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• Key Terms and Explanations

• Defense Indigenization: The process of developing and manufacturing defense equipment within the country to reduce reliance on 
imports.

• Example: Producing the Light Combat Aircraft (LCA) Tejas domestically instead of buying foreign fighter jets.

• Civil-Military Fusion (CMF): Integrating civilian technological advancements, industrial capacity, and academic research with military 
strategies to enhance national power.

• Example: Using civilian space tech startups to launch dual-use satellites that can help agriculture in peacetime and provide 
surveillance during conflicts. * Information Warfare (IW): The use of information and communication technology to manipulate, 
degrade, or destroy an adversary's information systems while protecting one's own. This includes psychological operations and fake 
news.

• Example: Deepfake videos of political leaders spreading panic during a border standoff.

• Civil Defense: Measures taken to protect the civilian population and infrastructure from the effects of military attacks or natural disasters.

• Example: Establishing protocols to keep the power grid running if a cyberattack hits major substations.

• Strategic Stockpiling: Maintaining emergency reserves of critical goods (oil, minerals, food, medicines) to ensure the country can survive 
supply chain disruptions during a war.

• Example: India’s Strategic Petroleum Reserves (SPR) built in underground rock caverns to hold crude oil for crisis situations.



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts 

• Core Thesis

• India should treat preparedness as deterrence: not a call for militarism, but a practical response to a world where conflict can 
expand beyond borders into infrastructure, economy, and social cohesion.

• Key Arguments 

• Peace cannot be assumed; preparedness reduces war probability

• Deterrence works when adversaries believe you can absorb shocks and retaliate effectively.

• Future conflicts are multi-domain

• Not only land borders—also air, sea, space, cyber, and narrative space.

• Drones/missiles allow striking deep targets without prolonged ground battles.

• “Strong military” alone is insufficient

• If an adversary can cripple power, fuel, logistics, financial networks, and morale, the war outcome shifts even if frontline 
strength is high.

• Indigenisation must be faster and deeper

• Imports create time lags (delivery cycles), vulnerability (sanctions/export controls), and maintenance dependence.

• Whole-of-government and whole-of-society planning is essential

• Civilian agencies, states, police, industry, academia, and media protocols are part of national security.

• The Policy Toolkit Emphasised (8-priority approach)

• Indigenise major platforms and munitions

• Scale cyber + information warfare

• Create civil–defence industrial partnerships (convertibility)

• Integrate academia with defence innovation

• Invest heavily in intelligence (tech + HUMINT)

• State-level civil defence protocols for infrastructure strikes

• Maintain stockpiles of energy and essentials

• Wartime media/social media protocols to prevent panic and demoralisation



• Historical Evolution of the Issue (Pre-independence → present)

• A) Pre-independence roots

• Colonial-era ordnance factories, dockyards, railways created early military logistics capacity—but designed for imperial priorities, not national 
self-reliance.

• B) Early Republic (1947–1962): Idealism meets security realities

• Initial emphasis on development and diplomacy, but:

• 1947–48 conflict and border disputes exposed preparedness gaps.

• Defence industry largely state-led; private sector role limited.

• C) 1962 turning point and consolidation (1962–1971)

• The 1962 war triggered a sharper focus on:

• Capability building, procurement, and defence R&D.

• 1965 and 1971 wars reinforced the need for logistics, ammunition, and industrial capacity.

• D) 1974–1998: Nuclear dimension + regional instability

• Nuclear capability created a deterrence layer, but also encouraged:

• proxy strategies by adversaries (terrorism, insurgency, deniable operations).

• E) Post-1999 (Kargil onwards): Doctrine + technology + internal security

• Shift towards surveillance, precision strikes, intelligence reform.

• 2008 terror attacks made internal security reforms and coastal security central.

• F) 2014 onwards: Procurement reforms + indigenisation push

• Stronger emphasis on:

• “Make in India” in defence, design-led manufacturing, private participation.

• Corporate/innovation mechanisms (start-ups, iDEX-type approaches).

• Persistent issues remain: long procurement cycles, engine dependence, electronics/semiconductors vulnerability.

• G) Current phase: Multi-domain threats

• Cyberattacks, misinformation, drones, and infrastructure vulnerability make civil preparedness + resilience central.





• Logical and Philosophical Base 

• A) Realism in International Relations

• The international system is anarchic; states prioritise survival.

• Peace is maintained through power, deterrence, alliances, and resilience, not 
goodwill alone.

• B) Security Dilemma

• One state’s defensive measures can appear offensive to another, triggering an 
arms spiral.

• UPSC angle: why preparedness must be paired with transparency, doctrine 
clarity, and diplomacy.

• C) Clausewitzian logic (war as politics by other means)

• War is not random; it is a tool to achieve political ends.

• Therefore, economic and societal endurance becomes part of strategy.

