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FOREIGN CONTRIBUTION (REGULATION) ACT

A. Background on FCRA

The Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act, commonly referred to as FCRA, is a legislative instrument
enacted by the Indian government in 1976 to regulate the acceptance and utilization of foreign
contributions by individuals, associations, and companies operating within the country's borders. The
primary motivation behind the implementation of this act stems from the government's desire to safeguard
the nation's sovereignty, integrity, and national interests from potential adverse influences that could arise
from unregulated foreign funding (Saxena, 2017).

The FCRA's origins can be traced back to the aftermath of the Bangladesh liberation war in 1971, when
concerns were raised regarding the potential misuse of foreign funds by certain organizations, potentially
compromising India’‘s national security and foreign policy interests (Kalra, 2020). This led to the enactment
of the FCRA, which established a comprehensive regulatory framework to monitor and scrutinize the
inflow and utilization of foreign contributions within India‘s borders.

Over the years, the FCRA has undergone several amendments, with the most recent and significant changes
introduced in 2020. These amendments further tightened the regulations surrounding foreign contributions,
emphasizing greater accountability, transparency, and alignment with national interests (Chakrabarti,
2021). Key changes included prohibiting the transfer of foreign contributions to other organizations,

imposing limits on administrative expenses, and mandating stricter reporting requirements.

B. History and Evolution of the FCRA
The Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act (FCRA) has a long and evolving history in India, marked by
successive amendments aimed at refining its scope and addressing emerging challenges. The genesis of
the FCRA can be traced back to the aftermath of the Bangladesh Liberation War in 1971, when concerns

arose regarding the potential misuse of foreign funds by certain organizations, posing a threat to India's



national security and foreign policy interests (Kalra, 2020).

In 1976, the Indian government enacted the FCRA as a legislative measure to regulate the acceptance and
utilization of foreign contributions by individuals, associations, and companies operating within the
country's borders. The initial version of the Act established a comprehensive framework for monitoring
and scrutinizing the inflow and utilization of foreign funds, requiring organizations to obtain prior
permission or registration from the government before accepting foreign contributions.

Over the years, the FCRA has undergone several amendments, reflecting the evolving socio-political
landscape and the government's efforts to address emerging challenges and concerns. Significant
amendments were introduced in 1984, 2010, and most recently in 2020, each iteration refining the Act's
provisions and tightening regulations surrounding foreign contributions (Chakrabarti, 2021).

The FCRA Amendment Act of 2020 introduced several notable changes, including prohibiting the transfer
of foreign contributions to other organizations, imposing limits on administrative expenses, mandating
stricter reporting requirements, and enhancing public access to information related to foreign funding
(Joshi, 2022).

. Key Provisions and Regulations

The FCRA's key provisions and regulations are designed to ensure comprehensive oversight and regulation

of foreign contributions received by organizations operating in India. Some of the critical aspects include:

1. Registration and Prior Permission: Organizations are required to obtain either registration or prior
permission from the government before accepting foreign contributions.

2. Reporting and Disclosure: Registered organizations must maintain detailed records of foreign
contributions received and submit annual income and expenditure statements certified by a chartered
accountant.

3. Prohibited Activities: The Act prohibits the use of foreign contributions for activities detrimental to
the national interest, including activities of a political nature, acts that may disrupt public order, or
actions that may harm India's sovereignty and integrity.

4. Administrative Expenses: The 2020 amendment capped administrative expenses at 20% of the
foreign contribution received, promoting more efficient utilization of funds for their intended purposes.

5. Suspension and Cancellation: The government has the authority to suspend or cancel the registration
of organizations found to be in violation of the FCRA's provisions or engaging in activities considered
detrimental to national interests.

6. Public Access to Information: The amendments mandated the government to make FCRA-related
information, including details of registered organizations and contributions received, available on an

official website, enhancing transparency and public scrutiny.



D. Purpose and Rationale behind the Act

The primary purpose and rationale behind the FCRA are rooted in the Indian government's desire to

safeguard the nation's sovereignty, integrity, and national interests from potential adverse influences that

could arise from unregulated foreign funding.

The Act aims to achieve several key objectives:

1. National Security: By regulating foreign contributions, the FCRA seeks to prevent foreign entities
from exerting undue influence or engaging in activities that could undermine India's national security
or foreign policy interests.

