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1. Polity & Governance

Four stories from today's papers show the machinery of the Indian state in motion — an electoral roll clean-up in
Jharkhand sparking a disenfranchisement debate, a federal tug-of-war over the Uniform Civil Code, cooperative
federalism finally unblocking a Himalayan water project after an eight-year deadlock, and a retired judge reaffirming
the university's role as a space for dissent.

1.1 Special Intensive Revision (SIR) of Electoral Rolls — the Jharkhand Numbers

THE NEWS The Hindu reports that Jharkhand's SIR claims-and-objections deadline has been extended a second time, from
September 4 to September 15 and now to September 30. When the draft rolls were published on August 5, the electorate
stood at 63,24,116 — but 43,61,987 entries were flagged for removal under the categories of Absent, Shifted, Dead or
Duplicate (15,92,194 as 'shifted', 14,50,810 as 'absent/untraceable’, and 68,283 as 'duplicate’). Eligible citizens now have
until September 30 to seek inclusion or objection.

Article 324-329 (ECI's powers & electoral machinery); Article 326 (universal adult
franchise); Representation of the People Act, 1950 (S.21 — preparation of rolls) & 1951;
Draft vs Final electoral rolls; delimitation linkage (the 84th Amendment freezes seat-
shares till the first Census after 2026).

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

ECI's powers and electoral-roll integrity are tested almost every year in Prelims
(institutional powers) and periodically in Mains as a governance/electoral-reform theme.
WHY UPSC LOVES THIS A controversial administrative exercise like SIR — with a headline figure showing nearly
(TREND) 69% of the draft electorate flagged for possible removal in a single State — is prime
examiner material for a 'critically examine' question on balancing roll accuracy against
the constitutional guarantee of universal suffrage.

SIR is conducted under Article 326 read with the RPA 1950; deletion reasons are classed
PRELIMS NUGGETS as Absent, Shifted, Dead or Duplicate; Jharkhand's draft roll (5 August) listed 63,24,116
electors, of which 43,61,987 were flagged in these four categories.

Frame this as a 'Type | vs Type Il error' problem that no electoral-roll design eliminates
simultaneously. Type | error — deleting a genuine voter — violates Article 326's
affirmative promise of universal suffrage; Type Il error — retaining a bogus or duplicate
entry — undermines one-vote-one-value integrity and invites fraud. SIR, unlike routine
annual revision, is a full re-verification exercise compressed into a fixed window, which
structurally raises the error rate on both sides but especially Type |, because BLOs
verifying an entire electorate in weeks default to 'non-response equals absent' rather
than exhaustive multi-visit confirmation. The 69% flagging rate in Jharkhand's draft roll is
too large to be explained by genuine deaths/duplication alone — it signals that 'shifted’
and 'absent/untraceable’ tags are catching large numbers of seasonal/labour migrants
who remain legitimate residents but were simply not home when the BLO called. This
mirrors the controversy around Bihar's 2025 SIR, suggesting a structural design flaw
(compressed deadlines, single-visit verification, urban/migrant-heavy areas being hardest
to reach) rather than a one-off Jharkhand problem. The political fight over whether
deletions disproportionately hit poor, migrant or minority voters is ultimately an
empirical claim that only disaggregated data can settle — but the burden-of-proof
question (should the state have to justify each deletion, or should the citizen have to
justify each re-inclusion?) is the real constitutional fault line.

ANALYSIS

"The Special Intensive Revision of electoral rolls, while intended to improve accuracy,
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION risks disenfranchising genuine voters through opaque deletion criteria." Critically
examine, and suggest institutional safeguards.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE Introduction: Define SIR versus routine revision, and state the paradox — an exercise
MAINS QUESTION built to improve accuracy that, if mismanaged, produces mass disenfranchisement. Body
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— argue in four steps: (1) the legitimate rationale for SIR (removing
bogus/duplicate/dead entries protects one-person-one-vote integrity); (2) the
disenfranchisement risk, using Jharkhand's ~69% flagging rate as evidence, and naming
who bears this risk disproportionately — migrant workers, the urban poor, women who
relocate after marriage; (3) whether existing safeguards (the claims-and-objections
window, appellate review) are adequate in practice given literacy and digital-access
constraints, or merely adequate on paper; (4) a brief comparative note — some
democracies use automatic voter registration tied to other government databases
specifically to avoid this trade-off. Conclusion: Roll accuracy should be pursued through
technology-assisted, multi-source verification and genuinely long, well-publicised
objection windows — not through compressed bulk exercises whose administrative
convenience is bought at the cost of constitutional inclusion.

Q1. As the District Election Officer of a Jharkhand-like constituency where nearly seven
in ten draft-roll entries have been flagged for removal, what ground-verification checks
would you insist on before any deletion becomes final?

Approach: Move from single-visit, non-response-equals-absent verification to a
mandatory two-visit protocol at different times of day/week to catch shift and seasonal
workers. Require corroboration from at least two independent sources (Aadhaar-linked
address, ration card, utility bill, employer certificate) before any 'shifted/absent' tag is
finalised, rather than accepting BLO non-contact alone. Run mohalla-level verification
camps with local ward representatives and civil-society volunteers to catch cases BLOs
miss, and maintain a time-stamped, photographic/GPS record of each visit so decisions
are auditable. In short, shift the standard from 'delete unless the BLO happened to find
them' to 'delete only on clear, corroborated evidence'.

Q2. How do you balance two competing public goods — a 'clean’ roll free of
ADMINISTRATOR'S bogus/duplicate entries, and the constitutional promise that no genuine citizen loses
BRAINSTORM — Q & their vote to an administrative shortcut?

APPROACH Approach: Treat enfranchisement as the constitutional default and deletion as the
higher-burden exception — the presumption should favour retention unless there is
affirmative, corroborated evidence of ineligibility, not merely an absence of confirmation.
This reverses the practical incentive BLOs currently face (where an unverified entry
defaults to deletion) and instead makes the administration responsible for proving a
name should come off, not the citizen responsible for proving they still belong on it.

Q3. What would you tell a migrant worker registered at both his native village and his
rented city address — fraud, or a structural gap the system hasn't solved?

Approach: Structural gap, not fraud, as long as he is not voting from both. The fix is a
formal, low-friction 'address transfer' or portable-registration mechanism (ideally linked
to Aadhaar-based address updates as corroborative evidence) that lets a migrant
regularise his registration without being penalised for the system's own rigidity — the
administrative failure is the absence of an easy transfer pathway, not the migrant's dual
footprint.

1.2 Uniform Civil Code — the Fight Over the Route (Parliament vs '‘Backdoor’)

THE NEWS J&K CM Omar Abdullah tells the BJP the UCC should be enacted through Parliament, not brought in piecemeal,
state by state — a swipe at Union Home Minister Amit Shah's assertion that UCC will be implemented in all NDA-ruled
States. Abdullah argues personal-law reform of this magnitude 'is not a state-ruled matter' and should not be decided by
individual States 'as if it were a big thing.' He also referenced the BRICS Summit's joint declaration condemning the
Pahalgam attack, and cautioned against reading too much into what other countries say about India's foreign policy.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE Article 44 (DPSP on UCC) is non-justiciable; Entry 5, Concurrent List (7th Schedule) covers
personal law, so both Centre and States can legislate; Uttarakhand's 2024 UCC is the first

Page 4



UPSC CSE Digest - 16 September 2026

operative state-level precedent; the tension between Article 25 (freedom of religion) and
Article 14/15 (equality) underlies the debate.

UCC is a perennial GS2/Essay theme that has only grown hotter since Uttarakhand's
WHY UPSC LOVES THIS enactment. Examiners like testing whether you can move past the binary 'for/against
(TREND) UCC' framing to the federalism question: can a Concurrent List subject be implemented
piecemeal without creating a 'checkerboard' of personal-law regimes across India?

Personal law is Entry 5 of the Concurrent List (List 111); Article 44 is a Directive Principle,

PRELIMS NUGGETS . . .
not enforceable in court; Uttarakhand became the first State to enact its own UCC (2024).

This isn't really a dispute about whether UCC is desirable — most major parties nominally
endorse Article 44's goal. It's a dispute about method and sequence, and three pathways
are on the table. Parliament enacting a national UCC using its Concurrent List
competence is legally the cleanest but politically the hardest, since it requires building
consensus across allies with minority-heavy vote bases (TDP, JD(U)) who have already
signalled hesitation. States enacting their own UCCs individually is administratively easier
and lets the Centre 'pilot-test' political reception (Uttarakhand being the test case) — but
it produces exactly the checkerboard problem Abdullah is warning against: a citizen's
ANALYSIS marriage, divorce or inheritance rights would change on crossing a state border,
undermining the very idea of uniformity Article 44 exists to serve. The third option —
status quo — is safest politically but leaves a 75-year-old constitutional directive
unfulfilled. Crucially, because personal law sits in the Concurrent List, Article 254 means
any later central law overriding conflicting state provisions would prevail — so state-level
UCCs are legally provisional, a pilot rather than a permanent solution, whatever their
political framing. Abdullah's objection is also plausibly shaped by J&K's specific position
as a Muslim-majority State watching Hindu-majority-led States legislate first on personal
law — a federalism argument with an unmistakable minority-anxiety undertone.

"The debate on the Uniform Civil Code is less about its constitutional desirability and
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION more about the method and sequence of its implementation." Discuss, with reference to
the choice between Parliamentary legislation and piecemeal state-level enactment.

Introduction: State that UCC is constitutionally permissible at both Union and State levels
under the Concurrent List, but the political sociology of each route differs sharply. Body:
(1) the federalism argument — the 'checkerboard' problem and loss of portability of
personal-law rights across state lines; (2) the political-economy reading — why the
Centre may prefer states pilot first, diffusing electoral risk and testing minority-
community reaction before a harder national push; (3) the Article 254 override doctrine,
which makes state-level UCCs inherently provisional rather than a final constitutional
answer; (4) the minority-rights dimension — fear of majoritarian imposition via State
legislatures versus the legitimacy a negotiated, Law-Commission-anchored national
process would carry. Conclusion: A national UCC enacted via Parliament, built on broad-
based consultation and a phased/optional design (drawing on Uttarakhand's tribal-
exemption model), better serves both uniformity and federal comity than an
uncoordinated state-by-state rollout.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

ADMINISTRATOR'S Q1. As a Law Ministry official asked to draft a coordinating framework while several
BRAINSTORM — Q & States pursue their own UCC models, how would you prevent legal fragmentation while
APPROACH still respecting States' constitutional right to legislate on a Concurrent subject?

Approach: Issue a Centre-drafted 'model code' — similar in spirit to the Model GST law —
that States are encouraged (not compelled) to adopt, preserving substantive uniformity
on the provisions that matter most for portability (marriage age, divorce grounds,
inheritance shares) while allowing limited local/administrative customisation. This avoids
outright legislative pre-emption, which would be politically explosive, while still limiting
the degree of fragmentation any individual State's version can introduce.
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Q2. How would you address genuine anxieties among religious minorities about the
erosion of personal-law protections, without letting that concern become a permanent
veto on reform?

Approach: Involve legal experts and religious bodies from minority communities directly
in the drafting process from the outset, rather than repeating the top-down 1955-56
Hindu Code Bill model that reformed only Hindu personal law unilaterally. Retain
religiously significant personal practices that don't conflict with constitutional morality
(e.g., religious solemnisation rites) while standardising only the legal consequences —
property, custody, maintenance — that a uniform code needs to actually deliver on its
promise.

Q3. What consultative architecture would you propose to build durable political
consensus rather than a coalition-fracturing, piecemeal rollout?

Approach: Sequence it: a Law Commission report with a draft Bill, followed by structured
pre-legislative consultation with State governments and community/religious bodies,
then a pilot phase in willing States using tribal-type exemptions where needed, and
finally a national rollout with a built-in review/sunset clause for the most contested
provisions — so consensus is built incrementally rather than assumed.

1.3 Kishau Multipurpose Dam Pact — Cooperative Federalism Over an 8-Year Deadlock

THE NEWS Himachal Pradesh, Uttarakhand, Uttar Pradesh, Haryana, Rajasthan and Delhi signed an MoU for the X15,624-
crore, 422 MW Kishau Multipurpose Project on the Tons river (a Yamuna tributary), which the Centre calls the tenth long-
pending water dispute it has resolved. The original MoU dates to May 12, 1994, alongside two sister projects — Lakhwar
and Renukaji — which already signed their own implementation MoUs in 2015 and 2017 and are under construction;
Kishau alone stayed stuck for eight years because Himachal Pradesh, which bears the greatest submergence (around 2,950
hectares, 17 villages, ~5,500 people across the two States) for a proportionally smaller share of the water, held out over
cost-sharing. The June 2026 breakthrough came when the Centre agreed to bear about 90% of the cost, with the remaining
10% split among the beneficiary States.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

Inter-State River Water Disputes Act, 1956; Article 262 (bars ordinary courts from
adjudicating inter-state river disputes); River Boards Act, 1956; contrast with tribunal-
based adjudication (Cauvery, Krishna, Mahadayi) — adversarial and decades-slow —
versus an MoU-based negotiated settlement.