• D) Social contract and constitutional purpose of the state

• Citizens accept state authority partly because the state ensures security and 
order.

• But constitutionalism also demands that security measures be proportionate, 
lawful, and rights-respecting.

• E) Indian strategic tradition (useful enrichment)

• Kautilya’s Mandala theory: neighbourhood dynamics and pragmatic statecraft.

• Dharma (ethical restraint) + Kutayuddha (deception/strategy): helps discuss 
ethics of information war.



• Multidimensional Analysis

• Social

• Civil resilience: disaster-style preparedness for conflict shocks.

• Risks of rumour-driven panic (fuel, food, migration).

• Need community trust in institutions and transparent communication.

• Political

• Requires stable bipartisan consensus on national security basics.

• Civil–military coordination and parliamentary oversight strengthen legitimacy.

• Federal coordination: states as frontline managers of civilian order.

• Legal

• Cyber/information actions must remain within:

• IT law frameworks, criminal law, evidence rules, and proportional restrictions.

• Emergency powers must meet constitutional standards.

• Ethical

• Surveillance vs privacy; propaganda vs truthful communication.

• Ethical intelligence: human sources, targeted operations, collateral minimisation.

• “Ends justify means” thinking can erode democratic legitimacy.

• International

• Deterrence posture influences neighbours and partners.

• Security cooperation (intel-sharing, tech partnerships) vs strategic autonomy trade-offs.

• Managing escalation with crisis hotlines and diplomatic channels.

• Economic

• Defence production can generate:

• jobs, MSME ecosystems, tech spillovers (materials, aviation, electronics).

• But opportunity costs are real—hence emphasis on efficiency + dual-use innovation.



• Linkages with NCERTs 

• Polity / Political Science

• Class XI – Indian Constitution at Work

• Federalism, emergency provisions, executive power, rights vs 
restrictions (crisis governance).

• Class XII – Contemporary World Politics

• Security, conflict, power politics, deterrence, regional instability.

• Class XII – Politics in India Since Independence

• Post-independence security challenges, wars, internal security 
evolution.

• Economics

• Class XII – Introductory Macroeconomics

• Government expenditure, fiscal policy, deficits, inflation risks in 
supply shocks.

• Class XI – Indian Economic Development

• Industrial policy, self-reliance debates, role of public/private sector.

• Geography (selective utility)

• Class XII – Human Geography

• Transport/logistics as strategic infrastructure; industrial location 
factors; resource security.



• Linkages with UPSC CSE Syllabus 

• GS Paper 3 (highest overlap)

• Defence technology; indigenisation; borders; internal security challenges.

• Cyber security, money laundering/terror financing linkages (via grey-zone threats).

• Infrastructure resilience, energy security, logistics, supply chains.

• GS Paper 2

• Centre–State relations in civil defence and policing during crises.

• International relations: shifting geopolitics, alliances, regional security.

• Governance: crisis communication, institutional coordination, public order.

• GS Paper 1

• Post-independence consolidation and wars; social cohesion and communal harmony.

• World history themes: nature of modern warfare and state capacity (only as background).

• GS Paper 4 (Ethics)

• Proportionality, rights vs security, truth in public communication, leadership under crisis.

• Ethical dilemmas in intelligence, surveillance, and misinformation control.

• Essay

• Peace and preparedness; “security as precondition for development”; resilience; technology 
and society.

• Optional linkages

• PSIR: realism, deterrence, strategic culture, national security doctrine.

• Public Administration: whole-of-government coordination, crisis management.

• Economics: industrial policy, fiscal sustainability, strategic trade.

• Sociology: social cohesion, rumours, collective behaviour in crises.



• Way Forward 

• 1) Build resilience as a national mission (not only a defence agenda)

• National Critical Infrastructure Resilience Plan:

• redundancy in grids, secure telecom, hardened data centres, rapid repair contracts.

• 2) Defence procurement reform for speed + integrity

• Reduce time-to-contract; standardise requirements; stable multi-year orders.

• Lifecycle costing, performance-based logistics, and transparent audits.

• 3) Indigenisation with depth, not slogans

• Prioritise chokepoints: engines, sensors, chips, electronic warfare, propulsion, special alloys.

• Strengthen testing/certification labs and design capabilities.

• 4) Create competitive “national champions” without cronyism

• Long-term procurement visibility + export facilitation

• But also:

• competition where possible, anti-monopoly safeguards, outcome-linked incentives.

• 5) Scale cyber and information defence

• Cyber command maturity: incident response drills, zero-trust architecture, bug bounty culture.

• Information defence:

• rapid official communication, public media literacy, platform coordination under law.

• 6) Institutionalise civil defence with federal clarity

• State-wise civil defence SOPs:

• blackout protocols, shelter guidance, essential supply continuity, hospital surge plans.

