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• Key Terms and Explanations

• Unipolarity: A global or regional order dominated by a single power. In this 
context, it refers to Israel (backed by the U.S.) seeking to establish itself as the 
central hegemonic power in West Asia.

• Regime Change: The deliberate attempt by external forces to topple a 
government and install a new one aligned with their interests. Examples include 
Iraq (2003, U.S. invasion) and Libya (2011, NATO involvement).

• Decapitation Strategy: A military strategy aimed at eliminating top leadership 
to weaken or collapse an adversarial state. It assumes that leadership removal 
leads to systemic paralysis — which history often disproves.

• Revisionist Power: A state that seeks to alter the existing balance of power or 
status quo in international relations. Iran fits this label in West Asia due to its 
challenge to U.S.-Israeli dominance.

• Strait of Hormuz: A critical chokepoint linking the Persian Gulf to the Arabian 
Sea. One-third of global oil trade passes through it, making it geopolitically 
sensitive.

• Deterrence Doctrine: A defense policy that discourages attack by threatening 
severe retaliation. Iran’s missile capability acts as a deterrent against external 
aggression.

• Geopolitical Fortress: Refers to Iran’s strong defensive geographical features 
(mountainous terrain, extensive territory) making invasion difficult.

• Pre-emptive War: An offensive war initiated to prevent an anticipated future 
attack. It raises controversy under international law about “anticipatory self-
defense.”



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• Core Thesis:
The central idea is that the recent conflict is not merely about nuclear disarmament or counter-terrorism — it reflects a strategic 
design by the U.S. and Israel to restructure West Asian geopolitics toward a unipolar order with Israel at its center.

• Key Themes:

• Attempts at regime change in Iran are motivated by geopolitical ambition rather than peace-building.

• Israel views Iran as the last standing challenge to its regional supremacy.

• U.S. policy vacillates between diplomacy (Obama Doctrine) and militarized dominance (Trump Doctrine).

• Iran’s retaliatory capacity and control over energy chokepoints raise global economic risks.

• A conventional military advantage does not guarantee political victory — echoing patterns from Iraq, Afghanistan, and Syria.

• Counterarguments & Realism:

• Regime change efforts often underestimate internal resilience, nationalism, and insurgency dynamics.

• Over-reliance on aerial strikes cannot ensure political transformation.

• The conflict risks destabilizing energy markets and igniting a wider regional war.



• Historical Evolution of the Issue

• 1953: CIA-assisted coup replacing Mossadegh with Shah Pahlavi; deepening U.S.-Iran mistrust.

• 1979: Islamic Revolution establishes Iran as anti-Western theocracy.

• 1980–88: Iran-Iraq War drains Iran but fails to topple its regime.

• 1990s–2000s: U.S. strategic realignment after the Cold War, leading to Gulf Wars and expanded 
presence.

• 2015: Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) signed under Obama — Iran agrees to nuclear 
limits.

• 2018: Trump withdraws from JCPOA, reinstating sanctions.

• 2020s onward: Growing Israel-Iran proxy confrontations; normalization of Israel-Arab ties through the 
Abraham Accords.

• Present context: Renewed U.S.-Israeli aggression signals an effort to permanently weaken Iran and re-
engineer the regional power structure.





• Logical and philosophical base 

• A. Realism (power politics)

• States seek survival; power and deterrence matter more than declared intentions.

• Assumption: A rival’s capabilities today become existential tomorrow—so reduction 
is necessary.

• B. Security dilemma

• One side’s “defensive” missile shield is seen as “offensive” coercion by the other.

• Action–reaction spirals make mistrust self-fulfilling.

• C. Coercion theory vs. resilience theory

• Coercion logic: shock + pain leads to compliance or collapse.

• Resilience logic: societies under attack often rally; systems adapt via redundancies.

• D. Just war ideas (often contested in practice)

• Jus ad bellum: right to war (self-defence, necessity, proportionality).

• Jus in bello: conduct in war (distinction, proportionality).

• In reality, strategic aims often stretch legal/ethical claims.

• E. “Ends vs means” dilemma (ethics)

• Even if the stated end is stability or freedom, the means (civilian harm, sovereignty 
violation) raise moral hazards and long-term backlash.



• Multidimensional analysis

• Social

• War stress: displacement, fear, polarisation; diaspora anxieties.

• Communal tensions can rise regionally, including hate narratives online.

• Youth bulge + unemployment in conflict-affected zones creates recruitment pools for militias.

• Political

• Legitimacy becomes central: governments justify security choices amid inflation and grief.

• Smaller states hedge: public neutrality, private security alignment.

• Domestic politics in great powers can drive foreign policy swings, hurting diplomacy credibility.

• Legal

• Key questions: self-defence, imminence, proportionality, sovereignty, responsibility to protect (often contested).

• Targeted killings and attacks on leaders raise debates about assassination norms and state practice.

• Ethical

• Means–ends tension: “freedom” narratives vs. human costs.