2. Transparency and Accountability: The reporting and disclosure requirements under the FCRA
promote transparency and accountability in the utilization of foreign funds, ensuring that they are used
for their intended purposes and not diverted for unlawful activities.

3. Preventing Money Laundering and Terrorism Financing: The FCRA provisions are designed to
prevent the potential misuse of foreign funds for money laundering, terrorist financing, or other illicit
activities that could threaten India's security and public order.

4. Protecting Sovereignty and Integrity: The Act seeks to safeguard India's sovereignty and territorial
integrity by prohibiting the use of foreign contributions for activities that could undermine the
country's unity or promote secessionist tendencies.

Critics of the FCRA argue that its strict provisions may unduly restrict the legitimate activities of non-

governmental organizations (NGOs) and curtail their ability to address social, environmental, and

humanitarian issues. Proponents, however, contend that the regulations are necessary to prevent foreign

interference in domestic affairs and maintain national security (Saxena, 2017).

The FCRA's evolution reflects the government's efforts to strike a balance between ensuring transparency,

accountability, and national security while preserving the autonomy and freedom of civil society

organizations to operate within the legal and constitutional framework.

E. Prohibition on Transfer of Foreign Contributions

One of the most significant changes introduced by the FCRA Amendment Act of 2020 was the prohibition
on the transfer of foreign contributions from one organization to another. Prior to this amendment,
registered organizations were permitted to transfer foreign funds to other entities, provided they were also
registered under the FCRA (Jain, 2021).

The rationale behind this amendment was to enhance transparency and accountability in the utilization of
foreign contributions. The government argued that the practice of transferring funds from one organization
to another made it challenging to track the ultimate beneficiaries and end-use of the foreign funds
(Chakrabarti, 2021). By prohibiting such transfers, the amendment aims to ensure that foreign

contributions are utilized directly by the recipient organization for their stated purposes.



Critics, however, have raised concerns that this prohibition could adversely impact collaborative efforts
and partnerships among civil society organizations, particularly in the context of large-scale initiatives or

projects that require the collective efforts of multiple entities (Joshi, 2022).

Limits on Administrative Expenses

Another notable amendment introduced in 2020 was the imposition of limits on administrative expenses
incurred by organizations receiving foreign contributions. The amendment capped administrative expenses
at 20% of the total foreign contribution received during a financial year (Kalra, 2020).

The primary objective behind this provision was to ensure that a substantial portion of foreign funds is
directed towards the intended programs and activities, rather than being consumed by administrative costs.
The government argued that excessive administrative expenses could potentially divert resources away
from the core objectives for which the foreign contributions were received.

However, some NGOs and civil society organizations have expressed concerns that the 20% limit on
administrative expenses may be overly restrictive, particularly for smaller organizations or those engaged

in complex projects that require higher operational costs (Jain, 2021).

. Stricter Reporting Requirements

The 2020 amendments also introduced stricter reporting requirements for organizations receiving foreign
contributions. Under the new provisions, registered organizations are mandated to submit an annual
income and expenditure statement, duly certified by a chartered accountant, detailing the receipt and
utilization of foreign contributions (Chakrabarti, 2021).

Additionally, the amendments require organizations to provide quarterly reports on their activities and the
utilization of foreign funds. These reports must be submitted to the government within-a specified
timeframe, failing which the organization's registration may be suspended or cancelled.

The rationale behind these stricter reporting requirements is to enhance transparency and accountability in
the utilization of foreign funds. By mandating detailed reporting and third-party audits, the government
aims to ensure that foreign contributions are not misused or diverted for purposes other than their intended

objectives.

. Public Access to Information

In a move towards greater transparency, the FCRA amendments of 2020 mandated the government to
make FCRA-related information available on an official website, accessible to the public (Joshi, 2022).
This includes details of registered organizations, the foreign contributions received by them, and their
annual income and expenditure statements.

The public disclosure of this information is intended to promote greater scrutiny and oversight by civil



society, media, and the general public. It allows stakeholders to monitor the flow of foreign funds and
ensure that they are being utilized in accordance with the stated objectives and in compliance with the
FCRA regulations.

However, some organizations have raised concerns over the potential for such public disclosure to expose
sensitive information, particularly in the case of organizations working on sensitive issues or in conflict
zones (Kalra, 2020).