• Joint drills: NDMA-style routines adapted for conflict contingencies.

• 7) Strategic reserves and supply-chain security

• Expand and diversify energy reserves and critical spares.

• Encourage domestic capacity for essential pharmaceuticals and electronics.



Previous Years’ UPSC Questions (PYQs)

Mains:

GS 3 (2020): What are the determinants of left-wing extremism in Eastern part of India? What strategy should Government of India, civil 
administration and security forces adopt to counter the threat in the affected areas? (Theme: Internal security preparedness)

GS 3 (2019): What is the CyberDome Project? Explain how it can be useful in controlling internet crimes in India. (Theme: Cyber security 
infrastructure)

GS 3 (2017): The North-East region of India has been infested with insurgency for a very long time. Analyze the major reasons for the survival of 
armed insurgency in this region. (Theme: Border management and security)

GS 3 (2014): How is the 'Make in India' programme different from earlier 'manufacturing' policies? (Theme: Self-reliance, adaptable to defense)

Prelims:

Questions frequently appear regarding specific defense technologies (e.g., Agni missiles, S-400), cyber security terms (ransomware, zero-day), and 
international agreements (Wassenaar Arrangement).





• Key Terms and Explanations

• Understanding the foundational vocabulary is crucial for grasping the broader implications of 
technology on society.

• Cognitive Democracy: This concept argues that democracy should not be limited to political 
representation (voting) but must extend to the realm of knowledge creation and validation. It 
advocates for ordinary citizens to have a say in how knowledge and technology are developed and 
deployed.

• Simple Example: Instead of a tech corporation solely deciding how an agricultural AI 
algorithm works, local farmers (the end-users) are involved in designing the parameters 
of the AI to ensure it respects traditional farming knowledge.

• Epistemology: The branch of philosophy concerned with the theory of knowledge—how we 
know what we know, and what differentiates justified belief from opinion. In the context of 
technology, it questions whether AI-generated data is open-ended and pluralistic, or restrictive and 
biased.

• Knowledge Panchayat: A conceptual grassroots democratic body designed to debate, critique, 
and regulate local applications of science and technology. It draws inspiration from traditional 
Indian local self-governance.

• Pugwash Movement: Originally a network of scientists focused on reducing the danger of armed 
conflict and seeking solutions to global security threats (particularly nuclear weapons). An "AI 
Pugwash" suggests a similar global, autonomous coalition to prevent the militarization of AI. * The 
"Great Celebration": A sociological concept describing periods where a society uncritically glorifies 
its dominant power structures or technological advancements, often silencing dissent, ignoring 
inequalities, and stifling critical imagination.



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• The discourse surrounding modern technology often overlooks its 
socio-political ramifications. Several core substantive arguments 
emerge when viewing AI through a critical democratic lens:

• The Illusion of the "Great Celebration": There is a tendency for 
the political elite and corporate powers to form a nexus, framing 
technological advancement purely as a victory. This narrative creates 
a sense of permanence and inevitability that silences critical 
questions about political economy, the availability of alternatives, and 
the right to dissent.

• Erosion of Scientific Autonomy: For science to truly serve society, 
it must maintain a healthy, critical distance from the state and 
corporate power. When scientific institutions become mere 
instruments of the state, they lose the autonomy required to conduct 
ethical and pluralistic experiments.

• The Democratic Deficit in AI: AI development currently lacks 
grassroots participation. The debate on technology policy tends to be 
exoticized and restricted to "experts," leaving little room for the 
ordinary citizen whose life is most impacted by these algorithms.

• The Need for Institutional Ethics: Ethics in the age of AI cannot 
rely on outdated frameworks. There is a profound need for 
autonomous research and ethics centers, entirely independent of the 
government, to handle the unique scientific responsibilities and the 
potential militarization of AI.



• Historical Evolution of the Issue

• The relationship between science, the state, and the public in India 
has evolved significantly.

• Pre-Independence (Pluralism and Experimentation): The Indian 
national movement was deeply dialogical and experimental. Leaders like 
Mahatma Gandhi viewed technology not as an end in itself, but as a tool 
for human empowerment (e.g., the Charkha as a symbol of 
decentralized, self-reliant technology). Debates flourished among various 
philosophical schools (Marxists, Gandhians) regarding the role of 
industrialization.

• Post-Independence (State-Led Science): The Nehruvian era focused 
on building massive scientific institutions (CSIR, IITs). While this 
established a strong scientific base, the narrative was heavily state-
driven. However, pioneering scientists often fought to maintain the 
autonomy of these institutions against bureaucratic overreach, 
emphasizing that laboratories should not become "tombs for burying 
scientific instruments."

• Liberalization to Present (Corporate-Tech Nexus): Post-1991, the 
driver of technological innovation shifted heavily toward the private 
sector. Today, with the advent of AI, the balance of power has tilted 
toward massive tech conglomerates, often operating in tandem with 
state interests, leading to a centralized, top-down imposition of 
technology with minimal public dialogue.