• Collective punishment concerns when civilian infrastructure is hit.

• Moral injury and long-term societal damage rarely figure in short-term strategy.

• International

• Polarisation in multilateral forums; competing narratives (security vs aggression).

• Spillover into Red Sea, Gulf, Levant; impacts on diaspora and global security.

• Middle powers (including India) face evacuation, energy security, and neutrality dilemmas.

• Economic

• Oil/gas price spikes; inflation transmission; shipping insurance jumps.

• Supply chain and aviation disruptions; remittance channels and labour markets in the Gulf get stressed.

• War-driven fiscal strain and reconstruction burdens.



• Linkages with NCERTs 

• Class 12 Political Science (Contemporary World Politics)

• Cold War, US hegemony, regional conflicts: helps frame intervention, 
alliances, and post-Cold War order-making.

• Security and power: understanding deterrence, balance of power, and 
legitimacy.

• Class 12 Political Science (Politics in India Since Independence)

• India’s foreign policy principles: Non-alignment/strategic autonomy, 
evolving partnerships, diaspora protection.

• Class 11 Political Science (Indian Constitution at Work / Political Theory)

• Rights, state, legitimacy, coercion: connects ethics of force, consent, and 
authority.

• Class 12 Geography (Human Geography / Resource chapters)

• Resource distribution and trade routes: energy flows, chokepoints, 
transport corridors.

• Class 9–10 History (optional support)

• Imperialism and global conflicts: roots of modern West Asian geopolitics 
and boundary-making.



• Linkages with UPSC CSE syllabus 

• GS Paper II (International Relations) — strongest linkage

• India and West Asia: diaspora, remittances, energy security, maritime security.

• Bilateral/regional groupings; role of external powers; India’s balancing strategy.

• GS Paper III

• Energy security (oil price shocks, diversification, strategic reserves).

• Internal security spillovers: radicalisation, terror financing, cyber narratives.

• Supply chain resilience and shipping chokepoints.

• GS Paper I

• World history/post-war order (broad framing), society impacts of conflict, 
migration.

• GS Paper IV (Ethics)

• Just war, proportionality, civilian harm, statecraft vs morality, responsibility and 
compassion in policy.

• Essay

• Themes: “Power vs justice,” “Security and freedom,” “Peace is not absence of 
conflict,” “Geography as destiny.”

• Optional subjects

• Political Science & IR: realism, coercive diplomacy, alliance politics, legitimacy.

• Geography: geopolitical chokepoints, resource politics.

• Public Administration: crisis management, evacuation operations, policy 
coordination.



Way forward 

For the region and international community

De-escalation ladders

• Establish clear off-ramps: ceasefire sequencing, no-strike lists, maritime safety corridors.

Chokepoint stabilisation

• Multinational maritime deconfliction mechanisms; transparency on shipping safety; reduce miscalculation.

Arms control beyond one file

• A phased framework: missiles/drones limits, inspection regimes, and reciprocal security assurances.

Regional security dialogue

• A Gulf–Levant security forum focused on non-interference, militia de-escalation, and crisis hotlines.

Humanitarian guardrails

• Independent humanitarian access, infrastructure protection commitments, accountability mechanisms.

For India (exam-relevant policy toolkit)

Diaspora-first crisis management

• Updated evacuation plans, community mapping, emergency flights/sea routes, helplines, employer coordination.

Energy resilience

• Diversify suppliers, strengthen strategic petroleum reserves, hedging strategies, and demand-side efficiency.

Maritime readiness

• Convoy advisories, naval presence for merchant shipping safety, real-time coordination with partners.

Strategic autonomy with active diplomacy

• Talk to all sides; push for de-escalation; avoid being boxed into camps while protecting core interests.

Domestic safeguards

• Monitor misinformation, communal polarisation, and terror-financing risks without undermining civil liberties.



• UPSC GS Paper 2 (Mains)

• 2022: “Discuss the significance of West Asia in India’s energy 
security.”

• 2018: “Examine India’s standing in a multipolar world.”

• 2016: “Impact of instability in West Asia on India’s foreign policy.”

• UPSC GS Paper 3 (Mains)

• 2019: “Discuss measures to ensure energy security for India.”

• 2020: “What are the challenges of borderless wars in the 21st 
century?”

• Essay Paper

• “Is power politics the natural order in international relations?”

• “Can moral justification be reconciled with national interest?”

• APSC GS Paper 2 (Mains)

• 2021: “Discuss implications of geopolitical tensions in the Middle East 
for India’s external relations.”





• Key Terms and Explanations

• Social Justice: In the Indian context, this refers to the constitutional mandate to ensure equality of opportunity and 
the removal of historical disabilities based on caste, religion, or gender.

• Example: Reservation in educational institutions (Article 15) and public employment (Article 16).

• Subaltern Hindutva: A political strategy where the right-wing expands its base by incorporating "subaltern" or 
marginalized groups (Dalits, OBCs) into a broader Hindu identity, often using cultural and religious symbols.

