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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Supreme Court of India examined legality of
Special Intensive Revision (SIR) of electoral
rolls by Election Commission of India
Issue: Procedural deviations during SIR
affecting existing voters
Legal framework involved:

Article 324
Section 21, Representation of the People
Act, 1950
Registration of Electors Rules, 1960

Key Points
EC has wide discretionary powers under Article
324
Discretion not absolute; must follow:

Principles of natural justice
Equality before law (Article 14)
Statutory procedure

Section 21(3), RP Act, 1950:
Allows special revision of electoral rolls
Does not permit bypassing statutory rules

Rule 25(2), Registration of Electors Rules, 1960:
Intensive revision must follow Rules 4–23

Court objected to:
Expansion of documentary proof beyond
Form 6
Lack of procedural transparency

Electoral roll revision affects civil rights of
existing voters
Administrative discretion subject to judicial
review

Static Linkages
Article 324: Superintendence, direction,
control of elections
Article 14: Equality before law
Article 326: Universal adult suffrage
RP Act, 1950: Electoral roll preparation and
revision
Registration of Electors Rules, 1960:
Procedural safeguards
Natural justice applicable to administrative
actions affecting rights

Critical Analysis
Positives

Protects voter enfranchisement
Reinforces rule of law
Prevents arbitrary deletion of voters
Ensures procedural fairness

Concerns
Over-expansive discretion risks voter exclusion
Documentary rigidity affects migrants and
urban poor
Frequent intensive revisions cause
administrative strain

Way Forward
Strict adherence to Registration of Electors
Rules
Clear SOPs for Special Intensive Revision
Limit documentary proof to notified
documents
Ensure notice, hearing, and reasoned orders
Balance electoral purity with voter
convenience
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Why did the Supreme Court intervene in the
Aravalli issue?

The Supreme Court of India found that an
earlier definition of the Aravalli Range based
mainly on height (100 metres or more) was
ecologically unsafe.
This definition would leave most Aravalli hills
unprotected, allowing unregulated mining.
Since the Aravallis are ancient geological
formations, a narrow technical definition could
cause irreversible environmental damage.

What problem did the earlier definition create?
In Rajasthan, only 1,048 out of 12,081 hills met
the 100-metre criterion.
Remaining hills would lose protection despite
being part of the same ecological and
geological system.
This created a regulatory vacuum (lacuna) in
environmental protection.

Why did the Court stay its own judgment?
To prevent irreversible ecological harm until a
scientifically sound framework is evolved.

To ensure status quo—no administrative or
mining actions based on a flawed definition.
Demonstrates application of the Precautionary
Principle.

Why a committee of domain experts?
Mountains like the Aravallis are tectonic and
continuous formations, not isolated hills.
Experts can assess:

Geological continuity
Groundwater systems
Biodiversity and forests
Impact of mining

The committee will work under Supreme Court
supervision, ensuring neutrality and credibility.

Why is mining restricted during this period?
Mining causes:

Loss of forest cover
Groundwater depletion
Desertification

Court barred fresh or renewed mining leases to
avoid fait accompli situations.

Why are the Aravallis important ?
Among the oldest fold mountains in the world.
Act as a barrier to the eastward spread of the
Thar Desert.
Crucial groundwater recharge zone for north-
western India.
Loss of Aravallis → increased heat waves, dust
storms, water scarcity.

Why did some argue against “defining” the
Aravallis?

Argument: Mountains cannot be strictly
defined by height.
Geological systems are sub-tectonic and
continuous.
Over-definition may lead to legal and
ecological distortions.

Constitutional & Governance Significance
Reflects judicial activism in environmental
governance.
Balances:

Development needs
Environmental protection

Reinforces doctrines of:
Public Trust Doctrine
Inter-generational Equity
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context / Background

The Supreme Court of India distinguished
between irrational freebies and legitimate
welfare schemes.
Observation made while considering petitions
seeking to declare poll-time freebies as
corrupt practice.
Bench led by Surya Kant emphasised
constitutional obligation of welfare.