• Logical and philosophical base

• a) Democratic theory

• Democracy is not only about voting but also about who participates in defining 
problems, interpreting evidence and choosing technological paths.

• The argument extends democratic theory from political institutions to knowledge 
systems—“epistemic democracy”.

• b) Gandhian ethics and non-violence

• Gandhian thought emphasises small-scale technology, self-rule, moral 
responsibility and non-violence.

• Applying this to AI implies: minimise harm, be transparent, remain close to the 
lived experience of the weakest, and allow local experiments instead of 
one-size-fits-all mega-systems.

• c) Philosophy of science and technology

• Science and technology are seen as socially shaped, not value-neutral.

• AI systems embody assumptions about normality, risk, merit and deviance; 
therefore, their design must be open to democratic questioning.

• d) Epistemology: plurality of knowledges

• The article implicitly rejects epistemic monopoly (only one “scientific” way of 
knowing).

• It supports multiple knowledges—scientific, indigenous, artisanal, experiential—
each contributing to understanding AI’s impacts.

• e) Ethics of care and responsibility

• There is an ethics-of-care flavour: technology must consider the vulnerable, 
displaced, jobless and culturally marginalised.

• Responsibility is relational—between state, corporations, citizens, and non-human 
nature.



• Multidimensional analysis

• a) Social dimension

• AI can reinforce or reduce inequalities depending on design—e.g., biased recruitment algorithms vs inclusive health diagnostics.

• Knowledge panchayats can empower marginalised groups to question harmful deployments (predictive policing, credit scoring).

• b) Political dimension

• AI is becoming central to governance (welfare targeting, surveillance, smart cities).

• Democratising AI decisions could deepen decentralisation and participatory governance, but also challenge entrenched political-bureaucratic 
structures.

• c) Legal dimension

• Issues of data protection, privacy, algorithmic accountability, and due process are central.

• New laws may be needed for AI-specific harms (autonomous decision-making, deepfakes) and for recognising deliberative forums as part of 
decision-making.

• d) Ethical dimension

• Core values: autonomy, dignity, fairness, transparency, responsibility, and non-maleficence.

• AI can either erode autonomy (nudging, manipulation) or enhance it (assistive tools), depending on normative design.

• e) International dimension

• Global AI governance debates (OECD principles, UNESCO recommendations, EU AI Act).

• Developing countries like India face asymmetry: global firms control infrastructure and IP; local communities bear consequences.

• Knowledge panchayats and cognitive democracy could become models of South-centric AI governance.

• f) Economic dimension

• AI promises productivity gains, new industries and cost savings in service delivery.

• But it also creates job displacement, gigification of work, and concentration of wealth in a few platforms.

• Deliberative mechanisms can guide choices about taxation, social security, reskilling and public investments.



Linkages with NCERTs

Class 6–8 Social and Political Life (Civics)

• Concepts: democracy, local government, Panchayati Raj, participation.

• Use: Connect knowledge panchayats and experimental democracy to the basic ideas of participation and Gram Sabha.

Class 9 Democratic Politics – I

• Chapters: “What is Democracy? Why Democracy?”, “Democratic Rights”.

• Use: Extend definitions of democracy to include knowledge/technology decisions; link AI with rights (privacy, equality).

Class 10 Democratic Politics – II

• Chapters: “Power Sharing”, “Working of Institutions”.

• Use: Discuss AI as a new site of power, need for power-sharing between experts, corporations and citizens.

Class 11 Political Theory

• Chapters: “Democracy”, “Liberty”, “Equality”, “Justice”.

• Use: Cognitive democracy, non-violent science and AI ethics all fall under debates on what a just and egalitarian democracy requires.

Class 11 Sociology – Introducing Sociology / Understanding Society

• Themes: social change, globalisation, science, technology and society.

• Use: AI as a driver of social change, cultural anxieties, changes in work and communication.

Class 12 Political Science – Contemporary World Politics & Politics in India since Independence

• Themes: globalisation, human rights, science and technology in politics; debates on development and displacement.

• Use: Link AI to development vs displacement debates similar to big dams, nuclear power.

Class 12 Sociology – Social Change and Development in India

• Chapters: “Globalisation and Social Change”, “Mass Media and Communications”, “Social Movements”.

• Use: AI-driven platforms, algorithmic media, digital social movements.



• Linkages with UPSC CSE syllabus

• GS Paper I (Society)

• Indian society, social change, globalisation, effects of technology on social 
structure, women, vulnerable sections, and urbanisation.

• AI’s impact on social relations, employment, inequality, and cultural 
practices.

• GS Paper II (Polity and Governance)

• Constitution and democratic values, devolution of powers, Panchayati Raj, 
citizen participation, e-governance.