• Bahujan: Literally meaning "the majority," it refers to the combined population of SCs, STs, and OBCs.

• Lower OBCs / EBCs (Extremely Backward Castes): Within the 27% OBC category, these are the artisanal and 
landless groups who are often more socio-economically marginalized than "dominant" OBC groups (like Yadavs or 
Jats).

• ‘Not Found Suitable’ (NFS): A technical rubric often used by selection committees in universities to leave reserved 
faculty positions vacant, claiming no candidate met the required "merit" or "standard."

• Meritocracy vs. Social Representation: A long-standing debate where "merit" is often viewed as an innate 
individual trait, while social justice advocates argue that merit is a product of access to social and cultural capital.



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• The Core Thesis

• The central argument is that recent UGC reforms—intended to institutionalize 
protections for OBCs and other vulnerable groups in higher education—have hit a 
political "faultline." This reveals a tension within the ruling dispensation between 
its traditional elite support base and its newly acquired subaltern (DBA) voter base.

• Key Points

• Institutional Exclusion: Despite reservations, OBC representation in central 
university faculties remains abysmal (under 3%), often due to discretionary 
recruitment practices.

• The Regulatory Retreat: The swift withdrawal or abeyance of UGC reforms 
under pressure from social elites suggests that institutional "merit" is still used as a 
shield to maintain elite hegemony.

• Fragile Social Engineering: The BJP’s success is built on "Inclusive Hindutva," but 
the article argues this is mostly symbolic. When it comes to substantive power-
sharing (like faculty positions), the elite base resists, and the party hesitates.

• The "New Consciousness": There is a growing risk that DBA groups will realize 
their "expendability" if symbolic inclusion is not backed by structural academic and 
economic mobility.



• Historical Evolution of the Issue

• Pre-Independence: The Justice Party movement in Madras 
Presidency and the efforts of Jyotirao Phule and Dr. B.R. Ambedkar 
laid the groundwork for caste-based representation.

• 1950s (Kaka Kalelkar Commission): The first attempt at the federal 
level to identify "Backward Classes" beyond SCs/STs; however, its 
recommendations were not implemented.

• 1990 (Mandal Commission Implementation): The turning point for 
OBC politics. The V.P. Singh government implemented 27% 
reservations in central jobs, leading to the "Mandal vs. Kamandal" 
(caste identity vs. religious identity) era.

• 2006 (93rd Amendment): Extended OBC reservations to higher 
educational institutions (including IITs/IIMs), leading to the "Mandal 
II" protests.

• 2019 (103rd Amendment): Introduction of 10% EWS (Economically 
Weaker Sections) reservation, which shifted the debate from purely 
caste-based to include economic criteria.

• Present Day: The debate has shifted from "entry for students" 
(admissions) to "entry for teachers" (faculty recruitment) and the 
demand for a National Caste Census.





• Logical and philosophical base

• (A) Justice frameworks behind social justice policies

• Compensatory justice

• If a group has been historically harmed through exclusion, the State must 
compensate through special measures.

• Equality of opportunity (substantive, not just formal)

• Treating unequals equally reproduces inequality.

• So policies must address unequal starting points: school quality, social capital, 
discrimination.

• Democratic equality

• Democracy needs inclusive public institutions. Universities are not just skill 
factories; they produce leadership and ideas.

• Capability approach (Sen/Nussbaum style reasoning)

• Focus on real freedoms: can a student actually thrive in a campus environment, 
not just get entry?

• (B) Philosophy behind “meritocracy” arguments

• Meritocracy assumes evaluation measures are neutral.

• Social justice critiques argue measures often encode social advantage (language, 
cultural style, access to preparation).

• A mature position: standards matter, but standards must be defended through fair 
processes, transparency, and anti-bias safeguards, not through exclusion.

• (C) Assumptions embedded in the debate

• Universities are arenas of power, not purely neutral spaces.

• Representation affects knowledge production: who researches what, whose experience 
counts as “legitimate” scholarship.



• Multidimensional analysis

• Social

• Higher education is a ladder of mobility; exclusion freezes occupational hierarchy.

• Under-representation reproduces stereotypes (“they are not present because they are not capable”).

• Political

• Social justice reforms often become symbolic battlegrounds for electoral narratives.

• “Inclusive identity politics” can mask unequal distribution of institutional power.

• Legal

• Balancing:

• equality,

• affirmative action,

• Need for transparent rules to reduce litigation and policy uncertainty.

• Ethical

• Dignity: beneficiaries must not be treated as charity cases.

• Fairness: selection must be bias-resistant and evidence-based.

• Responsibility of institutions: universities are public goods, not closed guilds.

• International

• Many democracies debate affirmative action:

• “diversity” frameworks,

• International rankings and reputation pressures can push universities to claim “standards,” sometimes ignoring inclusion metrics.

• Economic

• Inclusion improves human capital utilization: under-representation wastes talent.