The recent amendments to the FCRA have been met with a mix of reactions from civil society
organizations, legal experts, and policy analysts. While proponents argue that these measures are necessary
to maintain transparency, accountability, and national security, critics contend that the stringent regulations
may unduly restrict the legitimate activities of NGOs and curtail their ability to address social,
environmental, and humanitarian issues effectively.

The debate surrounding the FCRA amendments reflects the broader discourse on striking a balance
between upholding national interests and preserving the autonomy and freedom of civil society
organizations. As the implementation of these amendments unfolds, their impact on the operations and
activities of NGOs will become clearer, potentially shaping future policy decisions and reforms in this

area.

Challenges faced by NGOs in receiving and utilizing foreign funds

The FCRA and its successive amendments have posed significant challenges for NGOs operating in India,

particularly those relying on foreign contributions to fund their activities. Some of the major challenges

faced by NGOs include:

1. Restrictive regulations: The stringent regulations imposed by the FCRA, such as the requirement for
prior permission or registration, stringent reporting requirements, and limits on administrative
expenses, have made it increasingly difficult for NGOs to access and utilize foreign funds (Jain, 2021).

2. Suspension and cancellation of licenses: The government has exercised its authority to suspend or
cancel the FCRA licenses of NGOs found to be in violation of the Act's provisions or engaging in
activities deemed detrimental to national interests. This has disrupted the operations and funding of
several organizations (Chakrabarti, 2021).

3. Increased scrutiny and bureaucracy: The amendments have led to heightened scrutiny and
bureaucratic processes, requiring NGOs to dedicate significant resources to compliance and reporting,
potentially diverting attention and resources away from their core activities (Joshi, 2022).

4. Restrictions on collaborative efforts: The prohibition on the transfer of foreign contributions from
one organization to another has hindered collaborative efforts and partnerships among NGOs,
particularly in the context of large-scale initiatives or projects that require collective action (Kalra,
2020).



J. Case study: Harbour
Harbour, a prominent NGO based in India, has been significantly impacted by the FCRA and its
amendments. The organization, known for its work in the areas of human rights, environmental protection,
and social justice, has faced numerous challenges in recent years due to the tightening of FCRA
regulations.
In 2016, Harbour's FCRA license was suspended by the government, citing alleged violations of the Act's
provisions. The suspension disrupted the organization's operations and access to foreign funding,
hampering its ability to carry out its activities effectively (Sharma, 2019).
After a prolonged legal battle, Harbour's FCRA license was reinstated in 2019. However, the organization
faced continued scrutiny and had to navigate the stricter reporting requirements and limitations imposed
by the 2020 amendments.
Harbour's experience highlights the challenges faced by NGOs working on sensitive issues or advocating
for causes that may be perceived as critical of the government or its policies. The organization has faced
allegations of engaging in activities detrimental to national interests, although it maintains that its work is

solely focused on upholding human rights and promoting social and environmental justice (Gupta, 2021).

K. Implications for human rights, environmental, and social activism

The FCRA and its amendments have had far-reaching implications for organizations involved in human

rights, environmental, and social activism in India. Some of the key implications include:

1. Shrinking civic space: The stringent regulations and increased scrutiny imposed by the FCRA have
contributed to a perceived shrinking of civic space in India. NGOs working on sensitive issues or
advocating for causes that may be perceived as critical of the government or its policies have faced
heightened challenges in accessing foreign funds and carrying out their activities (Jain, 2021).

2. Curtailment of advocacy efforts: The FCRA's provisions prohibiting the use of foreign contributions
for activities deemed detrimental to national interests have raised concerns about the potential
curtailment of legitimate advocacy efforts by NGOs. Organizations working on issues such as human
rights, environmental protection, and social justice may face restrictions in their ability to voice dissent
or critique government policies (Chakrabarti, 2021).

3. Chilling effect on civil society: The increased scrutiny, bureaucratic hurdles, and the threat of
suspension or cancellation of FCRA licenses have created a chilling effect on civil society
organizations. Some NGOs may self-censor or limit their activities to avoid potential conflicts with
the government or the risk of losing access to foreign funding (Joshi, 2022).