Core Observations of the Court
Distribution of largesse to individuals ≠
investment in public welfare.
Welfare schemes for marginalised sections are
constitutional obligations, not charity.
State must prioritise healthcare and education
for non-creamy layer.
Concern over absence of dedicated revenue
surplus for inclusive development.
Judicial concern on fiscal stress due to
unrestrained freebies.

Legal & Constitutional Aspects
Welfare obligation flows from Directive
Principles of State Policy (DPSP).
Article 38: Reduce inequalities.
Article 39(b), 39(c): Equitable distribution of
resources.
Article 41: Right to work, education, public
assistance.
Article 47: Improvement of public health.
Article 282: Grants for public purposes by
Union/States.
Debate on Section 123, RPA 1951 (corrupt
electoral practices).
Earlier precedent: S. Subramaniam Balaji vs
State of Tamil Nadu held manifesto promises
not corrupt practice.

Issues Highlighted
Fiscal sustainability vs populist politics.
Risk of welfare turning into dependency
(“parasitic existence”).
Electoral distortion due to competitive
freebies.
Absence of objective criteria to define
“irrational freebies”.

Governance & Policy Linkages
Fiscal discipline under FRBM Act, 2003.
Election integrity and level playing field.
Accountability in public expenditure.
Outcome-based welfare vs consumption-
based transfers.

Way Forward (Exam-Focused)
Define objective parameters to distinguish
welfare from freebies.
Mandatory fiscal impact statement in election
manifestos.
Strengthen role of Election Commission of
India in regulating promises.
Link welfare schemes with human capital
creation.
Ensure welfare spending aligns with long-term
development goals.

Prelims Pointers
DPSPs are non-justiciable but fundamental in
governance.
Article 282 does not imply unlimited
discretionary spending.
Corrupt practice under RPA requires statutory
interpretation, not mere political morality.

Mains Value Addition
Reflects tension between constitutional
morality and electoral populism.
Judiciary increasingly asserting role in fiscal
constitutionalism.
Reinforces concept of inclusive but
responsible welfare state.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Judicial Removal Process 

December 2025: 107 Lok Sabha MPs submitted
a notice seeking removal of a Madras High
Court judge on grounds of alleged
misbehaviour.
The notice was submitted to the Speaker of the
Lok Sabha as per statutory procedure.

Constitutional Provisions
The Constitution uses the term “removal”, not
impeachment, for judges.
Article 124(4) & 124(5): Removal of Supreme
Court judges.
Articles 217(1)(b) & 218: Apply the same
procedure to High Court judges.
Impeachment term is used only for the
President of India (Article 61).

Grounds for Removal
Proved misbehaviour, or
Incapacity
Misbehaviour is not defined in the
Constitution.

Judicial Interpretation of Misbehaviour
Includes:

Wilful misconduct
Corruption
Lack of integrity
Moral turpitude
Wilful abuse of judicial office

Errors of judgment or negligence alone do not
constitute misbehaviour.
Presence of mens rea is essential.

Statutory Framework
Judges (Inquiry) Act, 1968 enacted under Article 124(5).
Regulates:

Investigation of charges
Presentation of address to the President

Initiation of Motion
Minimum signatories:

100 Lok Sabha MPs, or
50 Rajya Sabha MPs

Motion is submitted to:
Speaker (Lok Sabha), or
Chairman (Rajya Sabha)

Role of Speaker/Chairman
Acts as a statutory authority, not as Presiding Officer of
the House.
Has discretion to:

Admit, or
Disallow the motion

The Act does not specify admissibility criteria.

Critical Procedural Issue
If the motion is disallowed at the threshold:

No inquiry is conducted
Motion lapses permanently

No requirement to:
Assign reasons explicitly

Decision is justiciable (can be challenged in court).

Post-Admission Procedure
A three-member Inquiry Committee is constituted:

One Supreme Court Judge
One Chief Justice of a High Court
One distinguished jurist

Committee conducts detailed investigation and
submits a report.