Inter-state water disputes are a GS2 federalism staple (Cauvery, Krishna-Godavari, Ravi-
Beas, Mahadayi have all featured). A fresh, successfully negotiated example like Kishau
lets you argue for 'cooperative federalism' as an alternative to slow tribunal litigation — a
differentiator from cookie-cutter answers that only cite old, unresolved disputes.

Kishau Dam: 232.6 m concrete gravity dam on the Tons river, at the Sirmaur (HP)-
Dehradun (Uttarakhand) border; storage capacity 1,562 million cubic metres; irrigation
potential 97,000 hectares; will generate 1,476 million units of clean hydropower; part of
a 1994 Yamuna MoU alongside Lakhwar and Renukaji.

This case is a textbook illustration of how India's water federalism has shifted, in at least
some instances, from 'adjudicate the conflict after it becomes a crisis' (tribunals — post-
facto, adversarial) toward 'negotiate the benefit-sharing before construction' (MoU-
based, ex-ante, cooperative). But look closely at what actually caused the eight-year
delay: it wasn't water allocation — that was fixed back in 1994 — it was cost-sharing,
because Himachal Pradesh bears a disproportionate ecological cost (submergence,
seismic risk in a fragile Himalayan zone, displacement of ~5,500 people) for a project
whose water/irrigation/drinking-water benefits flow mostly downstream to UP, Haryana,
Rajasthan and Delhi. This 'upstream sacrifice, downstream benefit' asymmetry is a
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structural pattern across Indian river-basin projects (it recurs in North-East hydropower
feeding the national grid, and in forest States bearing conservation costs for a nationally-
shared carbon benefit). The resolution — the Centre absorbing 90% of the cost —
converts a horizontal (state-to-state) equity problem into a vertical (Centre-to-state)
fiscal transfer: Himachal's objection is bought out with money rather than resolved by
adjusting the underlying water-sharing formula. That's politically efficient (no state has to
formally cede its water share) but raises a fiscal-federalism concern worth flagging in any
answer: if the Centre routinely absorbs project costs to break deadlocks, does that create
a moral hazard where states learn to hold out for ever-larger central bailouts on future
projects, rather than negotiating benefit-sharing directly with each other?

"Inter-State river-water disputes in India have traditionally been resolved through slow,
adversarial tribunal adjudication." Discuss how MoU-based cooperative federalism, as
illustrated by the Kishau Dam agreement, offers an alternative approach, and examine its
limitations.

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

Introduction: Frame Kishau as a cooperative-federalism example — MoU-based cost-
sharing resolving an eight-year deadlock — and note it is fundamentally different from a
water-allocation dispute. Body: (1) clarify that the dispute was about cost, not water, and
explain the upstream-sacrifice/downstream-benefit asymmetry that drives most such
standoffs; (2) explain how central fiscal absorption resolved it, and flag the moral-hazard
risk this creates for future negotiations; (3) contrast with tribunal-based models (Cauvery,
Krishna) — slower and more adversarial, but arguably more durable because backed by
adjudicated legal finality, versus an MoU that remains open to future renegotiation.
Conclusion: MoU-based cooperative federalism works well where all parties want the
project and the dispute is over cost/benefit allocation; tribunal adjudication remains
necessary where the dispute is over genuinely scarce water and interests are zero-sum.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

Q1. As a Joint Secretary in the Ministry of Jal Shakti coordinating this project, how
would you sequence environmental clearance, rehabilitation & resettlement, and
benefit-sharing so it doesn't stall again?

Approach: Front-load rehabilitation-and-resettlement planning and
seismic/environmental risk assessment before financial closure, not after — locking in
displaced people's consent and compensation terms early so they don't become a second
flashpoint once construction is already underway and politically harder to pause. Pair this
with a river-basin-level monitoring authority publishing real-time sediment and seismic
data on a public dashboard, so trust is built through transparency rather than assumed.

Q2. Himachal Pradesh bears the greatest submergence but a smaller water share —

how do you ensure the 'losing' State experiences the 90:10 Centre-funded deal as
genuinely fair, not merely bought off?

ADMINISTRATOR'S

BRAINSTORM — Q & Approach: Go beyond one-time cash compensation: build in ongoing structural benefits
APPROACH for HP — guaranteed local-employment quotas during construction and operation, a
perpetual (not one-time) share of hydropower royalty revenue, and infrastructure
development (roads, health facilities) explicitly tied to project milestones — so HP
experiences a continuing stake in the project's success rather than a single upfront payoff
that is quickly forgotten.

Q3. Given Nepal's flash floods show how fast Himalayan hydropower infrastructure can
be destroyed by sediment and glacial-lake risk, what would you insist on building into
Kishau from day one?

Approach: Make continuous sediment-load and glacial-lake telemetry a statutory pre-
condition for financial closure rather than a post-construction retrofit, with its cost built
into the X15,624-crore project budget and its data feeding directly into NDMA's early-
warning network — treating monitoring as a standard operating cost of Himalayan
infrastructure, not an optional add-on.

Page 7



UPSC CSE Digest - 16 September 2026

1.4 "A University Is Meant for Dissent” — a Retired Judge on Civil Liberties and Protest

THE NEWS Retired Supreme Court judge Justice Sudhanshu Dhulia tells The Indian Express that a university exists precisely
to raise dissenting voices — 'agar aap issko daba doge, toh phir university kaise rahegi' (if you suppress this, how will it
remain a university) — and that the Supreme Court recently used its extraordinary powers under Article 142 to quash FIRs
registered across the country against students who had participated in protests over exam-paper leaks, an agitation
spearheaded at Jantar Mantar. He also discussed judicial restraint on the death penalty and on court observations about
the hijab.

Article 19(1)(a) (freedom of speech) subject to Article 19(2) reasonable restrictions;
Article 142 (Supreme Court's power to pass orders for 'complete justice'); the ongoing
judicial and political debate around sedition-type provisions and their use against student
protestors.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

Civil liberties versus public order is an evergreen GS2/Essay theme; a retired judge

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS publicly framing dissent as constitutionally essential — while citing a concrete instance of
(TREND) the Supreme Court using Article 142 to quash protest-related FIRs — gives you a citable,
current example rather than an abstract principle.

Article 142 empowers the Supreme Court to pass any order necessary for 'complete
PRELIMS NUGGETS justice' in a matter before it — used here to quash FIRs against students linked to the
exam-paper-leak protests centred at Jantar Mantar.

The case reveals a recurring administrative pattern: default to criminal law (FIRs,
sometimes serious sections) first when a protest is inconvenient, and let judicial
correction happen later. This is administratively 'efficient' in the short run — it disperses
the protest and signals firmness — but institutionally costly, and the costs compound in
three ways when courts eventually quash such FIRs en masse (here via the Supreme
Court's extraordinary Article 142 power): first, it wastes police and prosecutorial
resources that were never going to result in a conviction; second, it damages the
credibility of the state's threat of prosecution for genuinely serious future offences, since
courts and the public start discounting FIRs as reflexive rather than substantive; third, it
ANALYSIS creates a chilling effect on legitimate dissent that a functioning democracy actually needs
— in this instance, students flagging exam-paper leaks were arguably serving the public
interest of exam integrity, not undermining it. The deeper administrative lesson is that
distinguishing protest which genuinely disrupts public order (legitimately regulable) from
protest that is merely inconvenient or embarrassing to authorities (constitutionally
protected) requires a proportionality judgment that field-level police, under political and
bureaucratic pressure to 'restore order quickly', routinely get wrong. That the Supreme
Court needed its rare Article 142 'complete justice' power — rather than ordinary case-
by-case appellate correction — to fix this signals the scale of the overreach was systemic,
not incidental.

"Reflexive criminalisation of protest, even when later corrected by the judiciary, imposes
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION costs that far outweigh its short-term administrative convenience." Discuss with
reference to the recent use of Article 142 to quash FIRs against student protesters.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE Introduction: State the doctrinal position — Article 19(1)(a) is subject to reasonable
MAINS QUESTION restrictions under 19(2), but any restriction must be proportionate to an actual,
demonstrable public-order threat, not merely political inconvenience. Body: (1) the facts
— protests over exam-paper leaks, a legitimate public-interest grievance; (2) why mass
FIR-filing constituted overreach under the proportionality test; (3) the institutional
incentives (political pressure, career incentives for a quick 'resolution') that push field
administration toward over-criminalisation; (4) the compounding costs of over-
criminalisation — wasted resources, chilling effect, erosion of public trust, and the need
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for the Supreme Court's rare Article 142 intervention. Conclusion: A rights-respecting,
graded protest-management protocol — negotiation and grievance redressal before
criminalisation, judicial-standard evidence built in from the start rather than treated as
an afterthought — serves both public order and constitutional liberty better than
reflexive FIR-filing.

Q1. As a District Magistrate facing a sustained student protest movement over an
exam-paper leak, where do you draw the line between maintaining law and order and
respecting the constitutional right to peaceful assembly?

Approach: Apply a real-time proportionality test: if the protest is noisy or inconvenient
but not violent, does not block essential services beyond a reasonable, time-bound
threshold, and does not damage property, it stays protected — regulate only its time,
place and manner (routes, duration) rather than banning or criminalising it outright.
Reserve criminal-law escalation strictly for actual violence or property damage,
documented at the moment it occurs, not anticipated as a precaution.

Q2. What proactive grievance-redressal or dialogue mechanisms could you
institutionalise before a protest escalates to the point where filing FIRs becomes your
default response?

Approach: Set up a standing grievance cell with published, fixed response timelines for
the underlying complaint (here, exam-paper-leak integrity) so protest isn't the only
channel available to be heard, and publicise this channel actively so organisers perceive
the administration as responsive rather than adversarial from the very start of a dispute.

Q3. If a court later quashes FIRs your administration filed during a protest, what does
that tell you about the long-term institutional cost of the 'easy’ short-term option?

Approach: It tells you the short-term option wasn't actually cheap — it cost police and
prosecutorial time, damaged the credibility of future genuine charges in the eyes of
courts and the public, and chilled dissent the system arguably needed to hear. The
operational lesson is to treat 'will this order or FIR survive judicial review' as a real
constraint on decision-making in the moment, not a legal-department concern to be
dealt with only if and when it is challenged.
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2. International Relations

Today's world pages read like a live case study in multipolarity under strain — a chokepoint crisis threatening India's
energy lifelines, a carefully-worded China reset after BRICS, and a superpower visibly reallocating its strategic attention
across the globe.

2.1 Red Sea, Hormuz and a Widening Yemen War — India's Energy Security on the Line

THE NEWS India said it is 'deeply concerned' by the blockades in the Bab-el-Mandeb Strait (Red Sea) and the Strait of
Hormuz (Persian Gulf); a ship carrying 14 Indian seafarers was targeted off the Oman coast on Sunday, and MEA
spokesperson Randhir Jaiswal condemned Houthi attacks on 'Saudi sovereign territory, civilian infrastructure and economic
assets.' Separately, Saudi Arabia and the Iran-backed Houthis traded strikes as the Yemen conflict intensified — Saudi
authorities issued civil-defence alerts across several cities including Jeddah, Yanbu and Taif, while the Houthi-backed
Yemeni government said it now controls almost the entire western coast; Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman
discussed the crisis with Egypt's President Sisi in Cairo.

Sea Lines of Communication (SLOC) and maritime chokepoints (Bab-el-Mandeb, Hormuz,
Malacca); India's heavy crude-oil import dependency; SAGAR doctrine (Security and
Growth for All in the Region); the Indian Navy's standing Gulf presence built up since the
2019 tanker-attack crisis.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

Maritime security and Indian Ocean/West Asia geopolitics recur across GS2/GS3; the Red
WHY UPSC LOVES THIS Sea-Hormuz crisis has matured into a fully testable topic blending energy security, naval
(TREND) strategy and citizen-safety dimensions — a strong 'multi-dimensional' answer
opportunity.

Bab-el-Mandeb links the Red Sea to the Gulf of Aden; the Strait of Hormuz links the
PRELIMS NUGGETS Persian Gulf to the Gulf of Oman; the Houthi-backed Yemeni government claims control
of nearly the entire western Yemeni coastline as of this crisis.

India's cautious 'deeply concerned' language sits atop a genuine structural vulnerability: a
large share of India's crude imports transit the Gulf/Red Sea corridor, and sustained
disruption cascades into higher freight-insurance costs, delivery delays and, eventually,
domestic fuel-price and inflation pressure — note the direct textual link to the same
day's 'Sugar rush... RBI rate hike' story, since imported inflation risk would compound an
already-stressed CPI reading. Three response layers matter for a strong answer.
Diplomatically, India's historically non-aligned posture in West Asia lets it engage Saudi
Arabia, Iran and the Houthi-aligned Yemeni administration simultaneously — a real
comparative advantage over Western powers widely seen as partisan in the conflict.
ANALYSIS Operationally, the Indian Navy's standing Gulf deterrence presence (built since the 2019
tanker attacks) provides escort capability, but not blanket protection against a crisis of
this scale. Economically, India's crude-sourcing diversification (larger US and Russian
shares in recent years) offers more insulation than a decade ago, but doesn't eliminate
risk, since alternative routes around the Cape of Good Hope add both cost and transit
time. Citizen-safety diplomacy — the targeted ship, and the safety of the millions of
Indians working across the Gulf — is a distinct, parallel obligation: India's evacuation
track record (Op Ganga, Op Kaveri) is strong, but a full evacuation from an active Gulf war
zone would be logistically far harder than either precedent given the sheer scale of the
Indian diaspora there.