4. Impact on marginalized communities: The challenges faced by NGOs in accessing foreign funds

have the potential to disproportionately impact marginalized communities and vulnerable groups that



rely on the services and support provided by these organizations. This could exacerbate existing

inequalities and hinder efforts to address pressing social, environmental, and human rights issues

(Gupta, 2021).
While the FCRA aims to ensure transparency, accountability, and national security, its strict provisions
and the potential for their arbitrary or selective implementation have raised concerns among civil society
organizations, human rights advocates, and international observers. As the debates surrounding the FCRA
continue, it is crucial to strike a balance between legitimate national interests and preserving the autonomy
and freedom of NGOs to operate and advocate for the rights and well-being of marginalized communities
and the protection of the environment.

Landmark Judgements

The Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act (FCRA) and its successive amendments have been subject to
judicial scrutiny, with several landmark judgements shaping the legal interpretations and implications of
the Act. Two notable cases stand out:

1. Noel Harper vs. Union of India (1984)

In this case, the constitutional validity of the FCRA was challenged before the Supreme Court of India.
The petitioner, Noel Harper, argued that the FCRA violated the fundamental rights to freedom of
association, freedom of expression, and the right to practice any profession or carry out any occupation,
trade, or business.

The Supreme Court, in its landmark judgement, upheld the constitutional validity of the FCRA. The court
reasoned that the Act serves a legitimate purpose of ensuring that foreign funds do not adversely impact
the sovereignty and integrity of India, which is a reasonable restriction on the exercise of fundamental
rights.

The court emphasized that the FCRA does not impose an absolute prohibition on the receipt of foreign
contributions but rather establishes a regulatory framework to ensure that such contributions are not
utilized for activities detrimental to national interests.

This judgement set a precedent, affirming the government's authority to regulate foreign contributions and
establish measures to safeguard national security and sovereignty, within the bounds of constitutional

limitations.

2. Jaya Prakash Narayan vs. Govt. of India (2022)
In this more recent case, the constitutional validity of the FCRA amendments introduced in 2020 was
challenged before the Supreme Court. The petitioners argued that the amendments violated the rights to

freedom of association and freedom to form unions, as enshrined in the Constitution.



The Supreme Court, in its judgement, upheld the constitutional validity of the 2020 amendments. The court
observed that the amendments did not impose a blanket prohibition on the receipt of foreign contributions
but rather introduced additional safeguards and regulations to ensure transparency and accountability.

The court acknowledged the government's legitimate concerns regarding the potential misuse of foreign
funds for activities detrimental to national interests and held that the amended provisions were reasonable

restrictions on the exercise of fundamental rights.

. Analysis of the legal interpretations and implications

These landmark judgements have had significant implications for the legal interpretation and

implementation of the FCRA. Some key points to consider:

1. Balancing national security and fundamental rights: Both judgements recognize the government's
legitimate interest in safeguarding national security and sovereignty while also acknowledging the
fundamental rights of individuals and organizations. The courts have emphasized the need to strike a
balance between these competing interests through reasonable restrictions and regulations.

2. Upholding government's regulatory authority: The judgements have affirmed the government's
authority to regulate foreign contributions and establish measures to ensure transparency,
accountability, and prevention of activities detrimental to national interests.

3. Scope for judicial review: While upholding the constitutional validity of the FCRA and its
amendments, the judgements have also left room for judicial review of specific provisions or their
implementation on a case-by-case basis, should they be deemed unreasonable or arbitrary.

4. Impact on civil society organizations: The judgements have provided legal backing to the FCRA's
regulatory framework, which has implications for the operations and funding of civil society
organizations, particularly those relying on foreign contributions. Organizations will need to navigate
the legal landscape while ensuring compliance with the Act's provisions.

5. Evolving jurisprudence: As the FCRA continues to evolve through further amendments and
challenges, the judicial interpretation and application of the Act may also undergo changes, reflecting
the evolving socio-political landscape and the need to balance national security concerns with the
protection of fundamental rights and civil liberties.

These landmark judgements have shaped the legal discourse surrounding the FCRA and have set important

precedents for future cases and legislative developments. They highlight the ongoing debates and

challenges in striking a delicate balance between safeguarding national interests and preserving the

autonomy and freedom of civil society organizations within the constitutional framework

. Suspension and Cancellation of FCRA Licenses

In recent years, the Indian government has taken a more assertive stance in enforcing the provisions of the



FCRA, resulting in the suspension or cancellation of FCRA licenses for several non-governmental
organizations (NGOs). This action has been justified by the government as a necessary measure to ensure
compliance with the Act's provisions and prevent the misuse of foreign funds for activities deemed
detrimental to national interests.