• Diverse faculty and student bodies strengthen innovation, social trust, and productivity.



• Linkages with NCERTs

• Class 11 Political Science: Indian Constitution at Work

• Equality, Social Justice, Reservation, Fundamental Rights: 
Why special provisions exist; how democracy handles social 
diversity.

• Class 12 Political Science: Politics in India Since 
Independence

• Caste and politics, social movements, political parties and 
social coalitions: helps frame how social justice becomes an 
electoral and policy issue.

• Class 11 Sociology: Understanding Society

• Caste as a system, social inequality, social exclusion, ideas of 
merit: sociological grounding for campus discrimination and 
privilege.

• Class 12 Sociology: Indian Society

• Patterns of inequality, change and development, education 
and social change: connects higher education to mobility and 
reproduction of inequality.

• Class 9–10 Democratic Politics (basic grounding)

• Equality, rule of law, and the idea of substantive democracy.



• Linkages with UPSC CSE syllabus

• GS Paper 1 (strong linkage)

• Indian society: caste, social empowerment, inequality, social change via education.

• Role of education in social mobility.

• GS Paper 2 (very strong)

• Governance: policies, implementation, accountability.

• Social justice: welfare schemes and mechanisms for vulnerable sections.

• Issues relating to development and management of social sector/services: education.

• Role of institutions; relationship between Union/State and bodies like regulators.

• GS Paper 3 (moderate)

• Human resource development.

• Inclusive growth: how unequal access to higher education shapes labor markets and productivity.

• GS Paper 4 (strong)

• Ethics in public institutions: fairness, justice, impartiality, empathy, dignity.

• Ethical issues in governance: bias, discrimination, misuse of discretion (e.g., “NFS”).

• Essay (very strong)

• “Education and equality,” “Merit vs justice,” “Democracy and social inclusion,” “Caste and modernity.”

• Optional (high relevance)

• Political Science: justice theories, equality, representation, state and social order, ideology and party 
systems.

• Sociology: caste, social stratification, education and inequality, social movements.

• Public Administration: equity in services, personnel administration, recruitment fairness, institutional 
accountability.



Way forward

A) Make recruitment procedures bias-resistant

Publish clear rubrics for shortlisting and interviews.

Mandatory documentation for “NFS” decisions with reasons mapped to criteria.

External observers/ombudspersons for reserved-category compliance audits.

B) Strengthen Equal Opportunity and anti-discrimination architecture

Empower Equal Opportunity Cells with:

• complaint handling timelines,

• protection against victimization,

• annual reporting.Introduce periodic campus climate surveys and publish anonymized results.

C) Capacity building, not tokenism

Mentoring for first-generation scholars:

• research writing support,

• pedagogy training,

• grant-writing workshops.Bridge programs (language, academic writing) for students and young faculty where needed.

D) Data transparency as democratic accountability

Annual public dashboards for:

• sanctioned posts vs filled posts,

• category-wise vacancies,

• reasons for non-filling,

• time taken for recruitment cycles.
E) Address the “OBC within OBC” reality carefully

Use empirical deprivation indicators (education level, landlessness, occupation vulnerability) to design scholarships and support without fragmenting solidarity.

Avoid crude one-size-fits-all: support should match actual disadvantage.



• UPSC GS2 / Society / Social Justice 

• Reservation and equality:

• “Discuss the rationale of reservation in a democracy. How can it be made more effective and less divisive?”

• “Differentiate between equality of opportunity and equality of outcome. Where does affirmative action fit?”

• Education and inclusion:

• “Critically examine challenges in higher education governance and suggest reforms.”

• “How does education become an instrument of social empowerment? What are the constraints?”

• OBC / backwardness / social justice policy:

• “Do you think social justice policies have achieved their objectives? Discuss with examples of exclusion that still persists.”

• Institutions and discretion:

• “How can transparency and accountability be strengthened in recruitment and public institutions to prevent discrimination?”

• UPSC GS4 (case-study style prompts you can expect)

• A selection committee uses vague criteria to reject candidates from vulnerable backgrounds.

• Identify ethical issues: bias, fairness, transparency, dignity, abuse of discretion.

• Suggest ethical course correction and institutional safeguards.

• UPSC Essay themes that repeatedly appear

• “The idea of India rests on social justice as much as on economic growth.”

• “Merit without equity is privilege.”

• “Education is the most powerful instrument of social transformation—but only if it is inclusive.”





• Key terms and explanations

• a) Sovereign power and “informational life”

• Sovereign power: Authority of the State to make and enforce laws, including powers of taxation, search, and seizure.

• Example: Income Tax Department conducting raids under law.

• Informational life of citizens: The totality of data about a person – financial records, messages, browsing history, photos, health data, 
location trails, etc., now stored digitally on phones, laptops and cloud accounts.

• Example: Your smartphone today reveals more about you than a cupboard full of files.

