural relic turned profit engine.

Market Pull

Demand fuels the fire. Employers crave cheap, agile labour – kids fit the
bill. In Sivakasi, Tamil Nadu’s fireworks capital, children earn ¹ 50 daily pasting
labels, a tenth of adult pay.24 Subcontracting cloaks this: big firms outsource
to shadowy vendors, dodging accountability.25 In Delhi’s garment hubs, kids
embroider sequins for global brands, their work buried in supply chain murk.

Legal Framework and Its Limitations

India’s laws gleam on paper. The Child Labour Act (1986, amended 2016)
bars under-14s from all jobs save family gigs, while adolescents (14-18) dodge
hazardous roles.26 Article 24 of the Constitution bans factory work for kids
under 14; the Juvenile Justice Act (2015) and Factories Act (1948) pile on
safeguards.27 Globally, India’s ratified ILO Conventions 138 and 182,
cementing its 2025 vow.28

But the cracks gape. That family business loophole? It’s a free pass for
home-based toil – beedi-rolling in Tamil Nadu, zari work in Uttar Pradesh.29

Fines of ¹ 20,000-50,000 ($250-600 USD) are a slap on the wrist for employers
banking lakhs.30 Enforcement’s a mirage: 200,000 kids rescued from 2018-
2023, yet convictions limp below 10%.31 Inspectors—understaffed,
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overstretched – rarely raid rural dens, and bribes grease the wheels.32 A 2024
parliamentary note bemoaned definitional chaos – “child” shifts across
statutes, muddying prosecution.33

Discussion: Prospects for Eradication

Tracking Progress

The arc bends slowly. Child labour dropped from 12.6 million (2001) to
4.35 million (2011),34 a 65% dip in states like Andhra Pradesh thanks to Mid-
Day Meals and Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan.35 But 2025 looms, and informal
sectors – unmapped – likely hide millions more. The Periodic Labour Force
Survey (2019-20) hints at stagnation, with rural child work barely budging.36

Education: The Game-Changer

Schools are the pivot. Cut teacher absenteeism (25% to 5%), build
classrooms – India lags 1.5 million short37 – and flood rural zones with open
educational resources (OERs). Sivakasi’s cracker kids need trade skills, not
just chalkboards; apprenticeships could bridge the gap. Cash incentives work
– Brazil’s Bolsa Família slashed child labour 14% by paying families to keep
kids in class.38 India’s Direct Benefit Transfers (DBT) in Jharkhand nudge
attendance up 10%; scale it nationwide.39

Economic Lifelines

Poverty’s the root – rip it out with jobs. MGNREGA offers rural adults 100
workdays at ¹ 200 daily,40 but delays and low pay hobble it. Double wages to
¹ 400, streamline payouts, and pair with microcredit – Punjab kiln families
could swap clay for goats if banks weren’t a maze.41 Self-help groups in
Karnataka lifted 20% of women from debt traps; replicate that.42

Enforcement Muscle

Laws need bite. Jack fines to ¹ 5 lakh ($6,000 USD), yank licenses for
repeat offenders, and X-ray supply chains – textiles to fireworks.43 Tech’s an
ally: GPS-tag inspections, launch whistleblower apps. NGOs like Bachpan
Bachao Andolan freed 90,000 kids since 2001—fund them properly.44 In
Gujarat, drone sweeps cut quarry violations 30% in 2023—roll it out.45

Cultural Shifts

Mindsets matter. Bihar’s radio campaigns shamed employers, not
parents, dropping child labour 8%.46 Girls’ education needs a megaphone –
link it to dowry busting: “She’ll earn, not drain.” Tribal zones crave bespoke
plans – mobile schools, not Delhi’s cookie-cutter fixes. Rajasthan’s carpet
weavers turned to co-ops, cutting child roles 15% – mimic that.47
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Global Lessons

Peek abroad: Vietnam halved child labour in a decade with school
stipends and factory raids.48 Bangladesh’s garment sector slashed kid
workers 70% via export audits – India’s apparel hubs could follow.49 The trick?
Blend carrots (incentives) with sticks (enforcement).

Conclusion

Child labour in India isn’t a lone villain it’s a hydra of poverty, busted
schools, and toothless laws. The 10.12 million kids tallied in 2011 are the
visible tip; countless others lurk in the shadows. Progress inches – 4.35
million by 2011 but 2025 demands a leap. India’s SDG 8.7 pledge isn’t just
a deadline; it’s a moral line in the sand. Fix education, flood families with
options, and hit violators hard. Otherwise, kids will keep stitching footballs
instead of kicking them a promise broken, one small pair of hands at a time.


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