• AI in governance, need for transparency and accountability, knowledge 
panchayats as innovative participation mechanisms.

• GS Paper III (Science & Tech, Economy, Environment)

• Developments in S&T and their applications; indigenisation of technology; 
issues relating to intellectual property rights.

• Indian economy and employment; inclusive growth; infrastructure and 
investment in digital economy.

• Environmental issues linked to technological choices (data-centre energy 
use, e-waste).

• GS Paper IV (Ethics, Integrity, Aptitude)

• Ethics in public and private relationships; moral thinkers; work culture; 
probity in governance.

• Application of ethical principles to AI decision-making, responsibility gaps, 
transparency.



• Way forward

• 1) Institutionalise participatory AI governance

• Set up multi-level knowledge panchayats (local, sectoral, national) that review AI projects in health, welfare, policing, education and 
environment.

• Link their recommendations to statutory bodies (parliamentary committees, regulatory authorities) to avoid tokenism.

• 2) Embed constitutional and ethical principles in AI policy

• Operationalise principles like equality, non-discrimination, privacy and dignity in AI laws and guidelines.

• Mandate impact assessments (social, ethical, environmental) before deploying major AI systems, with public consultations.

• 3) Promote cognitive justice and inclusive expertise

• Recognise and fund collaborations between computer scientists, social scientists, ethicists, and affected communities.

• Encourage citizen science projects and local data initiatives where communities co-own and interpret data.

• 4) Build public capacity and awareness

• Integrate basic AI literacy, digital rights and ethics into school and college curricula.

• Use local languages, stories and case studies to explain how AI affects everyday life and rights.

• 5) Balance innovation with social protection

• Create robust reskilling and social-security frameworks for workers whose livelihoods are threatened by AI.

• Support labour-intensive sectors that generate dignified work even in an AI-rich economy (care work, ecological restoration, local crafts).

• 6) Foster global–local dialogue

• Participate actively in global AI governance forums, while foregrounding experiences of the Global South and vulnerable communities.

• Share best practices on participatory AI governance and learn from similar experiments abroad (citizen assemblies, digital consultations).



• UPSC Prelims 

• Questions on Artificial Intelligence applications (health, agriculture, education, governance).

• Questions on e-governance, digital economy, and data protection.

• UPSC Mains – GS papers

• GS-2

• 2020s: Questions on “role of civil society in democracy”, “citizen charter”, “e-governance – applications, models, 
limitations and successes”.

• Questions on devolution to Panchayats and municipalities, and participatory governance.

• GS-3

• Repeated questions on AI, robotics, IoT and their applications and challenges.

• Questions on inclusive growth, jobless growth, and impact of technology on employment.

• Questions on ethical issues in S&T, biotechnology, nuclear energy, etc.

• GS-4

• 2024: “The application of Artificial Intelligence as a dependable source of input for administrative rational 
decision-making is a debatable issue. Critically examine from ethical point of view.”

• Earlier case studies involving surveillance technologies, social media, data misuse, and automation.





• Key Terms and Explanations

• Cooperative (Co-op): An autonomous association of persons united 
voluntarily to meet their common economic, social, and cultural needs 
through a jointly-owned and democratically-controlled enterprise.

• Example: Amul (GCMMF) where farmers own the processing 
and marketing infrastructure.

• Gig Economy: A free market system in which temporary positions are 
common and organizations hire independent workers for short-term 
engagements.

• Example: A driver taking rides on Uber or a delivery partner for 
Zomato.

• Registrar of Cooperatives: A government-appointed official who 
oversees the registration, auditing, and functioning of cooperatives. This 
role is often criticized for being a tool for political interference.

• Labour Code on Social Security: One of the four new labor codes in 
India aimed at extending social security benefits (like insurance and 
pensions) to all workers, including those in the unorganized and gig 
sectors.

• Class Enemies vs. Class Collaborators: Marxist terms often used by 
trade unions. "Class enemies" refers to the antagonistic relationship 
between capital (owners) and labor. "Class collaboration" is a pejorative 
used when unions work too closely with owners, allegedly betraying 
workers' interests.



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• The core thesis suggests that Worker Cooperatives are a more sustainable and dignified 
alternative for gig workers than relying on state-led initiatives or exploitative private 
platforms.

• The Problem of State-Led Cooperatives: When the government initiates "cooperatives" 
(like the recent Bharat Taxi), they often become extensions of the bureaucracy. This leads 
to political capture where party functionaries, rather than workers, reap the benefits.

• The Success of Worker-Led Models: History shows that when workers lead (e.g., Indian 
Coffee House, Kerala Dinesh Beedi, or Uralungal), the outcomes are more resilient. These 
models insulate workers from the whims of private capital and the inefficiency of the state.