Discuss the implications of the escalating Red Sea-Hormuz crisis for India's energy
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION security and the safety of its citizens in the Gulf. What measures should India adopt to
insulate itself from recurring maritime chokepoint disruptions?

MODEL APPROACH TO THE Introduction: State India's structural energy and trade dependency on the Bab-el-
MAINS QUESTION Mandeb-Hormuz corridor. Body: (1) the scale of that dependency and its inflation/fiscal
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implications; (2) the three-layered Indian response — diplomatic neutrality/engagement,
naval presence, import diversification — and the specific limits of each; (3) the parallel,
non-negotiable citizen-safety dimension. Conclusion: Argue that India needs a standing,
funded contingency framework for West Asian disruptions — pre-negotiated supply lines,
rehearsed evacuation logistics, a forex/fiscal buffer — rather than relying on ad hoc, Op
Ganga-style improvisation each time a crisis recurs.

Q1. As a desk officer in MEA's Gulf division, how would you sequence diplomatic
engagement for de-escalation against operational coordination with the Navy for the
safety of Indian-crewed shipping?

Approach: Run both tracks in parallel through an integrated crisis cell reporting to the
NSA rather than in silos: MEA pursues quiet diplomacy with Saudi Arabia, Iran and
Houthi-aligned authorities in parallel — since India has no adversarial history with any of
them — while the Navy reactively escorts Indian-flagged or Indian-crewed vessels on
each specific threat. The two tracks should share real-time intelligence so diplomatic
outreach and naval posture reinforce rather than duplicate each other.

Q2. What contingency plan would you keep ready for an oil-price or freight-cost shock
hitting India's import bill and inflation?

Approach: Maintain strategic petroleum reserves at target coverage, keep emergency
supply arrangements pre-negotiated with diversified sources (US, Russia, alternative Gulf
routes), and build fiscal flexibility (excise-duty headroom) so a price shock can be partly
absorbed by the exchequer rather than passed through immediately to consumers and
CPI.

2.2 India-China Ties Post-BRICS — 'Mutual Respect, Mutual Interest, Mutual Sensitivity"

THE NEWS MEA spokesperson Randhir Jaiswal said PM Modi underlined to President Xi Jinping, on the sidelines of the 18th
BRICS Summit, that both sides should be guided by 'mutual respect, mutual interest and mutual sensitivity.' Chinese
Foreign Minister Wang Yi said Xi and Modi reached their 'most important consensus' during the meeting. China's Foreign
Ministry spokesperson said India has an independent foreign policy and 'will not allow any force to engage in anti-China
activities on its territory,' adding that China 'values PM Modi's statements' and reiterated its position on Taiwan and Tibet,
asking that both sides show sensitivity to each other's 'core concerns.'

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

LAC disengagement process since the 2020 Galwan clash; the Special Representatives
mechanism and the Working Mechanism for Consultation & Coordination (WMCC);
India's structural trade deficit with China; the historical baseline of the 1993/1996/2005
border-management agreements.

India-China relations are asked in some form almost every year; the carefully-hedged,
formulaic diplomatic language on display here ('mutual respect, mutual interest, mutual
sensitivity') is itself a useful case study in how both sides manage a relationship that is
normalising in form but not yet resolved in substance.

The 18th BRICS Summit was hosted in New Delhi; 'mutual respect, mutual interest and
mutual sensitivity' is the three-part formulation both governments used to frame the
Modi-Xi meeting.

The carefully-choreographed language here means less than it sounds. It commits to
process — dialogue continuing — without committing to substance: no LAC-resolution
timeline, no trade rebalancing, no reciprocal concession on the boundary question
matching what China is asking of India on Taiwan/Tibet. Notice the asymmetry in the
reported language: China explicitly wants India to show 'sensitivity' to its 'core concerns'
on Taiwan and Tibet, but there is no matching, equally specific Chinese commitment to
show sensitivity to India's core concern — the unresolved boundary dispute. That
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asymmetry is itself informative about relative negotiating leverage in the post-Galwan
relationship. The strategic risk for India is 'normalisation without resolution': trade, travel
and diplomatic contact resume — genuinely good for economic ties and people-to-
people links — while the fundamental boundary dispute sits exactly where it was,
meaning China captures the economic benefits of normalisation without paying any
strategic price for it. This is precisely why India's stated position has consistently been
that normalisation should be downstream of border peace, not the reverse — but
sustained economic and political pressure to 'move on' has historically eroded that
sequencing over time, as seen after Doklam.

Distinguish between 'normalisation' and 'resolution' in the context of India-China
relations after the BRICS Summit. Does the resumption of diplomatic and economic
engagement, without corresponding progress on the boundary question, serve India's
long-term strategic interests?

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

Introduction: Distinguish 'normalisation' (process resuming) from 'resolution’ (the
underlying dispute actually being settled). Body: (1) unpack what the reported language
commits to and, more importantly, what it doesn't; (2) highlight the asymmetry in whose
'sensitivities' are being explicitly asked for; (3) place this within the standard India-China
MODEL APPROACH TO THE cycle — crisis, freeze, cautious re-engagement, incomplete resolution, repeat (Doklam,
MAINS QUESTION Galwan); (4) flag the risk of normalisation outpacing resolution and eroding India's
negotiating leverage over time. Conclusion: India should calibrate economic and
diplomatic normalisation strictly to verifiable, reciprocal progress at the LAC, treating
economic engagement as leverage to be earned by China rather than an unconditional
goodwill gesture.

Q1. Advising ahead of the next round of talks, how would you sequence confidence-
building measures against the still-unresolved boundary question?

Approach: Adopt a strict 'step-for-step' reciprocity framework: tie each economic or
people-to-people concession — direct flights, business visas, investment approvals — to
a specific, independently verifiable security reciprocity step, such as confirmed troop
pullback or buffer-zone maintenance at a named friction point, rather than extending
ADMINISTRATOR'S them as unconditional goodwill gestures that China can bank without reciprocating.

BRAINSTORM — Q &

2. How do you prevent diplomatic language of 'mutual respect and sensitivity' from
APPROACH Q you p p guag p y

being read domestically as more substantive progress than has actually occurred?
Approach: Communicate plainly and consistently that economic engagement and
security vigilance are not contradictory — much as the US and EU manage relations with
strategic competitors — and avoid 'breakthrough' framing in official messaging that
raises public expectations security agencies cannot responsibly meet, since an over-
promised narrative makes any future setback look like a policy failure rather than the
expected texture of a still-unresolved relationship.

2.3 The US Redirects Military Aid from Europe/West Asia Toward the Americas

THE NEWS The Trump administration is stripping tens of millions of dollars in US military assistance from countries in
Europe and West Asia — reprogramming $52 million in foreign military financing away from Slovakia, North Macedonia,
Tunisia and Iraq — to support 'conservative-leaning' governments in Central and South America (Panama, Ecuador, Peru,
Colombia). The State Department says the funds will help 'combat narcoterrorism' and 'secure the Panama Canal,’
explicitly framing the move as prioritising the Western Hemisphere, which it says has been 'historically neglected' in US
military assistance — a decision the report notes is also a veiled jab at China's growing footprint in Latin America.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE Great-power reallocation of strategic attention/resources; the concept of a state's 'near
abroad' (the Monroe Doctrine tradition, echoed here); implications of US retrenchment
from Europe/West Asia for regional security architectures those regions had come to
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This is a fresh, concrete data-point for the well-worn 2023-24 mains theme of 'India's
WHY UPSC LOVES THIS foreign policy in an increasingly multipolar, less US-centred world' — a good example of a
(TREND) great power visibly re-prioritising, which strengthens the case for India's own strategic-
autonomy and diversified-partnership approach.

N/A (context fact) — useful in an answer as evidence of the US pivoting security
PRELIMS NUGGETS resources toward Latin America (the Panama Canal, in particular) partly in response to
China's regional presence.

This is a data point in the broader 'America First / hemispheric prioritisation' trend under
the current US administration: finite foreign-military-financing dollars are being pulled
from Europe and West Asia — regions the administration implicitly signals it now sees as
either less urgently threatened, or as primarily Europe's own responsibility — and
redirected to Latin America, explicitly framed around countering Chinese influence and
securing the Panama Canal. Two implications matter for India. First, reduced US
bandwidth and commitment to security partners outside its immediate hemisphere
reinforces the long-standing case for India's own strategic autonomy and diversified
partnerships, so India is not overly reliant on any single security guarantor — directly
relevant to how India thinks about the Quad and about its continued defence-
relationship diversification across Russia, France and Israel alongside the US. Second, it
signals a more transactional, sphere-of-influence-oriented US foreign policy overall,
which India needs to factor into its own risk calculus about how much weight to place on
US backing in, say, an Indo-Pacific contingency, since the same 'hemispheric
prioritisation’ logic could someday extend to a narrower US definition of its own core
interests elsewhere too.

ANALYSIS

"The reallocation of US military assistance away from Europe and West Asia toward the
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION Western Hemisphere reflects a broader trend of great powers narrowing their strategic
commitments." Discuss its implications for India's foreign policy of strategic autonomy.

Introduction: State the shift — the US reallocating military-assistance resources
hemispherically, away from Europe/West Asia and toward Latin America. Body: (1) what
changed and why (the Panama Canal, countering Chinese influence in Latin America); (2)
implications for the European/West Asian partners losing that aid; (3) implications for
India's own risk calculus regarding the reliability of US security backing elsewhere; (4) the
resulting case for continued Indian investment in strategic autonomy — diversified
partnerships and domestic defence capability. Conclusion: Great-power reallocation of
this kind reinforces, rather than undermines, the logic of India's long-standing multi-
alignment strategy.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

Q1. Would you treat this shift as an opportunity, a risk, or both — and how would that
shape near-term Indian diplomatic priorities?

Approach: Treat it as both, and respond accordingly: as an opportunity to deepen India's
BRAINSTORM — Q & own engagement ip Europfe :.m'd‘W.est Asia where U.S bandwidth is r'eceding — 'trade, .
APPROACH defence exports, diplomatic initiatives — and as a risk to hedge against by not increasing
India's dependence on US security commitments in the Indo-Pacific without diversified
backup options, continuing to invest in defence indigenisation and Quad-plus
partnerships with Japan, Australia and France regardless of how US priorities shift.

ADMINISTRATOR'S
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The business pages show an economy running two simultaneous stories — genuine external-sector strength (a 26%
jump in goods exports) sitting alongside rising domestic price pressure and a global bond-market storm that together
are pushing the RBI toward its first rate hike in years.

3.1 August Goods Exports Soar 26% — India's Trade Deficit Narrows

THE NEWS India's goods exports jumped 26% in August, driven by a sharp rise in shipments to the US (up over 21% to $8.3
billion) despite Washington's tariffs — the sharpest export jump to the US this calendar year — partly helped by a weaker
rupee. Non-petroleum, non-gems & jewellery exports rose 22.72% to $34.68 billion. Overall, including services, exports
grew 25.4% to $82.7 billion in August, while imports grew a slower 18.7% to $92.1 billion, narrowing India's total trade

deficit.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

Balance of Payments basics — merchandise vs services trade, trade deficit vs current
account deficit; the effect of currency depreciation on export competitiveness; India's
engagement with the WTO's Ministerial Conference process (MC14, held in Cameroon)
and its evolving position on plurilateral trade agreements, which a companion report says
may be 'shifting' post-BRICS as India considers pathways for plurilateral deals it had
earlier resisted (such as the Investment Facilitation for Development pact).

External-sector performance (exports, trade deficit, currency) is a GS3 staple; this story
usefully complicates the simplistic 'rupee depreciation is bad news' narrative by showing
how it also boosted export competitiveness — a nuance examiners reward.

August 2026 exports (merchandise + services) grew 25.4% to $82.7 billion; imports grew
18.7% to $92.1 billion; exports to the US rose over 21% to $8.3 billion despite US tariffs.

The headline '26% export surge' masks an important nuance worth surfacing in any
answer: part of the gain is a valuation effect (rupee depreciation making Indian goods
cheaper in dollar terms), which mechanically inflates dollar-value growth figures even
without a matching rise in real volume — though the report does note both value and
volume grew, so this is a partial rather than total explanation. That exports to the US rose
'despite tariffs' is itself analytically interesting: either Indian exporters are absorbing
some tariff cost through thinner margins, or the rupee's depreciation is offsetting the
tariff's price effect for the American buyer — and if so, this is not a durable competitive
advantage, since it depends on the rupee staying weak and could reverse quickly if the
currency stabilises or the RBI hikes rates to defend it (a live possibility, discussed in the
next item). There's also a distributional dimension worth flagging: a narrowing trade
deficit doesn't automatically mean the 'right' sectors — labour-intensive manufacturing
with high employment-elasticity — are driving the growth; the underlying data shows
textiles actually declining even as some other categories surge, meaning the aggregate
number can look strong while employment-relevant segments lag.