• b) Search and seizure under tax law

• Section 132, Income Tax Act, 1961: Provides search and seizure powers when there is “reason to believe” that a person has 
undisclosed income or is likely to hide or destroy evidence.

• Earlier focus: premises, cupboards, lockers, physical books of accounts.

• Current extension: access to “computer systems” and “virtual digital space” – phones, laptops, cloud storage, emails, chats.

• Section 247, Income Tax Act, 2025: The new provision (yet to fully come into force) specifically enabling searches of digital devices and 
virtual spaces, challenged for violating privacy and lacking adequate safeguards.

• c) “Reason to believe” and anticipatory search

• Reason to believe: A jurisdictional precondition; senior tax officers must have some credible information leading them to believe that 
the person will not produce documents or has undisclosed income.

• Courts usually review only whether some relevant material existed, not whether the belief was correct.

• Anticipatory search (clause (b)/(c) type): Search based on apprehension that a person may not cooperate or may hide/destroy 
material in future.

• Example: Officials suspect that if they send a notice, the person will wipe data from phone → they raid without prior notice.



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• Core thesis 

• The state’s legitimate interest in revenue enforcement remains strong, but digital searches are qualitatively more intrusive than physical 
searches.

• Therefore, search powers must be recalibrated with stronger safeguards so that enforcement remains constitutional in the information age.

• Why digital is different from physical

• Scale and depth: One device can contain years of data: financial, medical, personal, political, location, social networks.

• Network effects: A device reveals relationships and third-party communications, not just the target’s records.

• Replicability: Digital content can be copied fully (forensic imaging), potentially creating permanent state possession of a person’s 
informational life.

• Rights-based challenge (conceptual structure)

• Informational privacy and dignity: Access to whole-device data can turn a targeted fiscal investigation into a broad exploratory intrusion.

• Disproportionate intrusion: If the authorization is broad, it risks becoming a general search rather than a specific inquiry.

• Weak reviewability: If recorded reasons are secret and authorization stays within the executive, meaningful challenge becomes difficult → 
concerns under Articles 14 and 21.

• The state’s defence (conceptual structure)

• Search powers are structured, not unfettered: There is a legal requirement of “reason to believe,” recorded by senior officers.

• Judicial review exists: Courts can check whether relevant material existed for the search.

• Digital necessity: In the digital world, summons or notices may fail because evidence is easily deleted/encrypted/transferred.

• Likely judicial centre of gravity

• The key issue is not “whether” the state can search digitally, but “how” it should do so:

• Scope and precision

• Necessity

• Procedural safeguards

• Auditability and review



• Historical Evolution of the Issue 

• A. Pre-independence background

• Colonial administration relied heavily on revenue extraction (land revenue, customs, excise), with powers designed 
for control and compliance.

• Investigative state powers grew around record-based bureaucracy, where evidence was largely physical.

• B. Post-independence: building a tax enforcement state

• With welfare-state goals, the state needed robust revenue → enforcement architecture expanded.

• Income-tax Act, 1961 created modern mechanisms, including search and seizure as exceptional powers aimed at 
combating black money.

• C. 1970s–1990s: black money and exceptional enforcement

• Search powers became central to anti-evasion strategy.

• Courts generally upheld search provisions as constitutionally permissible if exercised within statutory limits.

• The legal culture leaned toward: revenue interest is legitimate; safeguards lie in “reason to believe” + limited 
judicial review.

• D. 2000s–2010s: digitisation phase

• Economy increasingly digitised: e-banking, digital invoices, emails, messaging apps, online accounting.

• Tax administration moved toward technology:

• e-filing, PAN/Aadhaar linkage, information reporting systems, data analytics.

• E. Post-privacy jurisprudence (late 2010s onward)

• Privacy became a stronger constitutional anchor: informational privacy, dignity, autonomy.

• This changed the lens: state access to data needs tight justification and proportionality.

• F. Mid-2020s: the “digital search” constitutional moment

• Search powers designed for cupboards and ledgers now seek access to:

• smartphones, cloud accounts, and communication archives.

• The constitutional question becomes sharper: Can an old search framework govern the informational totality 
inside modern devices?





• Logical and Philosophical Base

• A. Competing constitutional values

• Revenue as public interest

• Taxes fund rights, welfare, and governance.

• Evasion undermines fairness and the social contract.

• Liberty, dignity, and privacy

• A person is not just a taxpayer; they are a rights-bearing citizen.

• Digital data is closely tied to identity, autonomy, and dignity.

• B. Underlying assumptions being tested

• Earlier assumption: Search = limited intrusion into physical evidence relevant 
to evasion.

• New reality: Search may expose one’s entire life-history → intrusion is deeper 
and broader.

• C. Ethical logic

• Rule of law: Coercive power must be bounded, reviewable, and non-arbitrary.

• Due process: The more intrusive the power, the higher the procedural 
safeguards required.

• Non-fishing principle: A lawful search is not a general rummaging expedition.

• D. Political philosophy angle

• A constitutional democracy must avoid turning into a “surveillance state” 
under the cover of fiscal enforcement.

