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Important VVocab For the Editorial

tag (noun) — identity, label, name.

combat (verb) — fight, battle against, counter/oppose.

designate (verb) — classify, label, tag.

innocuous (adjective) — harmless, inoffensive, non-injurious.

prevalent (adjective) — widespread, usual/common, ubiquitous.

conviction (noun) — sentence, judgement, verdict.

render (verb) — make, cause to be, represent.

provision (noun) — term, clause, requirement.

vulnerable (verb) — weak, feeble, unprotected.

10. ought to (modal verb) — must, should.

11. adverse (adjective) — unfavourable, disadvantageous, bad.

12. subject to (verb) — put through, treat with, submit to.

13. detention (verb) — confinement/incarceration, captivity, custody.

14. taint (noun) — discredit, dishonour, blemish/blot.

15. means (noun) — method, way, mode.

16. redress (noun) — compensation, reparation/restitution; requital.

17. irreparable (adjective) — irreversible, irremediable, unrecoverable.

18. reputation (noun) — character, status, position.

19. livelihood (noun) — source of income, means of support, living, subsistence.

20. spare (verb) — pardon, excuse/forgive, leave unpunished.

21. sympathiser (noun) — supporter, well wisher, ally.

22. portentous (adjective) — threatening, unfavourable, warning.

23. empower (verb) — authorize, allow, entitle.

24. forfeiture (noun) — confiscation, loss, denial/giving up (a property or a right as a result of
violating legality).

25. obviously (adverb) — clearly, evidently, visibly.

26. override (verb) — disregard/ignore, pay no heed to, overrule/reject (a view, idea, suggestion
etc).

27. comprehensive (adjective) — thorough, all-inclusive, complete.

28. strengthen (verb) — reinforce, make stronger, shore up.

29. framework (noun) — structure, scheme/system, organisation.

30. stringent (adjective) — strict/stern, severe, tough/rigorous.

31. zero tolerance (noun) — a complete refusal to accept certain behavior (Courtesy: VOA Learning
English).

32. obligation (noun) — necessary condition/necessity, requirement;duty/responsibility.

The terrorist tag: on the latest amendments to
the NIA Act
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India needs tough laws to combat terror, but the proposed amendments
could be misused

The idea of designating an individual as a terrorist, as the latest amendments to the Unlawful

Activities (Prevention) Act propose to do, may appear innocuous. However, designating an individual
as a terrorist raises serious constitutional questions and has the potential for misuse. The practice of
designating individuals under anti-terrorism laws, prevalent in several countries, is seen as being
necessary because banned groups tend to change their names and continue to operate. However, there
is no set procedure for designating an individual a terrorist. Parliament must consider whether an
individual can be called a ‘terrorist’ prior to conviction in a court of law. The absence of a judicial
determination may render the provision vulnerable to invalidation. There ought to be a distinction
between an individual and an organisation, as the former enjoys the right to life and liberty. The likely
adverse consequences of a terrorist tag may be worse for individuals than for organisations. Further,
individuals may be subjected to arrest and detention; even after obtaining bail from the courts, they
may have their travel and movements restricted, besides carrying the taint. This makes it vital that
individuals have a faster means of redress than groups. Unfortunately, there is no change in the
process of getting an entity removed from the list. Just as any organisation getting the tag, individuals,
too, will have to apply to the Centre to get their names removed.

A wrongful designation will cause irreparable damage to a person’s reputation, career and livelihood.
Union Home Minister Amit Shah’s warning that his government would not spare terrorists or their
sympathisers, and his reference to ‘urban Maoists’, are portentous about the possibility of misuse. It
has been argued by some members in Parliament that the Bill contains anti-federal features. The
provision to empower the head of the National Investigation Agency to approve the forfeiture of
property of those involved in terrorism cases obviously overrides a function of the State government.
At present, the approval has to be given by the State police head. Also, there will be a section allowing
NIA Inspectors to investigate terrorism cases, as against a Deputy Superintendent of Police or an
Assistant Commissioner. This significantly enhances the scope for misuse. The 2004 amendments to
the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967, made it a comprehensive anti-terror law that provided
for punishing acts of terrorism, as well as for designating groups as ‘terrorist organisations’.
Parliament further amended it in 2008 and 2013 to strengthen the legal framework to combat terror.
While none will question the need for stringent laws that show ‘zero tolerance’ towards terrorism, the
government should be mindful of its obligations to preserve fundamental rights while enacting
legislation on the subject.
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