India's August export surge, though impressive in headline terms, conceals important
structural nuances." Examine the factors driving this growth and discuss the sustainability
of a currency-driven improvement in export competitiveness.

Introduction: State the headline figure, then immediately flag that a currency-driven
valuation effect and a real competitiveness gain are analytically distinct, even if both
contributed here. Body: (1) decompose the growth into currency effect vs volume effect;
(2) interrogate the 'despite tariffs' framing — who is actually absorbing the tariff cost; (3)
examine sectoral composition — which segments are driving growth, and whether
employment-intensive sectors like textiles are participating or lagging; (4) note the
sustainability question, since a currency-driven export gain is vulnerable to the same
interest-rate and inflation dynamics discussed in the RBI rate-hike story. Conclusion:
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Policy should target structural competitiveness — logistics, ease of doing business, FTA
access, sector-specific support for labour-intensive exports — rather than treating a
weak-rupee-driven surge as evidence that no further reform is needed.

Q1. As a Commerce Ministry official, how would you convert this one-month surge into
a durable trend rather than a currency-driven blip?

Approach: Invest in trade-facilitation infrastructure — faster port turnaround times,
more accessible export credit — pursue FTAs with markets showing genuine demand
growth, and direct production-linked support toward higher value-addition and labour-
intensive segments specifically, rather than assuming a weak-rupee tailwind will persist

long enough on its own to matter.
ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q & Q2. With India reportedly reconsidering its opposition to some WTO plurilateral deals

APPROACH after BRICS discussions, how would you weigh deeper plurilateral engagement against
the risk of eroding multilateral consensus norms?

Approach: Engage selectively rather than wholesale: join plurilateral tracks where India
already has aligned domestic capacity and clear interest (for instance specific services or
digital-trade areas), while continuing to resist blanket erosion of the multilateral,
consensus-based negotiating norms that have historically protected developing-country
interests at the WTO — treating each plurilateral proposal on its individual merits rather
than as a package deal.

3.2 UPI Merchant Discount Rate (MDR) Returns — Rebalancing Digital-Payments
Economics

THE NEWS The National Payments Corporation of India has introduced a 0.4% Merchant Discount Rate on UPI merchant
(P2M) transactions above 2,000, capped at 300, effective October 15 — small vendors, person-to-person (P2P) transfers,
and sectors like railways, telecom, insurance, fuel and agriculture inputs remain exempt. P2P transactions make up 70% of
UPI's total transaction value. The government says the fee — shared among banks and payment-app providers — will fund
‘continuous technological innovation' and let fintech start-ups compete with well-capitalised players, and has directed
banks to ensure merchants don't pass the cost on to customers.

India's Digital Public Infrastructure (India Stack — UPI, Aadhaar, DigiLocker); the 'zero-
STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE MDR' policy that has applied to UPI/RuPay debit transactions; the JAM trinity's role in
financial inclusion.

Digital-economy governance is an emerging GS3 theme; this is a rare, testable example of
the state stepping back from a purely 'free-for-all' digital-inclusion policy toward a
sustainability-first model — good material for a 'trade-off' style answer.

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

MDR = Merchant Discount Rate; the new 0.4% fee applies only to P2M (person-to-
PRELIMS NUGGETS merchant) UPI transactions above 32,000, capped at X300 per transaction, effective 15
October; P2P transfers stay free.

ANALYSIS This marks a genuine philosophical shift in India's digital-payments policy: from a growth-
at-all-costs, state-subsidised-adoption phase (zero-MDR since 2020, with the ecosystem's
infrastructure costs effectively absorbed elsewhere) to a maturity phase in which the
ecosystem is expected to substantially self-fund. The policy's design — a 32,000
threshold, an exemption for small merchants, a 300 cap — attempts to protect financial-
inclusion goals while extracting revenue specifically from higher-value transactions,
which is a progressive design in principle. Two risks deserve attention in any answer.
First, enforcement: with millions of small merchants and limited regulatory bandwidth,
individual banks may find it operationally simpler to apply the MDR uniformly regardless
of the 2,000 exemption threshold, effectively defeating the government's directive that
costs not be passed down — this is a compliance-monitoring problem as much as a
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MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q &
APPROACH
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policy-design one. Second, the political framing itself is contested — Opposition calling it
a 'Modi tax' versus reports linking it to US trade-deal pressure — a reminder that even
technically sound policy needs a deliberate communications strategy to avoid being read
entirely through a partisan lens regardless of its underlying economic logic.

"The reintroduction of a Merchant Discount Rate on UPI transactions marks a shift from a
subsidised-adoption model of India's digital-payments ecosystem to a self-sustaining
one." Discuss the rationale, the built-in safeguards, and the enforcement challenges of
this policy.

Introduction: Frame this as a shift from a subsidised-adoption phase of India's digital-
payments story to a self-sustaining-infrastructure phase. Body: (1) the stated rationale —
funding continued innovation and letting fintech start-ups compete; (2) the design
features meant to protect financial inclusion (thresholds, sectoral exemptions); (3) the
enforcement risk — can the 'no pass-through to small merchants' promise actually be
guaranteed given the scale of India's retail ecosystem; (4) the political-economy
dimension, since even sound policy can be undermined by how it's perceived.
Conclusion: The policy is economically defensible but needs a robust monitoring
mechanism — audits, merchant/consumer grievance redressal — to ensure the inclusion
safeguards hold in practice, not just on paper.

Q1. How would you monitor and enforce the directive that merchants must not pass
the MDR on to consumers, given the scale and informality of India's retail ecosystem?

Approach: Use NPCl's existing transaction-level data to flag merchants whose prices
move in apparent correlation with MDR implementation, combine this with an accessible
merchant/consumer grievance hotline, and hold banks accountable through periodic
compliance audits with defined penalties where a bank is found to be permitting or
facilitating pass-through.

Q2. How would you evaluate, a year from now, whether this fee actually funded the
‘continuous innovation' it was meant to?

Approach: Require NPCI to publicly report how MDR revenue is allocated —
infrastructure upgrades, developer incentives, fraud-detection investment — against
measurable KPIs such as system uptime, new fintech entrants and fraud-rate reduction,
reviewed annually, and revisit the fee structure if the promised outcomes fail to
materialise.

3.3 Rising Rates on Two Fronts — Domestic Inflation Meets Global Bond-Market Stress

THE NEWS India's retail inflation rose to an eight-month high of 4.82% in August (wholesale inflation to 9.92%), driven by a
19% month-on-month jump in sugar prices and rising chip/electronics costs, prompting analysts to expect the RBI's
Monetary Policy Committee to raise the repo rate by 25-55 basis points at its October 7 meeting — its first hike in over
three-and-a-half years. Simultaneously, an Indian Express explainer traces why the US 10-year Treasury yield hit a two-
decade high: the US fiscal deficit is climbing, public debt has crossed $40 trillion, annual interest payments have swelled to
$1.3 trillion (at an average 3.49% cost), and President Trump's public pressure on the Fed — including reported plans to
install Kevin Warsh as Fed Chair — has raised doubts about the US central bank's independence and inflation-fighting
credibility, pushing yields higher still. Higher US yields raise borrowing costs and pull capital away from markets like India's.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS

Monetary Policy Committee mechanics (inflation targeting under the flexible inflation-
targeting framework); the CPI basket and its transmission from wholesale (PPI-type) to
retail prices; sovereign bond-yield mechanics and how they transmit across borders via
capital flows and borrowing costs; central-bank independence as an institutional-
credibility issue.

'External sector vulnerability' and the domestic inflation-growth trade-off are GS3
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PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q &
APPROACH
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staples; this story is unusually rich because it lets you connect a purely domestic RBI
decision (driven by sugar prices!) to a purely external one (US fiscal politics) in a single
answer — exactly the kind of synthesis that separates a top-scoring response.

India's August 2026 CPI inflation: 4.82% (an eight-month high); WPI: 9.92%; the RBI's next
MPC meeting is October 7; US 10-year Treasury yield is at a two-decade high, and US
public debt has crossed $40 trillion.

This story is valuable precisely because it lets you demonstrate causal-chain thinking
across two seemingly unrelated tracks. Track one, domestic: a sugar-price supply shock
(19% month-on-month) plus rising chip/electronics prices is pushing CPI to an eight-
month high — this is largely a supply-side, sector-specific phenomenon, the kind
monetary policy is traditionally weak against, since a rate hike does not grow more
sugarcane. Track two, global: US fiscal deterioration and doubts about Fed independence
are pushing global yields up, which pressures the rupee and risks importing inflation via
costlier imports and capital outflows. This creates a genuine dilemma for the RBI worth
naming explicitly: if it hikes purely to fight domestic supply-side inflation, it risks choking
demand without touching the actual cause (sugar prices); if it hikes to defend the rupee
against global yield pressure, that is a different, external-stability justification, with
different implications for how 'temporary' the hike should be communicated as. A
sophisticated answer distinguishes between these two rationales rather than treating
'inflation is up, therefore hike rates' as a single, undifferentiated policy response —
because the right calibration (how much, and how it's communicated) genuinely differs
depending on which rationale is doing the work.

India's central bank faces a twin challenge of domestic supply-side inflation and global
bond-market stress emanating from US fiscal and monetary uncertainty." Discuss the
dilemma this poses for monetary policy and suggest an appropriate calibrated response.

Introduction: Set up the RBI's twin-pronged dilemma — a domestic supply shock and
global yield pressure arriving simultaneously. Body: (1) examine whether the domestic
inflation is demand- or supply-driven, and whether that changes the appropriate tool (a
blunt rate hike versus a targeted supply-side intervention); (2) trace the transmission of
rising US yields into India via the rupee, FPI flows and imported inflation; (3) weigh the
risk of over-tightening — real growth costs from hiking aggressively for reasons that are
partly external and outside India's control; (4) argue for a policy mix — monetary
response paired with targeted fiscal/supply-side measures (sugar-stock release, import-
duty adjustments) — rather than relying on interest rates alone. Conclusion: A calibrated,
clearly-communicated approach that explicitly distinguishes transitory supply shocks
from persistent inflation serves the economy better than a single blunt rate hike.

Q1. As an RBI policy advisor ahead of the October 7 MPC meeting, does the domestic-
versus-imported distinction matter for how much to hike, and how would you calibrate
it?

Approach: Yes — it changes the calibration even if it doesn't remove the case for hiking.
Recommend a moderate hike, toward the lower end of the 25-55 basis-point range under
discussion, paired with explicit forward guidance that further action depends on how
quickly the sugar-price shock unwinds, so markets don't read a modest move as
complacency about the currency or inflation expectations.

Q2. What non-rate tools would you deploy alongside monetary policy so the entire
adjustment burden doesn't fall on interest rates alone?

Approach: Release buffer sugar stocks to directly address the supply shock, review
import duties on key electronics/chip inputs feeding the other inflation driver, and use
targeted (not full-offset) forex intervention to smooth rupee volatility — reserving rate
policy as the tool of last resort for genuinely broad-based, persistent inflation rather than

Page 17



UPSC CSE Digest - 16 September 2026

Page 18



UPSC CSE Digest - 16 September 2026

4. Geography, Environment & Disaster Management

The Himalayas dominate this beat today — a cautionary tale from Nepal's flash floods sits alongside a very local, very
visible failure of environmental civic compliance during Ganesh Chaturthi.

4.1 Nepal's Flash Floods Expose the Fragility of Himalayan Hydropower

THE NEWS The Hindu's Science page maps the aftermath of the August 26 Nepal flash floods, which damaged at least 13
hydropower projects along the Bhotekoshi and Trishuli river corridors and one solar plant, hitting roughly 470 MW of
under-construction capacity. ICIMOD's 2023 report found suspended sediment load in Hindu Kush Himalaya (HKH) rivers
has risen ~80% over six decades due to heavier rainfall, faster glacier melt and thawing permafrost; between 2014-2024
the region recorded over 2,500 landslides, 258 earthquakes and repeated glacial lake outburst floods (GLOFs). Nepal meets
over 90% of its power needs from hydro. A companion piece on 'peak water' warns Himalayan glaciers are approaching a
mid-century tipping point, threatening long-term water security for a region underpinning over 20% of India's GDP, while
only 21 of an estimated 40,000 HKH glaciers are ground-monitored.

The Hindu Kush Himalaya (HKH) region spans 8 countries; Glacial Lake Outburst Floods
(GLOFs) — recall Chamoli (2021) and South Lhonak (2023); the Disaster Management Act,
2005 and the NDMA/SDMA institutional framework; India's own hydropower build-out in
similarly fragile Himalayan terrain (see the Kishau project in the Polity section above).

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

Himalayan disasters (Chamoli, Joshimath, Kedarnath) are an evergreen GS1

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS (geography)/GS3 (disaster management) theme, and 'sustainable development in
(TREND) ecologically fragile zones' is a classic essay topic — this story lets you cite a fresh, cross-
border example rather than only India's own past disasters.