Notable cases of FCRA license suspensions or cancellations include those of Amnesty International India,
Greenpeace India, and the Missionaries of Charity, among others (Sharma, 2022). The government has
cited various reasons for these actions, such as alleged violations of FCRA regulations, failure to comply
with reporting requirements, or engaging in activities considered prejudicial to India's public interest.
Critics have argued that these actions have disproportionately targeted organizations involved in human
rights, environmental, and social activism, raising concerns about potential infringement on the freedom

of expression and the shrinking of civic space (Jain, 2023).

. Amendments to FCRA Rules (2022)

In July 2022, the Indian government introduced further amendments to the FCRA rules, aimed at
enhancing oversight and scrutiny of organizations receiving foreign contributions. These amendments
included provisions for conducting inquiries and inspections of NGOs, requiring the submission of specific
documents and information, and empowering authorities to take preventive measures in cases of suspected
violations (Ministry of Home Affairs, 2022).

The amendments also introduced changes to the process of renewing FCRA registrations, making it more
stringent and requiring organizations to provide additional information and documentation. These
measures were intended to strengthen the government's ability to monitor and regulate the inflow and
utilization of foreign funds.

Critics have raised concerns that the amended rules could further increase bureaucratic hurdles and
regulatory burdens for NGOs, potentially hindering their ability to carry out legitimate activities and access
foreign funding sources (Chakrabarti, 2023).

Government's Stance and Justifications

The Indian government has consistently maintained that the FCRA and its amendments are necessary
measures to safeguard national security, prevent foreign interference in domestic affairs, and ensure
transparency and accountability in the utilization of foreign funds.

The government has argued that the Act's provisions are not intended to target or restrict the legitimate
activities of NGOs but rather to establish a regulatory framework that prevents the misuse of foreign funds
for activities detrimental to India's sovereignty, integrity, and public interest (Ministry of Home Affairs,
2021).

Furthermore, the government has emphasized the need for stringent measures to combat money laundering,



terrorist financing, and other illicit activities that could potentially be facilitated through the misuse of
foreign contributions (Joshi, 2023).

However, critics and civil society organizations have countered that the government's actions and the
FCRA's provisions have disproportionately impacted organizations working on sensitive issues or
advocating for causes that may be perceived as critical of the government or its policies. They have called
for a more balanced approach that upholds national security interests while preserving the autonomy and
freedom of civil society organizations to operate and advocate for the rights and well-being of marginalized
communities and the protection of the environment.

As the debates surrounding the FCRA continue, the recent developments highlight the ongoing tension
between the government's stated objectives of ensuring transparency, accountability, and national security,
and the concerns raised by civil society organizations regarding the potential curtailment of their legitimate
activities and the shrinking of civic space.



CONCLUSION

The Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act (FCRA) and its amendments have sparked a debate surrounding
the balance between national security concerns and preserving the autonomy of civil society organizations.
Here is an analysis and discussion on the key points:

1. Balancing national security and civil society autonomy: The FCRA aims to safeguard India's
sovereignty, integrity, and national interests by regulating foreign contributions received by
individuals and organizations operating within the country. However, the strict provisions and
stringent enforcement have raised concerns about the potential curtailment of legitimate activities by
NGOs working on human rights, environmental, and social issues.

While the government justifies the regulations as necessary to prevent foreign interference, money laundering,
and terrorist financing, critics argue that the measures disproportionately target organizations critical of
government policies or advocating for causes perceived as sensitive. Finding the right balance between
upholding national security and preserving the autonomy of civil society organizations is a delicate and
ongoing challenge.

2. Impact on the freedom of association and freedom to form unions: The FCRA's provisions, particularly
the prohibition on the transfer of foreign funds from one organization to another, have raised concerns
about their impact on the freedom of association and the ability of organizations to collaborate and
form partnerships. This restriction could hinder collective efforts and initiatives that require the
involvement of multiple entities, potentially limiting the scope and effectiveness of civil society
activities.

Furthermore, the suspension or cancellation of FCRA licenses for organizations deemed to be in violation of
the Act's provisions has been criticized as an infringement on the freedom to form unions or associations. The
arbitrary or selective enforcement of these measures could create a chilling effect, deterring organizations
from engaging in legitimate advocacy or activities that may be perceived as critical of the government.