• The Gig Imperative: Gig work is often "informal by design." Platforms keep costs low by 
avoiding employer-employee relationships. A cooperative can act as a "collective 
employer," providing health insurance and retirement benefits by building these costs into 
the service fee.

• Consumer Responsibility: Currently, the consumer benefits from "rock-bottom prices" 
at the expense of worker welfare. A cooperative model would marginally increase prices 
for consumers to ensure a social safety net for the provider.

• The Ideological Barrier: Trade unions often avoid cooperatives because it blurs the line 
between "worker" and "owner." Becoming an owner-entrepreneur requires a shift from a 
"confrontational" mindset to a "managerial" one.



• Historical Evolution of the Issue

• Pre-Independence (Early 1900s): Credit cooperatives emerged 
to save farmers from moneylenders. Social reformers like 
Vagbhatananda in Kerala promoted "Labour Contract 
Cooperatives" (ULCCS, 1925) to provide dignified work.

• Post-Independence (1950s-70s): The state promoted 
cooperatives as part of the planned economy. However, this also 
led to the "Registrar Raj," where the state gained excessive 
control. Notable exceptions like the "Amul Model" succeeded by 
keeping the state at arm's length.

• The Trade Union Shift: Unions historically focused on the 
formal sector (factories/mines). As formal jobs shrank, some 
unions stepped in to save dying units (e.g., Indian Coffee House) 
via worker takeovers.

• The Digital Era (2010s-Present): The rise of algorithmic 
management (Uber/Ola/Swiggy) created a new class of "platform 
laborers." The 2020 Social Security Code recognized them for the 
first time, but implementation remains a hurdle.





• Logical and Philosophical Base

• The argument rests on pragmatic socialism over rigid Marxism. Logic: 
Co-ops blend ownership and work, enforcing self-discipline (e.g., Uralungal
bids/projects succeed via member accountability).

• Assumptions:

• Unions skilled at organizing but ideologically rigid—class enmity blinds 
them to worker-employer fusion.

• Markets globalized; informal needs entrepreneurial unions.

• Philosophical Foundations:

• Gandhian trusteeship: Wealth for society, not exploitation—Amul 
echoes this.

• Constitutional (Art 43A: worker participation; Preamble's socialism).

• Critiques Marx: Co-op members as "direct producers" reject alienation, 
embracing responsibility over perpetual conflict.

• It's Aristotelian mean—balance confrontation and cooperation for 
equity.



• Multidimensional Analysis

• Social Dimension

• Co-ops can reduce insecurity and improve dignity, especially for migrants and low-income workers.

• Can professionalize “invisible” care work (home nursing, domestic work) through training and standards.

• Risk: exclusion of weaker workers if entry rules become rigid or fees too high.

• Political Dimension

• Co-ops can democratize economic power at local level—new leadership can emerge from worker communities.

• Risk: party politicization and capture, particularly if contracts and subsidies become linked to patronage.

• Legal Dimension

• Questions arise on:

• worker classification (employee vs independent),

• liability and insurance,

• Need clear grievance redress and dispute resolution frameworks.

• Ethical Dimension

• Central ethical tension: low consumer prices vs fair worker welfare.

• Co-ops advance fairness, transparency, and voice, but must guard against internal exploitation and discrimination.

• International Dimension

• Globally, debates on “future of work” stress:

• decent work standards,

• India’s approach affects its reputation on labour standards and inclusive growth narratives.

• Economic Dimension

• Co-ops can support inclusive growth by converting precarious labour into organized service enterprises.

• Better incomes can raise local consumption and reduce vulnerability.

• However, scale and productivity gains require tech adoption and managerial capability.



• Linkages with NCERTs 

• Economics (Class 11) – Indian Economic Development

• Employment & informal sector: Nature of unemployment, informalisation, 
role of institutions.

• Inclusive growth: How institutions shape distribution and welfare.

• Economics (Class 12) – Introductory Macroeconomics / Indian Economy 
themes

• Money, credit, and institutions: Why access to finance matters for small 
producers and collectives.

• Government and welfare role: Public policy tools for social protection.

• Political Science (Class 11) – Indian Constitution at Work (themes)

• Rights and participation: Freedom of association; democratic functioning of 
institutions.

• Federalism and governance: State role in regulating co-ops and labour.

• Sociology (NCERT themes across Class 11–12)

• Work, labour, and social change: Changing nature of occupations; migration; 
urbanization; inequality.