ICIMOD = International Centre for Integrated Mountain Development (Kathmandu-
based, intergovernmental body covering the 8 HKH countries); 'peak water' is the point
at which glacier-fed river flows stop rising and begin permanently declining; only ~21 of
an estimated 40,000 HKH glaciers are ground-monitored.

PRELIMS NUGGETS

The core lesson is a mismatch between risk-assessment horizons and physical-
infrastructure lifespans. Hydropower projects are designed and financed on 30-50-year
horizons that assume relatively stable hydrology, but climate change is compressing the
timescale over which Himalayan river systems are becoming unstable — accelerating
glacier melt, higher sediment loads, more frequent extreme rainfall — meaning risk
assessments conducted even a decade ago are now systematically out of date. The
'sediment problem' specifically is under-monitored precisely because it is a slow-
accumulating risk (unlike a sudden earthquake) that doesn't trigger the same regulatory
urgency, even though it steadily degrades both power-generation capacity (clogged
turbines) and structural safety (increased load and erosion) over the project's life. For
India, the parallel is direct and immediate: projects like Kishau, discussed in the Polity
section above, sit in the same broader Himalayan risk landscape. The administrative
lesson worth carrying into any answer is that environmental clearance processes need to
treat glacial-lake and sediment-load monitoring as a continuous, funded operational
requirement — not a one-time Environmental Impact Assessment checkbox ticked at the
approval stage and then forgotten.

ANALYSIS

"Static, one-time environmental risk assessments are increasingly inadequate for
infrastructure in the ecologically fragile Himalayan region." Discuss with reference to
recent hydropower damage from flash floods in Nepal, and suggest reforms to India's
own environmental-clearance framework.

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

MODEL APPROACH TO THE Introduction: State the core problem — static, one-time risk assessment colliding with
MAINS QUESTION dynamic, accelerating climate risk in the Himalaya. Body: (1) sediment load as an under-
monitored, slow-onset risk that degrades both generation capacity and structural safety;
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(2) GLOF risk from retreating glaciers, with Chamoli and South Lhonak as precedent; (3)
India's own comparable exposure, including under-construction projects like Kishau; (4)
the institutional gap — EIA treated as a one-time approval hurdle rather than an ongoing
monitoring mandate. Conclusion: Reform environmental clearance to require continuous,
funded risk monitoring as a condition of the clearance itself, with real-time data feeding
into NDMA's early-warning systems, not merely a pre-construction study filed away after
approval.

Q1. How would you integrate continuous risk monitoring into project approvals despite
the added cost and delay this implies?

Approach: Make continuous sediment and glacial-lake telemetry a statutory pre-
condition for financial closure — not an optional add-on — and amortise its cost into the
project's tariff structure so it is treated as a standard cost of building in this terrain,
applied uniformly across all future projects, rather than a special burden singling out any
one developer.

Q2. How do you balance a hydro-dependent State's revenue and energy needs against
the repeated lesson that current risk assessments underestimate cascading Himalayan
hazards?

Approach: Push for energy-mix diversification (solar and wind where feasible) to reduce a
State's sole dependence on high-risk hydro assets, and insist on risk-adjusted project
appraisal that factors in expected disaster-related revenue loss over the project's full life
— rather than appraising a project only on its rated nameplate capacity, which
systematically overstates its real long-run value.

4.2 'Green Concerns' — Plaster-of-Paris Ganesh Idols Keep Washing Ashore

THE NEWS The Hindu's front page carries a photograph of plaster-of-Paris Ganesha idols washed up on Lawson's Bay
Beach, Visakhapatnam, noting that 'despite repeated appeals to use eco-friendly idols, non-biodegradable idols continued
to be manufactured and sold' in the city.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

CPCB guidelines on idol immersion (restrictions on Plaster of Paris and synthetic/toxic
paints, in force since 2020); Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974; the role
of Urban Local Bodies in enforcing eco-friendly-idol norms and providing designated
immersion points; the broader theme of festival-linked pollution (also relevant to
Diwali/firecracker debates).

Festival-linked pollution enforcement gaps are a recurring, low-effort-high-yield GS3
example — useful whenever an answer needs a concrete instance of 'environmental
regulation that exists on paper but fails in implementation.'

CPCB's idol-immersion guidelines restrict the use of Plaster of Paris and non-
biodegradable/toxic materials; ULBs are responsible for enforcement and for providing
artificial/designated immersion sites.

This is a small but illustrative case of the classic 'regulation exists, enforcement doesn't’
governance failure. CPCB guidelines on idol materials have existed since 2020, yet non-
compliance persists because enforcement is structured at the wrong point in the supply
chain — typically attempted at the point of immersion, by which time the idol has already
been manufactured, sold and used, and stopping thousands of individual devotees at
that moment is both logistically near-impossible and politically fraught given the religious
sensitivity involved. This mirrors many other Indian environmental-regulation failures —
plastic bans, e-waste rules — where the state relies on end-point enforcement against
millions of dispersed individual consumers instead of a comparatively small and
identifiable number of upstream producers and sellers, where enforcement would
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_ actually be administratively feasible.

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q &
APPROACH

"Despite clear regulatory guidelines, environmental compliance during religious festivals
remains poor because enforcement is targeted at the wrong point in the supply chain."
Critically examine this statement with reference to idol-immersion pollution.

Introduction: Frame this as an enforcement-point design problem, not a lack-of-rules
problem. Body: (1) summarise the existing CPCB framework; (2) explain why end-point
(immersion-site) enforcement fails — scale, timing, and the political sensitivity of
intervening in religious practice; (3) propose the alternative — upstream regulation at the
manufacturing/licensing stage, where the number of actors is small and identifiable; (4)
add a demand-side complement — subsidised natural-clay alternatives and early public
information campaigns to shift purchasing decisions before they're made. Conclusion:
Shift enforcement upstream to idol manufacturers and sellers, paired with accessible
eco-friendly alternatives, rather than relying on point-of-immersion policing that is both
logistically late and politically difficult at festival scale.

Q1. As a Municipal Commissioner, what combination of enforcement versus persuasion
would you prioritise, given enforcement at the point of immersion is always too late?

Approach: Prioritise upstream licensing and inspection of idol-manufacturing units — a
small, identifiable set of actors, unlike millions of individual immersions — and pair this
with subsidised clay-idol supply chains and public-awareness campaigns launched
months before the festival, not during it, so demand shifts before purchase decisions are
already locked in.
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5. Science & Technology

Two stories converge on the same underlying question: what happens when a powerful new capability — orbital
weapons, or Al in the classroom — spreads faster than the institutions meant to govern it.

5.1 The US Confirms Deploying Weapons in Space — and the Treaty Gap Behind It

THE NEWS The US has, for the first time, publicly confirmed deploying weapons in space, with Air Force Space Cyber
Conference remarks stating the US now has 'on-orbit space control weapons capable of defending the joint force against
hostile adversary action.' China and Russia immediately criticised the move, calling the US 'ambitious' about expanding its
space-force capabilities and urging 'complete demilitarisation of space'; both have also tested and fielded counter-space
capabilities. A companion Indian Express explainer maps how weapons in space can target Earth-to-space
(anti-satellite/ASAT), space-to-space (co-orbital) or space-to-earth, and notes that only four countries — the US, Russia,
China and India (via Mission Shakti, 2019) — have demonstrated ASAT capability; the 1967 Outer Space Treaty bars
weapons of mass destruction in orbit but does not ban conventional space weapons, and a 2008 China-Russia proposal for
a 'Prevention of the Placement of Weapons in Outer Space' treaty has gone nowhere at the UN Conference on
Disarmament for want of major-power support.

Outer Space Treaty, 1967 (no sovereignty claims, bars WMDs, enshrines the peaceful-use
principle); the stalled 'Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space' (PAROS)/'Prevention of
STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE the Placement of Weapons in Outer Space' proposals at the UN CD; India's own ASAT
capability (Mission Shakti, 2019); the Artemis Accords as a voluntary, non-binding US-led
framework India has signed.

Space security is a rising GS3 theme as India's own space and satellite assets expand; the
WHY UPSC LOVES THIS treaty-gap angle (WMDs banned, conventional space weapons not) is exactly the kind of
(TREND) nuanced legal-architecture point that differentiates a strong answer from one that just
says 'space is being militarised.'

Only the US, Russia, China and India have demonstrated ASAT capability (India via
Mission Shakti, March 2019); the Outer Space Treaty (1967) bars WMDs in orbit but not
conventional space weapons; a China-Russia-led proposal for a space-weapons-
placement treaty has been stalled at the UN Conference on Disarmament since 2008.

PRELIMS NUGGETS

This story exposes a classic arms-control paradox worth naming explicitly: existing law
was drafted for the technological reality of 1967, when weapons of mass destruction
were the primary conceivable space threat, and it has not kept pace with newer, more
granular military-space capabilities — ASAT missiles, co-orbital 'killer satellites', directed-
energy or jamming systems — that fall entirely outside its prohibitions. The China-Russia
PAROS-style proposal has stalled for well over a decade largely because the US, and to an
extent other spacefaring powers with growing capability like India, sees advantage in an
unregulated status quo while it holds or develops superior capabilities — a pattern that
echoes how established nuclear powers historically resisted binding disarmament until
their own arsenals were secure. India's own position here is genuinely double-edged, and
a strong answer should say so plainly: as a rising space power with a growing civilian and
commercial satellite economy to protect, India benefits from advocating a binding treaty;
but as a demonstrated ASAT-capability holder that needs that capability as a deterrent
against Chinese and Pakistani threats, India is unlikely to unilaterally restrain that
capability. This mirrors how nuclear powers rhetorically support disarmament while
maintaining their own deterrents — meaning India's stated support for demilitarisation is
likely to remain a diplomatic position rather than translate into unilateral capability
restraint.

ANALYSIS

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION "The legal architecture governing outer space, framed in 1967, has failed to keep pace
with the militarisation of space." Discuss the gaps in the Outer Space Treaty, and examine
India's dual position as both an advocate of demilitarisation and a holder of anti-satellite
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Introduction: State the legal gap — a WMD-specific 1967 treaty versus an unregulated
landscape of conventional space-weapon capability. Body: (1) the Outer Space Treaty's
scope and its limits; (2) why PAROS-type proposals have stalled — great-power incentive
misalignment, not merely diplomatic inertia; (3) India's dual position as both a space
power with assets to protect and an ASAT-capability holder with a deterrent to preserve;
(4) a brief comparison with how nuclear arms control evolved just as slowly, and for
similar interest-driven reasons. Conclusion: Argue that meaningful space-arms-control
likely requires appealing to shared vulnerability — all major powers are increasingly
dependent on satellites for both civilian and military functions — rather than moral
appeals alone, since mutual vulnerability, not goodwill, is what historically drove nuclear
arms control.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

Q1. How do you reconcile advocating for a binding, treaty-based ban on space weapons
internationally while India itself retains ASAT capability as a deterrent?

Approach: Advocate specifically for restraints on deployment for offensive first-use —
banning weapons placed in orbit with hostile intent — while treating demonstrated-but-
not-routinely-deployed deterrent capability as a separate, retained category, a middle
path analogous to how 'minimum credible deterrence' doctrine reconciles India's

ADMINISTRATOR'S nuclear-disarmament advocacy with its own weapons retention.
BRAINSTORM — Q &
APPROACH Q2. How do you protect India's growing civilian/commercial satellite assets from

becoming collateral in someone else's space arms race?

Approach: Invest in satellite redundancy and resilience — constellations of smaller
satellites rather than single high-value assets — build in passive defence measures such
as manoeuvrability and hardening against jamming, and pursue diplomatic initiatives to
establish norms against targeting civilian space infrastructure even short of a full binding
treaty, as an achievable interim step.

5.2 Al and 'Cognitive Surrender' — What Chatbots Are Doing to How Students Learn

THE NEWS An MIT-linked report, covered on IE's World page, warns that Al is causing 'major shifts in campus culture' —
students are skipping office hours and communal study in favour of chatbots that create an 'illusion of learning,' and
university leaders are split between embracing Al (to 'stay relevant') and pushing back against its risks. A separate study of
26,000 Chinese secondary-school students found Al-chatbot use correlated with an 18% rise in homework scores but a 20%
drop in scores on secure, proctored exams — evidence, researchers say, that chatbot-assisted homework degrades the
deeper learning that would let students actually remember what they'd written minutes earlier.

NEP 2020's emphasis on foundational literacy, critical thinking and holistic learning;
STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE India's own digital-pedagogy push and the accompanying digital divide; UGC's evolving
academic-integrity regulations around Al use and plagiarism.

This is a fast-rising GS3/Essay theme on technology's social and educational externalities;
WHY UPSC LOVES THIS examiners are increasingly interested in how emerging tech reshapes institutions and
(TREND) human capability, not just how a technology itself should be regulated at the corporate
level.

The 26,000-student Chinese study found Al-chatbot-assisted homework raised
PRELIMS NUGGETS homework scores by ~18% but lowered secure-exam performance by ~20% — cited as
evidence of an 'illusion of learning' rather than genuine skill transfer.