• Yet, it must also avoid becoming a “weak state” unable to enforce legitimate 
taxes.

• The balancing tool is proportionality + procedural safeguards.



• Multidimensional Analysis

• Social dimension

• Trust and legitimacy: People comply more when enforcement feels bounded and fair.

• Vulnerable groups: Overbroad digital searches can disproportionately harm those with less legal support.

• Professional confidentiality: Doctors, lawyers, journalists hold sensitive third-party info on devices.

• Political dimension

• Risk of selective enforcement narrative: Broad powers can trigger allegations of targeting opponents.

• Institutional credibility: Strong safeguards protect both citizens and the legitimacy of the tax department.

• Legal dimension

• Core constitutional tension: State interest in revenue vs privacy/dignity.

• Doctrinal shift: From “search power is valid if statutory conditions exist” to “search power must also be proportionate in digital 
context.”

• Due process modernization: Better reviewability and procedural safeguards.

• Ethical dimension

• Ends vs means: Even legitimate goals can’t justify unlimited intrusion.

• Data minimisation ethics: Collect only what is needed.

• Accountability: Audit trails and oversight reduce misuse.

• International dimension

• Democracies globally face similar issues:

• digital devices store total-life data,

• Cross-border data issues:

• cloud servers abroad,

• Economic dimension

• Positive: Better tools against evasion improve revenue and fairness.

• Compliance costs: Clear protocols reduce uncertainty; vague powers increase litigation and compliance burden.



Linkages with NCERTs 

Class 11 – Political 
Theory

Rights and Liberty:
meaning of liberty, 

reasonable restrictions, 
and dignity.

Equality: non-
arbitrariness and fairness 

in state action 
(conceptual base for 

Article 14).

Class 12 – Political 
Science (Indian 

Constitution at Work)

Fundamental Rights:
Article 14 and 21; 
constitutionalism; 

judiciary as interpreter.

Executive and rule of 
law: limits on state 

power; accountability.



• Linkages with UPSC CSE Syllabus (GS 1–4, Essay, Ethics, Optionals)

• GS Paper 2 (Strongest linkage)

• Indian Constitution: Fundamental rights (Article 14, 21), judicial review, 
constitutional interpretation.

• Governance: accountability, transparency, due process, citizen-centric 
administration.

• E-governance and technology: balancing efficiency with rights.

• GS Paper 3 (Strong linkage)

• Economy: taxation, black money, compliance, enforcement frameworks.

• Cybersecurity and data governance: risks of data misuse/leakage.

• Internal security angle: not in a policing sense, but “digital ecosystem 
risks” and secure handling of sensitive seized data.

• GS Paper 4 (Ethics)

• Public service values: integrity, accountability, fairness in coercive powers.

• Ethical governance: proportionality, restraint, respect for dignity.

• Case studies: misuse of power vs lawful enforcement.

• Essay

• Topics like:

• “Technology and the future of liberty”

• “A strong state vs a free citizen”

• “Privacy, trust, and governance in the digital age”



Way Forward 
A. Legal and procedural reforms
1.Statutory/SOP-based particularisation

1. Mandatory specification in authorization: device/account + data categories + rationale.
2.“Necessity” as a recorded requirement

1. Officers should record why lesser measures won’t work.
3.Time-bound access and retention

1. Clear retention limits; delete/return irrelevant data promptly.
4.Privilege and third-party protection protocol

1. Sealed cover / independent screening / special procedure for disputed privileged data.
B. Institutional safeguards
1.Digital Search Audit Trail

1. Logs of access, keywords used, files copied, and chain-of-custody.
2.Internal oversight

1. Periodic review by a supervisory committee; random audits to detect misuse.
3.Standardised forensic imaging rules

1. Prefer selective extraction; full imaging only with strong recorded justification.
C. Capacity building
•Train officers in:

• digital forensics,
• privacy law,
• data minimisation and cybersecurity.

•Build secure infrastructure for storage of seized digital data.
D. Citizen-facing fairness measures (without weakening enforcement)
•Provide post-search information:

• what categories were accessed,
• what was seized/copied,
• how to contest privilege/irrelevance.

•This reduces arbitrariness and strengthens legitimacy.



• UPSC Prelims – likely theme areas (question patterns)

• Privacy as a fundamental right; implications for state action.

• Article 14: arbitrariness and equality before law.

• Article 21: due process, dignity, personal liberty.

• Governance tools: accountability, transparency, rule of law.

• Digital evidence, cybersecurity, data protection concepts.

• UPSC Mains (GS2/GS4) – commonly repeated core questions (practice 
set)

• GS2: “Discuss the scope of Article 21 in contemporary governance. How 
should the state balance public interest with individual privacy?”

• GS2: “Examine the doctrine of proportionality in restricting 
fundamental rights. Illustrate with technology-enabled governance.”

• GS2: “How does Article 14 act as a check on arbitrary state power? 
Apply it to investigative and regulatory actions.”