• Linkages with UPSC CSE Syllabus 

• GS Paper 3 (Top linkage)

• Inclusive growth and issues arising from it

• Labour reforms; social security; employment

• E-commerce and digitization; technology disruption

• Infrastructure and services sector dynamics

• Economic development: institutional reforms

• GS Paper 2

• Government policies and interventions for development

• Welfare schemes and mechanisms

• Governance: transparency, accountability, citizen-centric administration

• Pressure groups and associations (trade unions), role in democracy

• Federal issues in cooperative governance

• GS Paper 1

• Society: urbanization, migration, changing nature of work

• Social empowerment and equality

• Role of social reform movements (Kerala-type context) in enabling democratic institutions

• GS Paper 4 (Ethics)

• Justice, fairness, dignity of labour

• Ethical issues in corporate/platform economy

• Public vs private responsibility for welfare

• Leadership and accountability within co-ops



• Way Forward 

• A. Build “Cooperative Autonomy with Accountability”

• Reduce discretionary interference by registrars; make interventions rule-based and time-bound.

• Mandatory transparent audits, online disclosure of key financials, and member access to records.

• Fast-track dispute resolution mechanisms for co-op elections, accounts, and mismanagement.

• B. Unions as Cooperative Incubators

• Create “Union-Coop Cells” with professionals:

• legal, accounting, tech, HR, compliance.

• Provide governance training:

• member rights, meeting processes, voting, conflict resolution.

• Promote women’s participation in care and service co-ops (home nursing, domestic work, health aides).

• C. Portable Social Security Architecture

• Use unique worker IDs and portable benefits so workers keep coverage even if they shift between platforms.

• Co-ops can act as benefit administrators:

• collect contributions,

• purchase group insurance,

• maintain welfare accounts.

• D. Tech and Market Strategy

• Build interoperable systems:

• easy onboarding, digital payments, grievance portal.

• Quality assurance:

• training, certification, service standards, customer feedback norms with due process.

• Branding based on trust:

• “fair work certified” services can attract conscientious consumers.





• Key Terms and Explanations

• Jus Cogens: These are "peremptory norms" of international law from which no 
derogation is permitted. Think of them as the "unbreakable rules" of the world.

• Example: The prohibition of genocide or the illegal use of force against 
another state.

• Targeted Killing: The intentional, premeditated, and deliberate use of lethal 
force by a state or its agents against a specific individual not in their physical 
custody.

• Example: A drone strike hitting a specific military commander in a non-
combat zone.

• State Sovereignty: The principle that a state has exclusive authority over its 
territory and domestic affairs, free from outside interference.

• Anticipatory/Preemptive Self-Defense: A legal claim that a state can use force 
to prevent an "imminent" attack.

• Example: Striking a missile silo because there is intelligence it will be 
fired within the hour.

• UN Charter Article 2(4): The cornerstone of international peace which 
prohibits the "threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political 
independence of any state."



• Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

• The core thesis posits that the assassination of state officials (specifically citing the 
2026 scenario of Ayatollah Khamenei) represents a terminal erosion of the 
international norm against political assassination.

• Routinisation of "Targeted Killings": What was once a covert, "deniable" act during 
the Cold War has become a declared, overt tool of statecraft. The transition from 
"assassination" (illegal) to "targeted killing" (presented as a security necessity) is a 
semantic shift used to justify lethal force.

• Violation of Sovereignty: The article argues that striking a high-ranking state official 
on their own soil is an act of aggression. It challenges the U.S. justification of "self-
defense," noting that for self-defense to be legal under the Nicaragua Case (ICJ) 
standards, there must be a high threshold of an "armed attack" already underway or 
truly imminent.

• The "Global War on Terror" Paradigm: Since 9/11, the distinction between "war" 
and "peace" has blurred. This allows states to treat the entire world as a battlefield, 
targeting non-state actors and state officials alike under the guise of counter-terrorism.



• Historical Evolution of the Issue

• Cold War Era (Pre-1990s): Covert operations were 
common (e.g., attempts on Fidel Castro), but states rarely 
admitted to them. There was a "norm of denial" to maintain 
the veneer of international law.

• Post-9/11 (2001–2010): The U.S. "War on Terror" 
introduced the drone program. Focus shifted to non-state 
actors (Al-Qaeda). The legal justification was the 
"Authorization for Use of Military Force" (AUMF).

• The Shift to State Officials (2020): The killing of Qassem 
Soleimani marked a shift from targeting "terrorists" to 
targeting "state military officials." This moved the needle 
from counter-terrorism to undeclared interstate conflict.

• The Present (2026): The hypothetical or actual targeting of 
a Head of State (Khamenei) represents the final collapse of 
the distinction between military targets and political 
leadership, potentially triggering a state of "forever war."





Logical and Philosophical Base

Realism vs. Idealism: The arguments rest on the tension between 
Realpolitik (states will do whatever is necessary for survival) and 
Legalism (states must follow the UN Charter to prevent global 
chaos).

The "Slippery Slope" Logic: If the international community remains 
silent when a "rogue" leader is killed, it sets a precedent that 
makes any leader a legitimate target, leading to global instability.