ANALYSIS The Chinese study's specific finding — homework scores up, exam scores down — is the
crux of the analytical puzzle, and unpacking it well is what separates a strong answer
from a generic 'Al is bad for learning' one. It suggests Al isn't making students worse
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MODEL APPROACH TO THE
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ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q &
APPROACH
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learners through some vague technological corruption; it's exposing a pre-existing flaw in
how homework was ever used as a proxy for learning. Homework always relied on an
assumption of independent effort, and Al simply makes that assumption fail more visibly,
and at greater scale, than earlier shortcuts (copying a classmate's work, for instance) ever
could. This reframes the policy problem usefully: the real question isn't 'how do we stop
Al' — likely unenforceable at scale, and possibly counterproductive since it denies
students a genuinely useful skill — but 'how do we redesign assessment so it no longer
relies on an assumption technology has broken.' This has a direct historical parallel worth
citing: calculators in mathematics classrooms and spell-check in writing instruction both
triggered similar anxieties, and the eventual resolution in both cases wasn't banning the
tool but redesigning what was actually tested (conceptual understanding and
interpretation, once raw computation was no longer a meaningful proxy for skill) —
suggesting Al in education needs a similar assessment-redesign response rather than a
prohibition-first one.

"The growing use of Al chatbots among students represents not the corruption of
learning by technology, but the exposure of a pre-existing flaw in how learning has been
assessed." Critically examine, and suggest a way forward for higher-education policy.

Introduction: Reframe the problem from 'Al is corrupting learning' to 'Al has exposed a
design flaw in how learning has long been assessed.' Body: (1) unpack the empirical
finding and what it actually demonstrates; (2) draw the historical parallel to calculators
and spell-check, and how assessment adapted rather than banning the tool; (3) explain
the risk of a prohibition-only approach — unenforceable in practice, and likely to
disadvantage honest students while dishonest ones evade detection; (4) propose the
alternative — redesigning assessment toward in-class, oral and process-based evaluation
that tests what Al cannot easily replace. Conclusion: Policy should focus on assessment
redesign and Al-literacy training rather than blanket prohibition, since genuine skill-
building is better served by removing the incentive to outsource thinking than by trying
to police access to a now-ubiquitous tool.

Q1. As a UGC committee member, how would you redesign assessment and pedagogy
so students benefit from Al without losing genuine skills?

Approach: Shift assessment weight toward in-class, process-visible evaluation — oral
defence of written work, staged submissions showing successive drafts, timed in-person
problem-solving — that make Al-outsourcing either impossible or irrelevant to the final
grade, while explicitly teaching Al-literacy (using it as a drafting or research aid without
substituting it for understanding) as a curricular skill in its own right, not an afterthought.

Q2. Given the study's finding, would you restrict Al use in take-home work, redesign
assignments, or leave it unregulated?

Approach: Redesign is the most defensible option: restriction is largely unenforceable at
scale and penalises honest disclosure while dishonest use goes undetected, and leaving it
unregulated ignores the demonstrated harm to exam performance. Redesigning
assessment addresses the root cause — assessment validity — rather than merely
policing a symptom that will keep recurring in new forms as the technology evolves.
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6. Society & Social Issues

Three very different stories — a Delhi building collapse, renewed ethnic bloodshed in Manipur, and a same-sex couple's
fight to be recognised in a medical emergency — all test how far India's institutions have caught up with lived reality on
the ground.

6.1 The Satya Niketan Hostel Collapse — Delhi's Unregulated Student-Housing Crisis

THE NEWS IE's front-page feature ('Once There Were 5 Students') traces the lives of five Delhi University students —
Pavan, Akshat, Arpit, Abhishek and Yuvraj, all 17-19-year-olds from small towns (Auraiya, Dewas, Durg, Katni, Jhansi) —
who were killed when 'Hostel Daze," an illegally-extended PG building in Satya Niketan, collapsed on September 6; the
building had been built as a two-storey structure but was illegally extended to five floors, with further construction
underway in the basement. (The Hindu separately reports seven people died in total.) A companion investigation finds
DU's own hostel projects are chronically stalled: only 1 of 24 Executive Council meetings in four years discussed student
housing, and major projects are running years behind schedule. The Delhi government has now announced hostels for
10,000 students via a public-private-partnership model, and CM Rekha Gupta has doubled the monthly incentive for ASHA
workers as a separate welfare move flagged the same day.

Urban governance and building bye-law enforcement (Delhi Master Plan/DDA norms);
Article 21 (Right to Life, extended to safe housing); the economic geography of student
migration to metros for higher education; India's chronic higher-education infrastructure
gap relative to enrolment growth.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

Urban-safety governance failures (building collapses, illegal construction) are a recurring
GS1 (urbanisation)/GS2 (governance) theme, and pair naturally with a GS4 ethics angle
on administrative accountability and institutional negligence.

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

The Satya Niketan PG building 'Hostel Daze' collapsed on September 6, having been
illegally extended from two storeys to five; DU has roughly 3,422 hostel seats against far
larger annual undergraduate and postgraduate intakes, making outstation students
heavily dependent on unregulated PG accommodation.

PRELIMS NUGGETS

This is a compound governance failure with at least three distinct layers, each requiring a
different fix — and naming all three, rather than collapsing them into a single
'infrastructure shortage' story, is what makes an answer strong. First, an infrastructure-
supply failure: DU's own hostel-building process was administratively neglected —
housing appearing on the agenda of only 1 of 24 Executive Council meetings over four
years signals it was never a genuine institutional priority, not merely under-resourced.
Second, a regulatory-enforcement failure: the illegal two-to-five-storey extension should
have been caught by municipal building-safety inspection regimes that either don't
operate at sufficient density or are captured/compromised. Third, and most structurally
important, a market-design failure: because DU's own supply is inadequate, students are
pushed into an unregulated private PG market with no consumer-protection equivalent
— no licensing, no safety certification, no tenancy accountability — meaning the entire
risk falls on the most vulnerable party, 17-19-year-olds newly arrived from small towns
with neither the information nor the bargaining power to independently assess building
safety. The Delhi government's PPP-hostel announcement addresses only the first layer;
even after 10,000 new seats are built, the much larger existing stock of unregulated PG
housing — serving the majority of students the new hostels won't reach — remains
exactly as risky as before, unless a parallel PG-licensing regime is also created.

ANALYSIS

"The Satya Niketan hostel collapse reflects a compound governance failure spanning
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION institutional neglect, regulatory-enforcement gaps, and an unregulated housing market."
Examine, and suggest a comprehensive policy response.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE Introduction: Identify this as three distinct, compounding governance failures, not one
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undifferentiated 'housing shortage.' Body: (1) the institutional-priority failure at DU itself;
(2) the municipal building-safety enforcement gap that allowed illegal extension to go
undetected; (3) the resulting forced dependence on an unregulated PG market with no
consumer protection; (4) why the PPP-hostel announcement, though welcome,
addresses only the first of the three layers. Conclusion: A durable solution needs three
parallel tracks — expanded institutional hostel supply, a PG-licensing and safety-
certification regime with regular inspection, and accessible tenant grievance and
redressal mechanisms — rather than supply expansion alone.

Q1. How would you conduct a city-wide safety audit of unauthorised PG hostels
without triggering a housing crisis for thousands of displaced students overnight?

Approach: Phase the audit by risk tier — structural red flags like unauthorised floor
additions first, cosmetic or administrative violations later — and offer a compliance grace
period (retrofitting, removal of illegal floors) rather than immediate closure wherever a
building isn't in imminent danger, coordinating any necessary closure timing with
government-facilitated interim housing rather than leaving displaced students to find
alternatives on their own.

Q2. How would you fast-track legitimate hostel construction while still holding officials
and contractors accountable for the original failure?

Approach: Run accountability and fast-tracking as parallel, not sequential, processes —
pursue disciplinary action against those responsible for the original delays at the same
time as using single-window clearance and pre-approved standard designs to cut
construction approval time — and publish a public milestone dashboard to sustain
pressure on both tracks simultaneously.

Q3. What regulatory or licensing regime would you design for private PG
accommodation, balancing enforcement against affordability?

Approach: Introduce a tiered licensing system with a non-negotiable safety and fire-exit
certification as the hard floor requirement, plus optional star-ratings for additional
amenities, so enforcement guarantees a safety minimum without shutting down the
affordable end of the market entirely; subsidise compliance costs for small-scale PG
operators through soft retrofitting loans so new regulation doesn't simply price out
affordable housing.

6.2 Manipur — Fresh Killings Show the Conflict Has Outgrown a Simple Meitei-Kuki

Frame

THE NEWS Two more Kuki-Zo civilians — both women — were killed by unidentified armed assailants in the Naga-majority
Tamenglong-Jiribam belt, days after four Kuki civilians (including two women) were killed in a separate attack allegedly by
Naga extremists in the same general region on September 13, and after a wave of attacks on Kuki settlements over the
preceding Sunday killed four more people. The Kuki-Zo Council has called the pattern of continued targeting of civilians
'alarming' and urged the State and Central governments to protect vulnerable communities, bring perpetrators to justice,
and disarm groups attacking civilians. Officials note the broader ethnic conflict that erupted in Manipur in May 2023 has
already claimed hundreds of lives and displaced thousands.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

The Manipur conflict's background — originally centred on Meitei-Kuki tensions, now
also showing a distinct Kuki-Naga dimension in border areas like Tamenglong and Jiribam;
AFSPA (Armed Forces Special Powers Act, 1958) and 'disturbed area' declarations; the
limits of existing peace mechanisms (such as the Suspension of Operations framework
with Kuki militant groups) that do not address Naga-Kuki friction at all.

Manipur has been a top G52/GS3 (internal security) theme since May 2023; this Kuki-
Naga dimension is a fresher, less-obvious angle that tests whether you're following the
crisis in depth rather than repeating the headline Meitei-Kuki narrative everyone already
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PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q &
APPROACH

The Manipur ethnic conflict erupted in May 2023; recent attacks (September 2026) show
a Kuki-Naga dimension in the Tamenglong-Jiribam belt, distinct from the original Meitei-
Kuki fault line.

The critical analytical point, worth stating explicitly in any answer, is that existing peace
architecture in Manipur — the Suspension of Operations framework, security
deployments, relief camps — was built almost entirely around the original Meitei-Kuki
axis from May 2023 onward. That means the institutional 'muscle memory' of the State
and security establishment is calibrated to a different conflict geometry than what's now
emerging in the Tamenglong-Jiribam belt. A Kuki-Naga dimension requires different
confidence-building actors (Naga civil-society and church bodies alongside the Kuki-Zo
Council, not the Meitei-Kuki negotiating table), a different security posture (inter-district
and border patrolling rather than the valley-hill divide management the original crisis
called for), and different political sensitivity — Naga groups carry their own separate,
decades-old political demands, including cross-border Naga-unification sentiment, that
predate and are analytically distinct from the 2023 crisis. There is also a risk-
compounding dynamic worth naming: prolonged, unresolved multi-front ethnic conflict
tends to harden identity-based mobilisation generally — once violence becomes
normalised along one axis, other historically simmering tensions become more likely to
erupt too — meaning the failure to resolve the original Meitei-Kuki crisis quickly may
itself be contributing to the emergence of this second front, as armed groups and civilian
vigilantism proliferate in the resulting security vacuum.

"The Manipur conflict has structurally evolved beyond its original Meitei-Kuki framing."
Discuss the implications of this for India's conflict-resolution and peace-building
architecture in the state.

Introduction: State plainly that Manipur's conflict has structurally evolved beyond its
original binary framing. Body: (1) explain why existing peace mechanisms like SoO don't
map onto the new Kuki-Naga axis; (2) outline the distinct political history and demands of
Naga groups, separate from the 2023 crisis's origins; (3) describe the risk-compounding
dynamic by which prolonged unresolved conflict enables new fronts to open; (4) argue
for differentiated, front-specific confidence-building mechanisms rather than treating
Manipur as having a single conflict with a single resolution path. Conclusion: Durable
peace requires simultaneously running multiple, tailored track-two dialogues — Meitei-
Kuki, Kuki-Naga, and potentially others — rather than a single unified '"Manipur peace
process.'

Q1. As a security coordinator, how would you rebuild trust on a front that existing
frameworks like the SoO don't cover at all?

Approach: Convene a separate Kuki-Naga track-two dialogue involving both
communities' traditional and civil-society leadership — not merely government-militant
negotiations as under SoO — focused narrowly, in the first instance, on an immediate,
localised civilian-protection commitment before attempting to address the deeper,
longer-standing political grievances between the two communities.

Q2. What role should traditional bodies play alongside — not instead of — a security-
forces-led response?