Final Removal Process
Each House must pass an address with:

Majority of total membership, and
Two-thirds of members present and voting

Address sent to the President, who issues the removal
order.

Key Concerns
Excessive discretion of Speaker/Chairman at admission
stage.
Absence of objective standards → risk of arbitrariness.
Executive influence may block judicial accountability.
Contradiction with the spirit of Article 124(5), which
emphasises investigation.

Way Forward 
Define clear admissibility criteria in law.
Mandate reasoned orders for rejection.
Reduce discretionary veto at threshold.
Balance judicial independence with constitutional
accountability.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of
Children) Act, 2015 introduced the transfer
system for 16–18 year olds accused of heinous
offences.
Private Member’s Bill (Dec 2025) proposes
lowering transfer age to 14 years.
Heinous offences: Minimum punishment ≥ 7
years.
Proposal allows 14–15 year olds to face adult
criminal trials.

Key Facts
Transfer decision made by Juvenile Justice
Board (JJB) via preliminary assessment.
Assessment includes:

Mental capacity
Ability to understand consequences
Circumstances of offence

Parliamentary Standing Committee (2015):
Opposed transfer system.
No scientific tools to assess adult-like criminal
capacity in children.

Data 
National Crime Records Bureau (Crime in India
2023):

CICL cases: 0.5% of total crimes.
79% CICLs aged 16–18.
Only 21% aged 12–16.

Data contradicts claim of crime surge among
14–16 age group.

Conceptual Issues
Shifts juvenile justice from reformative to
retributive.
Introduces subjectivity and arbitrariness in
assessments.
Creates artificial classification within
childhood.
Focus moves from developmental
vulnerability to blameworthiness.

Static Linkages
Article 15(3) – Special protection for
children.
Article 39(e), 39(f) – Protection from abuse
and neglect.
Parens Patriae doctrine – State as guardian.
UN Convention on the Rights of the Child
(UNCRC) – Child-specific justice.
Beijing Rules / Havana Rules – Against adult
trials of juveniles.

Implications
Exposure to adult justice system leads to:

Educational disruption
Psychological trauma
Social stigma
Higher recidivism

Ignores structural causes:
Poverty
Neglect
Lack of welfare support

Critical Analysis
Deterrence argument lacks empirical
backing.
Punitive approach does not reduce crime.
Systemic failures shifted onto children.
Undermines best interests of the child
principle.

Way Forward
Retain 18 years as absolute age threshold.
Review or repeal transfer system.
Strengthen:

JJBs and Child Welfare Committees
Observation and Special Homes

Focus on:
Early intervention
Mental health support
Family and community-based care

Ensure strict compliance with child
protection safeguards.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context / Current Issue

Governors of Tamil Nadu and Kerala deviated
from the Cabinet-approved Governor’s
address to State Legislatures (Jan 20).
Tamil Nadu Governor refused to read the
speech; Kerala Governor allegedly omitted and
added portions.
Chief Ministers objected, citing violation of
constitutional convention.
Demand raised for constitutional amendment
to abolish mandatory Governor’s address.

Constitutional Provisions
Article 176: Governor shall address State
Legislature at the beginning of the first session
each year.
Article 175: Governor may address or send
messages to the House(s).
Article 163: Governor acts on aid and advice of
Council of Ministers (except discretionary
matters).
Article 86 / 87: Similar provisions for President
and Parliament.

Constitutional Convention
Governor must read exact Cabinet-approved text.
Address reflects policies of elected government,
not Governor’s views.
Derived from Westminster model of parliamentary
democracy.
Conventions are non-justiciable but binding for
constitutional functioning.

Issues Highlighted
Politicisation of Governor’s office.
Erosion of constitutional morality and neutrality.
Federal tensions between Centre and Opposition-
ruled States.
Repeated deviation converts nominal head into
political actor.

Reform Debate
Former President R. Venkataraman:
Governor/President’s address is a “British
anachronism”.
Articles 87 and 176 can be repealed without
affecting Articles 86 and 175.
Government’s stated objective of repealing
outdated colonial practices strengthens reform
argument.