• GS2: “Judicial review is a basic feature of the Constitution. Explain its 
role in regulating executive discretion.”

• GS3/GS2 overlap: “Technology can improve enforcement but also 
deepen state intrusion. Discuss with suitable examples.”

• GS4: “Ethics in public administration demands restraint in the use of 
coercive powers. Discuss with examples.”





Key Terms and Explanations 
Urban governance
•Meaning: How a city is planned, financed, regulated, and serviced (water, sanitation, roads, public transport, 
housing, waste, safety).
Bottlenecks
•Meaning: Points where the system “chokes” and slows outcomes even if money is available.
•Meaning: Too much decision-making concentrated at State/Centre or in higher bureaucracy, leaving city 
governments weak.
Urban Local Bodies (ULBs)
•Meaning: Constitutionally recognised city governments—Municipal Corporations, Municipal Councils, Nagar 
Panchayats.
73rd & 74th Constitutional Amendments (1992)
•Meaning: Constitutional framework for decentralisation to local self-government:

• 73rd: Panchayats (rural)
• 74th: Municipalities (urban), with 12th Schedule (18 functions).

“Funds, Functions, Functionaries” (3Fs)
•Meaning: Real decentralisation requires:

• Functions: Clear responsibilities
• Functionaries: Staff under local control
• Funds: Money to deliver



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• Core thesis

• Urban India’s biggest constraint is governance, not merely money. Without 
empowered, accountable city leadership and coordinated institutions, infrastructure 
spending yields limited improvements in liveability.

• Key arguments (structured)

• Growth is increasingly urban, but quality of life is lagging

• Congestion, pollution, overcrowding, chaotic construction, unsafe streets 
(including unmanaged stray animals) reduce “felt growth”.

• Regulatory simplification at the top doesn’t reach the ground

• Businesses and citizens mostly deal with local interfaces—permits, 
inspections, utilities—where reforms often don’t penetrate.

• Institutional fragmentation is the central disease

• Multiple agencies operate in the same city without a clear hierarchy or 
coordination.

• States retain control over core city functions (water, transport parts), 
weakening local accountability.

• Urban transition is under-acknowledged and under-measured

• Census lag + fast peri-urban expansion → policy blind spots.

• Lack of accurate, granular data blocks credible planning and funding.

• Infrastructure projects are not integrated around user needs

• Fixing one choke point shifts congestion elsewhere.

• Public transport upgrades fail without last-mile connectivity.

• Slum clearance without phased redevelopment breaks livelihoods.

• Technology exists, but governance silos prevent full benefits

• Smart systems are built, but data sharing and institutional learning are weak.

• City-specific AI requires integrated datasets and capacity.



• Historical Evolution of the Issue 

• Colonial roots (pre-1947)

• Municipal administration developed primarily as bureaucratic control for sanitation, policing, taxation—limited 
democratic accountability.

• Strong district/state oversight created a habit of top-down governance.

• Early post-independence phase (1950s–1980s)

• Developmental state expanded planning institutions; cities grew, but local governments remained fiscally weak.

• Urban policy often remained secondary to rural development priorities.

• Decentralisation constitutional moment (1992–1993)

• 74th Amendment introduced:

• Constitutional status to municipalities

• 12th Schedule functions

• Ward committees, State Election Commission, State Finance Commission provisions

• In practice, devolution remained partial.

• Reform and mission-mode governance (2000s)

• Urban reforms pushed through large programmes (e.g., municipal reforms linked to funding).

• Emphasis on infrastructure creation, but institutional coordination and local autonomy stayed limited.

• Smart city / AMRUT-era (2010s–2020s)

• Greater investment + tech layers (command centres, e-governance).

• Yet: operational silos, fragmented authorities, and weak mayoral power constrained outcomes.

• Current direction (mid-2020s onwards, conceptually)

• Stronger recognition that planning + governance architecture is decisive:

• City economic regions idea

• Grants linked to reforms, audits, OSR improvement

• Incentives to acknowledge urbanisation rather than stay “rural” on paper





• Logical and Philosophical Base

• (A) Principle of subsidiarity

• Idea: Decisions should be taken at the lowest effective level.

• Logic: City services are local and need fast feedback loops; higher levels are too 
distant for micro-priorities.

• (B) Democratic accountability and legitimacy

• Elected executives are more responsive because voters can reward/punish them.

• When the real executive is appointed, accountability becomes blurred.

• (C) Fiscal federalism & “finance follows function”

• If a city has responsibilities, it must have predictable funds and revenue tools.

• Executive power follows financial power—who controls budgets controls outcomes.

• (D) Public choice / principal–agent problem

• Citizens (principals) want services; multiple agencies (agents) dilute responsibility.

• Fragmentation produces “buck-passing” and low performance.

• (E) Urban citizenship and dignity

• Liveable cities relate to dignity: clean air, safe streets, commuting time, housing 
security.