Approach: Use security forces for immediate protection and deterrence, such as visible
patrolling in vulnerable border settlements, while explicitly empowering traditional
councils and civil-society bodies to lead the trust-rebuilding and grievance-articulation
process — since a security-only response tends to suppress violence temporarily without
resolving the underlying distrust that causes it to resurface.
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6.3 Government Backs Same-Sex Partner's Right to Take Medical Decisions

THE NEWS In the Delhi High Court, the Union Ministry of Health and Family Welfare has supported a plea by a same-sex
couple seeking the right to nominate their partner as a medical representative for treatment decisions and emergencies,
stating that those in a 'non-heterosexual/queer relationship' cannot be excluded from the existing legal framework. The
ministry affirmed that both courts and legislation (such as the Mental Healthcare Act, 2017) have recognised that a medical
representative 'can be any person,' not necessarily a blood relative or a 'spouse' in the traditional sense.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION

MODEL APPROACH TO THE
MAINS QUESTION

ADMINISTRATOR'S
BRAINSTORM — Q &

The Mental Healthcare Act, 2017 (statutory recognition of a patient's 'nominated
representative'); the Supreme Court's 2023 five-judge Supriyo v. Union of India verdict on
same-sex marriage; Article 21 (right to personal autonomy and dignity); the distinction
the government has consistently drawn between recognising relationship-based rights
(medical decision-making, joint bank accounts, tax-exempt gifting) and formal marriage-
equality/legal-spouse status.

LGBTQ+ rights, examined through the lens of incremental relationship-recognition short
of marriage equality, is a recurring GS2/Society theme — this is a fresh, concrete example
of the state extending practical protections without conceding the larger marriage-
equality question, useful for a nuanced answer.

Mental Healthcare Act, 2017 allows a patient to nominate 'any person' as their
representative for treatment decisions; the Supreme Court's 2023 Supriyo judgment
declined to grant same-sex couples a fundamental right to marry, while flagging
incremental protections for the government to consider.

The government's position here is legally and politically interesting because it amounts to
'rights without recognition' — extending practical, welfare-relevant protections (medical
decision-making authority) to same-sex partners while explicitly steering clear of the
broader marriage-equality question the Supreme Court's 2023 Supriyo verdict
deliberately left to the legislature. This is a defensible incremental strategy: it addresses
an urgent, life-or-death practical need immediately, without waiting for the larger
political consensus that marriage equality would require. But it also has a structural limit
worth flagging — because it operates through case-by-case litigation and administrative
clarification rather than codified law, the actual protection remains contingent,
fragmented across different statutes (the Mental Healthcare Act here, but what about
inheritance, medical-insurance nomination, hospital visitation rights generally, or
adoption?), and vulnerable to inconsistent application by individual hospitals and officials
who may simply not be aware of this evolving case law.

"Incremental rights extended to same-sex couples, without formal legal recognition of
their relationships, represent a pragmatic but structurally limited approach." Critically
examine with reference to recent developments on medical decision-making rights.

Introduction: Frame this as 'incremental rights without formal recognition' as a deliberate
government strategy, not an oversight. Body: (1) what is being extended, and why — an
urgent practical welfare need distinct from the full marriage-equality question; (2) the
legal basis — the Mental Healthcare Act's 'any person' provision and Article 21 personal
autonomy; (3) the limits of the incremental approach — fragmentation across statutes,
inconsistent application, dependence on litigation rather than codified law; (4) the larger
question the government continues to defer to Parliament. Conclusion: While
incremental protections are a meaningful and immediate improvement, a codified,
comprehensive framework — a civil-partnership-type law, short of full marriage equality
if that remains politically unattainable — would deliver more consistent, less litigation-
dependent protection.

Q1. How would you build a consistent framework for recognising a person's chosen
medical representative, beyond case-by-case litigation?
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Approach: Issue an administrative circular under the Mental Healthcare Act, and parallel
provisions in other relevant laws, explicitly listing 'partner in a committed relationship,
regardless of legal marital status' as a permissible nominee category, with model hospital
consent forms updated nationally — so implementation doesn't depend on each
individual hospital's interpretation of evolving case law.

Q2. How do you balance the incremental-rights approach against criticism that it avoids
the larger constitutional question altogether?

Approach: Be transparent about the trade-off rather than pretend it doesn't exist:
acknowledge that incremental protection is the politically achievable path now and
shouldn't be dismissed merely for being incomplete, while explicitly stating that these
measures are interim, so they aren't mistaken for a permanent substitute for the still-
open question of formal relationship recognition.

Page 29



UPSC CSE Digest - 16 September 2026

7. Internal Security

Three stories test the same fault line — the space between the state's legitimate security powers and their potential
misuse — from a J&K preventive-detention order quashed by the courts, to an NSA case against a journalist, to a
landmark appointment in India's elite anti-Naxal force.

7.1 "Detention Can't Rest on Mere Labels" — J&K High Court Quashes a PSA Order

THE NEWS The J&K High Court quashed the Public Safety Act (PSA) detention of a Srinagar resident labelled a Lashkar-e-
Toiba 'overground worker' (OGW), ruling that preventive detention 'cannot rest on mere labels' and is 'not punitive' — the
detaining authority must show its subjective satisfaction is based on relevant, proximate material genuinely connecting the
detenu to a security threat, not vague activity reports. The Court held that while preventive detention is an 'exceptional
encroachment upon the cherished rights of personal liberty' guaranteed under Article 21, it is a distinct jurisdiction that
can be invoked even where bail has already been granted in a parallel criminal case — but only where the constitutional
and statutory safeguards are genuinely met.

Article 22(3)-(7) (constitutional safeguards on preventive detention); the Jammu &
STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE Kashmir Public Safety Act, 1978; the judicial 'subjective satisfaction' doctrine and the
scope of courts' review over it.

Misuse of preventive-detention laws (PSA/NSA/UAPA) is a classic GS2 civil-liberties
theme, especially salient in the J&K context — and reads powerfully alongside the NSA-
journalist case below as evidence of a wider pattern.

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

Article 22(3)-(7) — a preventive-detention order beyond three months needs an Advisory
Board's opinion; the J&K PSA, 1978 allows detention without formal trial; preventive
detention and ordinary criminal prosecution (with bail) are treated by courts as distinct
jurisdictions that can run in parallel.

PRELIMS NUGGETS

The judgment crystallises an important distinction worth stating explicitly: labels like
'OGW' function as an administrative shortcut that substitutes categorisation for
individualised evidence. This is efficient for the detaining authority — it fits a person into
a pre-existing risk category without needing to build a specific case — but constitutionally
inadequate, because preventive detention's entire justification rests on the state's ability
to show a genuine, particularised apprehension of future harm, not a generalised
suspicion based on association or profile. This echoes broader jurisprudential concerns
about 'profiling' in security law worldwide: categorical suspicion is administratively cheap
but legally and ethically fragile, whereas individualised assessment is more resource-
intensive but far more likely to survive judicial review — and, crucially, more likely to
remain credible and usable the next time it is genuinely needed. The deeper
administrative lesson: a detention order that gets struck down achieves nothing
operationally either, since the person is released regardless, while also damaging the
credibility of the next, genuinely necessary detention.

ANALYSIS

"Preventive detention based on generalised labels rather than individualised evidence is
POSSIBLE MAINS QUESTION both constitutionally fragile and administratively counter-productive." Critically examine
with reference to the recent J&K High Court ruling quashing a PSA detention order.

MODEL APPROACH TO THE Introduction: Distinguish 'categorical' (label-based) suspicion from 'individualised'

MAINS QUESTION (evidence-based) suspicion as the analytical spine of preventive-detention law. Body: (1)
explain what the 'subjective satisfaction' doctrine actually requires; (2) show why label-
based detention (OGW tagging) fails this standard; (3) identify the administrative
incentives that favour the cheaper, categorical approach despite its legal fragility; (4)
quantify the compounding cost when courts strike such orders down — wasted
resources, damaged institutional credibility, and the risk that repeatedly targeting people
on profile alone breeds further alienation. Conclusion: Preventive-detention regimes
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need mandatory, specific documentation standards built in at the point of order-passing,
not treated as a concern only if and when a court challenge arises.

Q1. As a District Magistrate, given courts are striking down vague 'OGW'-type labelling,
how would you ensure your own detention orders rest on specific, corroborated
evidence?

Approach: Mandate a standardised detention-order template that requires specific,
dated incidents and named corroborating sources — redacted for intelligence sensitivity
where necessary but available to an internal review board — rather than generalised
'activities' language, building an internal quality-control step into the process before any
order is signed, not after it is challenged.

Q2. How do you balance the operational need for swift preventive action against the
institutional cost of orders that don't survive judicial review?

Approach: Accept that a slightly slower, better-documented process is operationally
preferable to a fast but legally fragile one — in security terms, a 'won' case is one that
survives review, not merely one issued quickly, since a struck-down order achieves
nothing while also eroding the credibility of future detentions that are genuinely
warranted.

7.2 NSA Invoked Against a Journalist Over the Noida Workers' Protest

THE NEWS Uttar Pradesh Police invoked the National Security Act against Satyam Verma, a 64-year-old freelance translator
and former journalist already facing 11 other cases, in connection with the Noida workers' protest — calling him an
'ideological catalyst' and a 'Marxist' who 'inspires the new generation to join rebel organisations.' He was arrested on April
17 and the NSA was invoked against him on May 12 while he was already in jail; his lawyer argues the detention order —
based on a 'criminal conspiracy to incite unrest' charge — was passed without proper application of mind and that due

process was not followed.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

The National Security Act, 1980 (preventive detention without trial); Article 19(1)(a) press
freedom and Article 19(1)(c) freedom of association (relevant to labour-protest rights);
Article 21's due-process expansion since Maneka Gandhi (1978).

Declining press-freedom indices and the use of security law against journalists/activists
are frequently cited in GS2 answers — this case, read together with the J&K PSA case
above, is strong evidence for a broader 'pattern of preventive-detention misuse against
dissent' answer.

NSA, 1980 allows preventive detention without trial; in this case, NSA was invoked
roughly a month after the initial arrest, while the individual was already in custody on
other charges.

The roughly month-long gap between arrest (on other charges) and NSA invocation is
itself analytically significant and worth flagging directly. It suggests the NSA wasn't the
state's reflexive, immediate response to an urgent threat — which would fit the
preventive-detention rationale of forestalling imminent harm — but a subsequent,
deliberated escalation after the person was already in custody and posed no immediate
physical threat. This weakens the core preventive justification, since the individual was
already incapacitated by ordinary arrest when the NSA was added. It raises a pointed
question worth engaging directly in an answer: was NSA used here as genuine
prevention, or as an additional layer of prolonged detention and deterrence against
someone the state found ideologically troublesome — precisely the 'chilling effect on
dissent' civil-liberties advocates warn about, and precisely the pattern the J&K PSA case
above also illustrates from a different angle.
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"The invocation of preventive-detention laws against individuals already in custody raises
serious questions about their actual purpose." Discuss, with reference to the recent use
of the National Security Act against a journalist, and its implications for civil liberties.

Introduction: Note the timing anomaly — NSA invoked roughly a month after arrest, with
the person already in custody. Body: (1) explain what this timing suggests about the
actual, as opposed to stated, rationale for invoking NSA; (2) situate this within the
broader pattern of invoking preventive laws against individuals already facing ordinary
criminal charges, and ask whether genuine 'prevention’ is even the operative logic in such
cases; (3) discuss the implications for press freedom and labour-protest rights
specifically; (4) propose the institutional check needed — review-board scrutiny and
stricter timing requirements. Conclusion: NSA and similar preventive laws should face a
higher evidentiary bar when invoked against someone already in custody, since the
'imminent threat' justification is inherently weaker, and States should be required to
publicly justify why ordinary criminal law was deemed insufficient in each such case.

Q1. What internal audit or review mechanism would you institute to ensure NSA is
reserved for genuine, narrowly-defined threats to public order?

Approach: Require a two-tier internal sign-off — district SP-level justification, reviewed
by a state-level oversight committee independent of the arresting authority — before
any NSA invocation against someone already in custody, specifically requiring the officer
to articulate why the person, already detained, still poses an 'imminent' threat that
ordinary custody doesn't already neutralise, creating deliberate friction against reflexive
or punitive use of the law.

7.3 Sanjukta Parasor — First Woman IG to Head CRPF's CoBRA Unit

THE NEWS |PS officer Sanjukta Parasor, known as the 'lron Lady of Assam' for her counter-insurgency work in the North-
East, has become the first woman to lead CRPF's CoBRA (Commando Battalion for Resolute Action) — the force's elite
jungle-and-guerrilla-warfare unit, deployed extensively against Left-Wing Extremism across Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand,
Odisha and Maharashtra. A 2006-batch IPS officer of the Assam-Meghalaya cadre, she has also served with the National
Investigation Agency and holds an MPhil/PhD from Jawaharlal Nehru University.

STATIC SYLLABUS LINKAGE

WHY UPSC LOVES THIS
(TREND)

PRELIMS NUGGETS

ANALYSIS

Women's induction into Central Armed Police Forces (CAPFs); specialised counter-
insurgency units and gender mainstreaming in India's security apparatus; the broader
landscape of India's fight against Left-Wing Extremism.

'Women in non-traditional security roles' is a recurring GS1/GS3 crossover example,
useful both as a factual current-affairs peg and as a value-addition example in a broader
essay on institutional gender reform.

CoBRA (Commando Battalion for Resolute Action) is CRPF's elite anti-Naxal jungle-
warfare force; Sanjukta Parasor is a 2006-batch IPS officer of the Assam-Meghalaya
cadre.