Federalism Angle
Governor is a link between Centre and State, not a
parallel authority.
Misuse undermines cooperative federalism.
Assembly floor disputes weaken legislative dignity.

Way Forward 
Strict adherence to aid and advice principle.
Codification of conventions on Governor’s conduct.
Implement Sarkaria & Punchhi Commission
recommendations.
Consider constitutional amendment to
modify/remove Article 176.
Depoliticised and consultative Governor
appointment process.
Emphasis on constitutional restraint and
institutional propriety.

Prelims Takeaways
Governor has no discretion in policy address
content.
Address is procedural, not policy-making.
Conventions are essential to parliamentary
democracy.

Mains Value Addition
Illustrates tension between constitutional text vs
constitutional morality.
Case study on misuse of office and federal
imbalance.
Relevant for questions on Governors, Centre–State
relations, and democratic conventions.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

RBI proposed linking CBDCs of BRICS
countries for cross-border payments.
Proposal likely to be discussed at 2026 BRICS
Summit (India host).
Continuation of India’s G20 (2023) push on
digital finance standardisation.
RBI supports CBDCs; opposes private
cryptocurrencies.

Key Points
CBDC: Sovereign digital legal tender issued by
central bank (RBI).
e₹ (Digital Rupee): Retail and Wholesale pilots
underway.
Non-interest bearing instrument.
Blockchain/DLT based payment infrastructure.
Focus on cross-border payments, not
domestic retail use.
UPI dominance limits domestic CBDC
adoption.
Cross-border CBDCs may bypass SWIFT.

Useful for payments with sanctioned countries
(Russia, Iran).
Supports de-dollarisation trends within BRICS.
Potential US backlash via tariffs.

Static Linkages 
Money functions: Medium of exchange; unit of
account.
RBI Act, 1934: Currency issuance authority.
Blockchain: Distributed ledger, immutability.
Balance of Payments: Settlement of
international transactions.
Bretton Woods legacy: Dollar centrality.

Critical Analysis
Positives

Enhances transparency in cross-border flows.
Reduces cost and time of remittances.
Limits illicit money and laundering.
Strengthens financial sovereignty.
Enables trade continuity under sanctions.

Negatives
Geopolitical retaliation risks.
Privacy and data protection concerns.
Interoperability challenges.
Limited domestic utility in India.
Risk of financial fragmentation.

Way Forward
Start with wholesale CBDC corridors.
Common BRICS standards for AML/CFT.
Strong data protection safeguards.
Use only for trade settlement initially.
Align with BIS and IMF frameworks.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context / Background

Donald Trump reiterated US demand for
control over Greenland at the World Economic
Forum.
Ruled out use of military force but hinted at
economic pressure (tariffs).
Greenland is an autonomous territory under
Denmark, a NATO ally.
Issue has geopolitical, security, and
international law implications.

Key Facts
Greenland lies in the Arctic region; population
~57,000.
Hosts critical US military infrastructure (Thule
Air Base).
Strategic for missile early-warning systems and
Arctic surveillance.
Arctic gaining importance due to climate
change and new sea routes.
Tariff threats raised concerns in Europe and
global markets.

Static Linkages
NCERT Geography: Arctic region—resource-
rich, climatically sensitive.
International Law: Self-determination
principle; territorial acquisition requires
consent.
NATO Charter: Respect for sovereignty of
member states.
IR Theory: Realism and geopolitics—control of
strategic locations.

Critical Analysis
Strategic advantage for US in Arctic security
and missile defence.
Risks undermining rules-based international
order.
Potential strain on NATO cohesion.
Economic coercion via tariffs may escalate
trade tensions.

Way Forward
Strengthen multilateral Arctic governance
mechanisms.
Enhance cooperation without sovereignty
claims.
Uphold international law and self-
determination.
Separate trade negotiations from security
disputes.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

Indian Political Action Committee (I-PAC), a
political consultancy firm, disclosed receipt of
an unsecured loan of ₹13.50 crore in 2021 in
Registrar of Companies (ROC) filings.
The declared lender company was found to be
non-existent in official records.
A similarly named company at the same
address had been struck off in 2018, prior to
the alleged transaction.
The issue raises concerns related to corporate
governance, financial transparency, and
regulatory oversight.