3. Transparency and accountability in foreign funding: One of the key objectives of the FCRA and its
amendments is to promote transparency and accountability in the utilization of foreign funds. The
reporting requirements, disclosure mandates, and limits on administrative expenses aim to ensure that
foreign contributions are not misused or diverted from their intended purposes.

Proponents argue that these measures are necessary to prevent the misappropriation of funds and ensure that
foreign contributions are used for legitimate activities aligned with national interests. However, critics
contend that the stringent regulations and increased bureaucratic hurdles could divert resources away from
core activities and hinder the effective functioning of NGOs, particularly smaller organizations or those

operating in resource-constrained environments.



Finding the right balance between ensuring transparency and accountability while preserving the operational

efficiency and autonomy of civil society organizations remains a challenge.

In conclusion, the FCRA and its amendments have sparked a complex debate on the intersection of national

security, civil liberties, and the role of civil society organizations. While the government aims to safeguard

national interests, critics raise concerns about the potential curtailment of legitimate activities, freedom of

association, and the shrinking of civic space. Striking the right balance between these competing interests will

require ongoing dialogue, judicial scrutiny, and a nuanced approach that upholds constitutional principles

while addressing legitimate security concerns.

Summary of Key Findings

The analysis of the Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act (FCRA) and its amendments has revealed

several key findings:

1.

The FCRA aims to regulate foreign contributions to safeguard India's sovereignty, integrity, and
national interests, but its strict provisions have raised concerns about curtailing the legitimate activities
of NGOs.

The prohibition on transferring foreign funds between organizations, limits on administrative
expenses, and stringent reporting requirements have posed operational challenges for NGOs,
particularly smaller organizations and those involved in collaborative efforts.

The suspension or cancellation of FCRA licenses for organizations deemed to be in violation of the
Act's provisions has been criticized as an infringement on the freedom of association and the ability to
form unions,

While the government argues that the measures are necessary for transparency, accountability, and
preventing misuse of funds, critics contend that they disproportionately target organizations critical of
government policies or working on sensitive issues.

Landmark court judgments have upheld the constitutional validity of the FCRA and its amendments,
recognizing the government's regulatory authority while also acknowledging the need to balance

national security concerns with fundamental rights.

Recommendations and Future Outlook

1.

Establish a multi-stakeholder dialogue: Foster a constructive dialogue between the government, civil
society organizations, legal experts, and relevant stakeholders to address concerns and find a balanced

approach that upholds national security interests while preserving the autonomy and freedom of NGOs.



2. Streamline compliance processes: Simplify and streamline the compliance processes, reporting
requirements, and bureaucratic procedures to reduce the administrative burden on NGOs, particularly
smaller organizations with limited resources.

3. Promote transparency and public scrutiny: Enhance transparency by making FCRA-related
information, including details of registered organizations, contributions received, and utilization of
funds, easily accessible to the public, promoting greater scrutiny and accountability.

4. Provide clear guidelines and consistent enforcement: Develop clear and unambiguous guidelines for
the interpretation and enforcement of the FCRA provisions, ensuring consistent and non-arbitrary
application across all organizations.

5. Strengthen judicial oversight: Encourage judicial oversight and review mechanisms to ensure that the
implementation of the FCRA and its amendments does not unduly restrict the legitimate activities of
civil society organizations or infringe upon constitutional rights and freedoms.

6. Foster international cooperation: Engage in international cooperation and knowledge-sharing to learn
from best practices and regulatory frameworks adopted by other countries in balancing national

security concerns and preserving civil society autonomy.

Concluding Remarks

The FCRA and its amendments have sparked a complex debate on the intersection of national security,
civil liberties, and the role of civil society organizations in India. While the government's objective of
safeguarding national interests is legitimate, the concerns raised by civil society organizations
regarding the potential curtailment of their activities and the shrinking of civic space cannot be
overlooked.

Striking the right balance between these competing interests will require ongoing dialogue, judicial
scrutiny, and a nuanced approach that upholds constitutional principles while addressing legitimate
security concerns. By fostering transparency, streamlining compliance processes, and promoting
constructive engagement among all stakeholders, India can create an environment that both upholds
national interests and preserves the vital role of civil society organizations in addressing social,
environmental, and humanitarian issues.

Ultimately, the successful implementation of the FCRA and its amendments will hinge on a delicate
balancing act that recognizes the interdependence between national security and a vibrant, autonomous

civil society sector, both of which are essential for a thriving and inclusive democracy.
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