Beyond the individual achievement, this appointment is a useful indicator of two slower
institutional trends worth naming in an answer rather than simply celebrating the 'first'.
First, the gradual mainstreaming of women into operationally demanding — not merely
administrative or support — CAPF roles, following earlier milestones such as women in
combat postings and the NSG; genuine mainstreaming, though, is measured not by
isolated firsts but by whether the supporting institutional infrastructure (training
pipelines, deployment norms, family-support systems) scales to make such appointments
routine rather than exceptional. Second, the appointment reflects CRPF's institutional
confidence that Left-Wing-Extremism-focused units like CoBRA can be commanded
effectively regardless of gender, which carries genuine downstream signalling value for
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recruitment and morale across the broader anti-Naxal security apparatus. A strong
answer distinguishes symbolic firsts from structural inclusion rather than conflating the
two.

"Symbolic 'firsts' in women's representation within security forces must be distinguished
from genuine structural inclusion." Discuss, with reference to the recent appointment of
awoman IG to head CRPF's CoBRA unit, and suggest measures for institutional
mainstreaming.

Use as supporting evidence within a broader women's-empowerment-in-security-forces
answer: cite this alongside other 'firsts' (women in NSG, combat aviation), but explicitly
caution against treating any single appointment as proof of systemic mainstreaming —
examiners reward the distinction between symbolic firsts and structural inclusion
(training pipeline diversity, retention rates, promotion parity) over a purely celebratory
framing.

Q1. What institutional changes are needed to ensure genuine mainstreaming rather
than token, headline-only representation?

Approach: Audit and reform training infrastructure to set gender-neutral operational
standards that neither dilute requirements nor build in inadvertent bias, review
deployment policy so rotational postings don't disproportionately burden women with
family or caregiving expectations, and ensure transparency in career progression so
promotion boards evaluate demonstrated performance rather than perceived 'fit' —
genuine mainstreaming shows up in the pipeline, in how many women enter and stay,
not only at the top appointment.
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8. Ethics & Administrator's Corner — Integrative Case Studies

These three case studies stitch together multiple stories from today's papers into GS4-style scenarios. Work through the
prompts on paper before checking your reasoning against a mentor or standard case-study frameworks (stakeholders
— values in conflict = options = recommended course of action).

Case 1 — The Hostel Collapse: Whose Failure, and What Now?

SCENARIO You are the newly-designated nodal officer for Delhi's PPP-model student-hostel programme, appointed in the
aftermath of the Satya Niketan 'Hostel Daze' collapse that killed five DU students living in an illegally-extended,
unauthorised PG building. Thousands of other outstation students currently live in similarly unregulated, unaudited
buildings across the city.

1. Identify the stakeholders in this situation and the distinct interest each one has (students and their families, PG-building
owners, DU administration, DDA/MCD building-safety authorities, the Delhi government, and future incoming students
who have nowhere else to live).

2. What are the competing ethical values in tension here — administrative accountability for past negligence, the state's
duty to ensure safety now, and the practical reality that an immediate blanket crackdown could leave thousands of
students homeless overnight?

3. Sketch a phased course of action: what would you do in the first 30 days, the first 6 months, and the first 2 years? At
each stage, name the trade-off you are consciously accepting.

MODEL APPROACH

Stakeholder map: students/families (safety and continued affordable access), PG owners (livelihood, sunk investment in
existing structures), DU administration (institutional reputation, limited land/funds), municipal authorities (enforcement
credibility after a visible failure), the Delhi government (political accountability, PPP delivery pressure), and future students
(a housing market that must still exist when they arrive). Values in tension: safety is non-negotiable going forward, but
continuity of access and affordability cannot be achieved overnight, and accountability for the original failure must not be
allowed to either stall corrective action or be quietly dropped once media attention fades. Phased response — First 30
days: a risk-tiered safety audit (structural red flags first) with emergency relief/interim shelter only for buildings ordered
vacated, plus proactive public communication to prevent panic-driven mass displacement. First 6 months: a PG-licensing
ordinance drafted and notified, fast-tracked hostel construction begun on land DU/government already owns, and
accountability proceedings against responsible officials pursued in parallel — not sequentially, so the accountability
process doesn't look like it's being used as a delay tactic. First 2 years: the PG-licensing regime fully operational with
regular inspection, the 10,000 new hostel seats delivered, and a standing grievance-redressal helpline institutionalised so
this doesn't require a tragedy to trigger the next round of reform. At each stage, name the trade-off explicitly — for
instance, a compliance grace period for retrofitting trades some immediate safety certainty for avoiding an overnight
housing crisis, and that trade-off should be a conscious, defensible policy choice, not an unexamined default.

Case 2 — The SIR Deletion Dilemma: Roll Accuracy vs the Right to Vote

SCENARIO You are a District Election Officer in a Jharkhand-like constituency where nearly seven in ten draft-roll entries
have been flagged as Absent, Shifted, Dead or Duplicate under the ongoing Special Intensive Revision — and civil-society
groups allege many of those flagged are genuine voters who migrated for seasonal work without formally updating their
address, with the claims-and-objections window closing soon.

1. What ethical principle should guide a public servant when a system-level shortcut (bulk-flagging 'unverifiable' entries) is
administratively efficient but risks disenfranchising real citizens who have done nothing wrong?

2. How would you design a verification process that protects roll integrity without shifting the entire burden of proof onto
the least powerful — migrant workers, the urban/rural poor, the elderly?

3. If your superiors push you to close the claims-and-objections window on schedule despite incomplete field verification,
how do you respond — and what would you document to protect both your own accountability and the citizens' rights?

MODEL APPROACH

Guiding ethical principle: presumption of enfranchisement — given Article 326's affirmative promise of universal suffrage,
the burden of proof for exclusion should sit with the state, not the citizen; efficiency can never be allowed to become the
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deciding value when the cost of error falls entirely on the disenfranchised individual, who has no comparable institutional
voice to contest it in real time. Verification design: require multi-source corroboration (not a single BLO visit's non-
response) before any deletion is finalised; run independent audit sampling of the deletion list to check for patterns of bias
by locality or demographic; extend and heavily publicise objection windows in local languages, using community
intermediaries (ward representatives, civil-society volunteers) to reach those least likely to see an official notice. On
pressure from superiors: formally document, in writing, the specific verification gaps and the disenfranchisement risk of
proceeding on the current timeline, and explicitly request either additional resources/time or a recorded decision from
superiors to proceed despite the documented gap — this creates an accountability trail that protects both the officer's own
position and, more importantly, the citizens whose names are at stake, and it converts an informal, deniable pressure into
a formal decision someone has to own.

Case 3 — The Al-in-Education Dilemma: A Tool That Helps Homework and Hurts
Learning

SCENARIO You are on a UGC committee drafting India's first formal guidelines on Al use in higher education. The evidence
in front of you (from the MIT report and the 26,000-student Chinese study covered in this digest) shows Al-assisted
homework raises homework scores but lowers performance on secure, proctored exams — suggesting students are
outsourcing learning, not accelerating it. Faculty are divided: some want an outright ban on Al tools in coursework; others
argue banning Al is both unenforceable and denies students a skill they will need professionally.

1. What does the evidence actually tell you the problem is — is it the technology itself, or the way assessments are
currently designed around the assumption that homework reflects independent effort?

2. Design two or three concrete policy options (ranging from prohibition to redesigned assessment) and weigh the trade-
offs of each — enforceability, fairness across students with unequal access to Al tools, and genuine learning outcomes.

3. How would you pilot and evaluate your chosen policy before rolling it out system-wide, given how fast the underlying
technology itself is changing?

MODEL APPROACH

What the evidence shows: the problem is assessment design, not the technology per se — homework scores rising while
exam scores fall means Al is substituting for, not supplementing, the independent effort homework was designed to
measure; banning the tool treats a symptom while leaving the underlying assessment-validity problem untouched. Policy
options and trade-offs: (a) outright prohibition — easy to state, nearly impossible to enforce at scale, and perversely
penalises honest students who disclose Al use while dishonest ones simply evade detection; (b) full assessment redesign
toward in-class, oral and process-based evaluation — directly addresses the root cause, but carries a real upfront cost in
faculty grading time and training, and needs institutional buy-in; (c) a hybrid — light-touch mandatory disclosure of Al use
paired with gradual, phased assessment redesign — lower disruption, but risks becoming a permanent halfway measure if
not paired with a hard deadline for full redesign. Recommend option (c) as the pragmatic starting point specifically because
it buys transition time, but only if piloted with pre-defined evaluation metrics (compare exam performance, faculty
workload, and student satisfaction across pilot versus control courses) before any system-wide rollout, and with a built-in
review point given how quickly the underlying Al capability itself continues to change — a policy calibrated to today's Al
tools may already be outdated in two years, so the guidelines should be designed for periodic revision, not treated as a
one-time fix.
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9. Prelims Quick-Revision Facts

One-line factual anchors for items covered above, plus a few additional stories from today's papers worth remembering
for Prelims — even where they didn't get a full concept-matrix treatment.

TOPIC KEY FACTS

Draft roll (5 Aug) had 63,24,116 electors; 43,61,987 flagged as Absent/Shifted/Dead/Duplicate
SIR — Jharkhand (15.92 lakh shifted, 14.51 lakh absent/untraceable, 68,283 duplicate); claims/objections deadline
extended twice, now 30 September.

0.4% fee on UPI merchant (P2M) payments above 32,000, capped at 3300, effective 15 October;
UPI MDR P2P (70% of UPI's transaction value) stays free; small merchants and sectors like
railways/telecom/insurance exempt.

232.6 m concrete gravity dam on the Tons river (Yamuna tributary); 315,624 crore; Centre bears
Kishau Dam ~90% cost; will submerge ~2,950 ha / 17 villages / ~5,500 people; irrigates 97,000 ha; generates
1,476 million units; part of a 1994 MoU alongside Lakhwar and Renukaji.

Goods exports up 26% (exports to US up 21%+ to $8.3bn despite tariffs); combined
India's August exports goods+services exports up 25.4% to $82.7bn; imports up 18.7% to $92.1bn; trade deficit
narrowed.

August 2026 CPI at an eight-month high of 4.82% (WPI 9.92%), driven by a 19% MoM sugar-price

AP E RS jump; RBI's MPC meets October 7, expected to hike the repo rate for the first time in 3.5+ years.

US 10-year Treasury yield at a two-decade high; US public debt has crossed $40 trillion; annual
US bond yields interest payments at $1.3 trillion (avg. 3.49% cost); Fed independence in question amid Trump's
pressure and the Kevin Warsh Chair appointment.

Only the US, Russia, China and India (Mission Shakti, 2019) have demonstrated ASAT capability;
the Outer Space Treaty (1967) bars WMDs in orbit but not conventional space weapons; a China-
Russia treaty proposal has stalled at the UN CD since 2008; the US has now confirmed weapons
are deployed in orbit.

Space weapons

August 26 flash floods damaged 13+ hydropower projects (~470 MW under-construction
Nepal floods capacity) along the Bhotekoshi/Trishuli corridors; HKH sediment load up ~80% in 6 decades
(ICIMOD); only 21 of ~40,000 HKH glaciers are ground-monitored.

Conflict erupted May 2023; recent September 2026 killings show a distinct Kuki-Naga dimension

Manipur (Tamenglong-Jiribam belt) beyond the original Meitei-Kuki fault line.

'Hostel Daze' PG in Satya Niketan collapsed 6 September — illegally extended from 2 to 5
DU hostel collapse storeys; 5 DU students named by IE (Pavan, Akshat, Arpit, Abhishek, Yuvraj); TH reports 7 total
deaths; Delhi govt has announced PPP-model hostels for 10,000 students.

Sanjukta Parasor becomes first woman IG to head CoBRA, CRPF's elite anti-Naxal jungle-warfare

(il unit; a 2006-batch IPS officer of the Assam-Meghalaya cadre.

Odisha's State Sentence Review Board rejected premature release of Dara Singh, convicted in

Graham Staines case the 1999 burning of Australian missionary Graham Staines and his two minor sons.

CBI booked environmental activist Bhanu Tatak for allegedly receiving ¥20.94 lakh in foreign
FCRA case, Arunachal funds without FCRA registration, to allegedly 'organise and sustain' protests against the Siang
Upper Multipurpose and Dibang Multipurpose hydropower projects.

RBI has filed a caveat in the Bombay High Court over the mandatory listing of Tata Sons as an
RBI-Tata Sons NBFC/Core Investment Company, after rejecting Tata Sons' bid to deregister and remain
unlisted.
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TOPIC KEY FACTS

Meta will now share Child Sexual Abuse Material (CSAM) reports directly with Indian law-
Meta child-safety reporting enforcement agencies via the Cyber Crime Coordination Centre (14C), in addition to the US-based
NCMEC, amid a government crackdown.

Source note: All items are drawn from The Indian Express (Delhi edition) and The Hindu (Delhi edition), 16 September 2026. Facts, figures and quotes
are reproduced as reported in those editions on that date; verify currency (e.g., ongoing legal proceedings, evolving numbers) before using in an
answer.

Page 37