Philosophical Foundation: This draws from the "Just War Theory"
(St. Augustine/Aquinas)—specifically Jus ad Bellum (the right to go 
to war). If the cause isn't a direct response to aggression, the act is 
philosophically "unjust."



• Multidimensional Analysis

• A. Social dimension

• Civilian casualties and trauma can harden public opinion.

• Refugee flows and diaspora insecurity increase.

• Long-term: societies may normalise violence, weakening peace constituencies.

• B. Political dimension

• Strengthens hardliners on all sides (“they only understand force”).

• Shrinks space for moderates and negotiated settlements.

• Domestic politics in many states rewards “toughness,” punishes compromise.

• C. Legal dimension

• Erodes the credibility of the prohibition on force if stretched too far.

• Creates precedents other states can cite (“you did it, so can we”).

• Expands grey zones: covert war, cyber, proxies, deniable strikes.

• D. Ethical dimension

• Right to life vs national security

• Due process vs emergency logic

• Means-end dilemma: even if goals are security, methods may be unjustifiable.

• A useful ethics line for answers: Security policies must be effective, but also legitimate—otherwise they sow future insecurity.

• E. International dimension

• Polarisation in multilateral forums.

• Arms race dynamics, alliance consolidation.

• Nuclear non-proliferation regime stress: states seek “ultimate deterrence.”

• F. Economic dimension

• Oil and shipping disruptions → inflationary shocks.

• Defence spending rises; development spending squeezed.

• Investment uncertainty; sanctions and counter-sanctions distort trade.



Linkages with NCERTs

A. Class 12 Political Science (Contemporary World Politics)

Chapters on the UN and its reforms

•Links to UNSC effectiveness, veto, collective security vs unilateral action.

US hegemony and world politics

•Helps explain why rule-making and rule-bending can coexist.

Security in the contemporary world

•Traditional vs non-traditional security; terrorism; nuclear risks.

B. Class 11 Political Science (Political Theory)

Rights

•Right to life, limits on state power, legitimacy of coercion.

Peace

•Philosophical bases of peace, conflict resolution, ethics of war.

C. Class 10 Civics (Democratic Politics / Outcomes of Democracy)

Accountability and rule of law

•Useful to connect domestic constitutionalism with international rule-based conduct.



Linkages with UPSC CSE Syllabus 

GS Paper 2 (Strongest linkage)

• UN Charter principles, sovereignty, non-intervention.

• India’s position in West Asia, strategic autonomy, diaspora safety.

International Relations

• UNSC reform, multilateralism, effectiveness of global governance.

International institutions

GS Paper 3

• Terrorism, cross-border threats, security vs liberty debates.

Internal security

• Nuclear non-proliferation logic, strategic stability.

Science & tech / nuclear and strategic issues

GS Paper 4 (Ethics)

• targeted killing,

• civilian harm,

• proportionality,

• truth/verification in intelligence-based decisions.

Ethical dilemmas in:



• Way Forward 

• A. Strengthen restraint + clarity on use of force

• Push for clearer multilateral standards on:

• imminence,

• necessity and proportionality,

• transparency after strikes (public legal justification, not vague claims).

• B. De-escalation architecture

• Hotlines, crisis communication channels, third-party mediation.

• Regional security dialogues focused on:

• maritime safety,

• missile risk reduction,

• protection of civilians.

• C. Accountability toolkit (realistic, not idealistic)

• Independent fact-finding and reporting mechanisms.

• Targeted diplomatic costs for unlawful force (where consensus exists).

• Strengthen compliance incentives: trade, technology, and diplomatic 
engagement tied to restraint.

• D. Nuclear risk reduction (critical)

• Reinforce non-proliferation and verification pathways.

• Promote civilian nuclear safety norms and “no-strike” understandings near 
sensitive facilities.

• Encourage negotiated arrangements rather than coercive postures.



• A. UPSC Mains-style PYQ themes (repeated across years)

• UNSC reform and effectiveness in maintaining peace

• Use of force, sovereignty, and intervention

• International terrorism and cross-border countermeasures

• Nuclear order, deterrence, and proliferation risks

• Ethical governance in national security decisions

• B. Practice questions (PYQ-patterned)

• “International law permits the use of force only in exceptional 
circumstances.” Discuss the conditions and their misuse in contemporary 
conflicts.

• Targeted killing of individuals across borders raises legal and ethical 
dilemmas. Examine with reference to sovereignty, self-defence, and human 
rights.

• Why does the UN system struggle to prevent escalation in major power 
conflicts? Suggest reforms that are realistic, not utopian.

• Preventive war weakens international stability. Do you agree? 
Substantiate with arguments.

• Nuclear deterrence may prevent war, yet it can incentivise proliferation. 
Explain this paradox.

• Discuss how intelligence uncertainty affects democratic accountability 
in national security decision-making.

• Evaluate India’s options in West Asian instability with focus on energy 
security and diaspora protection.