• Governance failure becomes a justice issue, not only an efficiency issue.



• Multidimensional Analysis

• Social dimension

• Commute time, pollution, and housing insecurity affect health and family life.

• Poor last-mile connectivity disproportionately hurts women, elderly, and disabled.

• Displacement breaks informal work networks.

• Political dimension

• Weak mayors dilute democratic accountability.

• Urban voters often lack a clear “single throat to choke” for failures.

• Devolution changes power equations across State–local levels.

• Legal dimension

• 74th Amendment provides framework, but State laws and rules decide actual devolution.

• Issues around municipal powers to levy taxes/fees and enforce bylaws.

• Need for clear legal basis for metropolitan/regional governance across peri-urban zones.

• Ethical dimension

• Fairness in taxation (property tax updates) vs ability to pay

• Transparency in procurement and permissions

• “Right to the city” ethos—participation, inclusion, non-discrimination

• International dimension

• Global best practices: empowered mayors, integrated transport authorities, participatory budgeting.

• Climate commitments and SDGs push cities to be central actors (clean air, resilient infrastructure).

• Economic dimension

• Cities drive productivity; governance failures impose hidden costs:

• time lost in traffic

• health costs from pollution

• higher logistics and compliance burdens

• Better OSR + planning improves investment climate and job creation.



• Linkages with NCERTs 

• NCERT Civics

• Class 6, Social and Political Life: Local government basics; why local 
governance matters.

• Class 9, Democratic Politics: Democratic institutions and accountability 
(useful for mayor vs commissioner debate).

• Class 10, Democratic Politics: Power sharing and federalism—apply logic to 
third tier.

• NCERT Political Science

• Class 11, Indian Constitution at Work: Federalism, local self-government, 
constitutional institutions.

• Class 12, Politics in India since Independence: Governance challenges, 
development priorities, state capacity.

• NCERT Geography

• Class 12, Fundamentals of Human Geography: Urbanisation, migration, 
urban systems, settlement patterns.

• Class 12, India: People and Economy: Urban growth, regional development, 
infrastructure.

• NCERT Economics

• Class 11, Indian Economic Development: Infrastructure and human 
development (urban services as productivity drivers).

• Class 12, Macroeconomics (select themes): Public finance logic (revenues, 
grants, fiscal capacity).



• Linkages with UPSC CSE Syllabus 

• GS Paper 2 (Core linkage)

• Local governance: Devolution of powers and finances to local bodies

• Governance: Transparency, accountability, citizen charters, e-governance

• Welfare delivery: Urban services, housing, sanitation

• GS Paper 1

• Urbanisation: Problems and remedies; population, migration, slums, planning

• Society: Exclusion, informal sector livelihoods

• GS Paper 3

• Infrastructure: Urban transport, housing, sanitation, logistics

• Environment: Air pollution, waste management, urban resilience

• Inclusive growth: Urban inequality and service access

• GS Paper 4 (Ethics)

• Public service delivery ethics, accountability, integrity in urban regulation

• Ethical issues in data use, surveillance, displacement, prioritisation under scarcity

• Essay

• “Urbanisation and India’s development model”

• “Good governance as the real infrastructure”

• “The lived experience of growth”



• Way Forward 

• A) Fix governance architecture first

• Clarify “who does what” through State municipal laws aligned with 12th Schedule.

• Create single-point accountability for city-wide outcomes (especially transport + land use + utilities coordination).

• Strengthen Metropolitan Planning Committees where applicable; make them functional, not symbolic.

• B) Empower elected leadership meaningfully

• Move towards a model where the Mayor (or elected city executive) has:

• Real planning authority

• Budget control

• Power over key functionaries

• Define the Commissioner’s role as professional executive support with performance accountability, not parallel sovereignty.

• C) Use finance levers to force real devolution

• Design grants around:

• Audit compliance

• OSR growth

• Service delivery KPIs (water continuity, waste processing, road quality)

• Ensure predictable State transfers to ULBs so cities can plan multi-year projects.

• D) Build OSR fairly (not painfully)

• Property tax reforms:

• GIS mapping, rational valuation, regular updates

• Improve compliance through nudges + enforcement

• User charges with equity:

• Lifeline tariffs for the poor

• Cross-subsidy where justified

• Ring-fence revenues for visible service improvements to build trust.



• UPSC CSE (Mains)

• 2023 – GS Paper 2 (10 marks, 150 words):
“The states in India seem reluctant to empower urban local 
bodies both functionally as well as financially.” Comment.

• 2024 – GS Paper 2 (10 marks, 150 words):
Analyse the role of local bodies in providing good governance at 
local level and bring out the pros and cons of merging the rural 
local bodies with the urban local bodies.

• UPSC (Prelims) – common recurring themes (question-style 
areas)

• 74th Amendment: provisions, 12th Schedule, ward 
committees, types of municipalities

• Finance Commission grants and local body reforms (audit, 
accounts)

• Property tax, user charges, municipal finances (conceptual)