Key Points
I-PAC declared receipt of ₹13.50 crore as an
unsecured loan in December 2021.
The lender named “Ramasetu Infrastructure
India (P) Limited” was never incorporated as
per ROC data.
A similarly named entity “Ramsetu
Infrastructure India Private Limited” existed
earlier.
This company was incorporated in October
2013 and struck off in August 2018.
Striking off was done under Section 248(1) of
the Companies Act, 2013.
All six shareholders of the struck-off company
denied any knowledge of lending to I-PAC.
No ROC filings of similarly named companies
show any transaction of ₹13.50 crore.
I-PAC later declared repayment of ₹1 crore in
FY 2024–25.
Outstanding amount declared: ₹12.50 crore.
I-PAC was incorporated in 2015 and shifted its
registered office in 2022.

Static Linkages 
Registrar of Companies under Ministry of
Corporate Affairs
Companies Act, 2013
Section 248 – striking off companies
Concept of unsecured loans
Corporate disclosure and compliance norms
Role of statutory audits
Shell and defunct companies

Critical Analysis
Indicates gaps in verification mechanisms of
corporate filings.
Highlights risks associated with shell or
defunct entities.
Undermines confidence in statutory
disclosure systems.
Raises ethical concerns regarding financial
transparency of politically linked entities.
Points to limited accountability of
intermediaries like auditors and company
secretaries.

Way Forward
Strengthen digital verification of lender
identities in ROC filings.
Mandatory cross-checking with struck-off
company database.
Enhance accountability of auditors and
company secretaries.
Improve inter-agency coordination among
MCA, tax authorities, and enforcement
agencies.
Impose stricter penalties for misreporting in
statutory disclosures.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context 

A recent global commentary warns that the
logic of cable television news—outrage,
conflict, spectacle—has spread across the
entire information ecosystem.
In India, this trend is most visible in prime-time
television debates, which increasingly
prioritise confrontation over information.
Social media platforms amplify such content,
creating a continuous outrage cycle.
Even print media faces pressure to adopt
sensational framing to stay competitive.
The development has implications for
democratic discourse, institutional trust, and
governance.

Core Issue Explained
Journalism is shifting from its traditional role
of informing citizens to mobilising emotions.
News is treated as entertainment, not as a
public good.
Market incentives (TRPs, clicks, virality)
override editorial responsibility.

Key Exam-Relevant Points
From Information to Infotainment: News
prioritises speed and drama over accuracy and
depth.
Anchor-Centric Debates: Anchors act as
adjudicators rather than neutral moderators.
Reductionism: Complex policy issues are
simplified into binary conflicts.
Attention Economy: Outrage increases
viewership, encouraging extreme positions.
Feedback Loop: TV outrage → social media
virality → political signalling → more outrage.
Print Media Spillover: Sensational headlines
and partisan framing increase even in
newspapers.

Static Conceptual Linkages 
Freedom of speech under Article 19(1)(a)
interpreted to include press freedom.
Reasonable restrictions under Article 19(2)
balance liberty with public order.
Media as the Fourth Estate: watchdog,
agenda-setter, and forum for public debate.
Deliberative democracy requires reasoned
discussion, not emotional mobilisation.
Ethics in public communication emphasised
by ARC and Press Council norms.

Why It Matters for Democracy 
Erosion of Trust: Constant sensationalism
reduces credibility of journalism.
Deepening Polarisation: Extreme narratives
marginalise moderate voices.
Weak Policy Discourse: Shouting matches
crowd out evidence-based debate.
Citizen Disengagement: Overexposure to
outrage leads to cynicism and apathy.
Institutional Strain: Media spectacle
undermines confidence in democratic
institutions.

Critical Assessment
Advantages

Wider reach and faster dissemination of
information.
Increased public participation in political
discussion.

Limitations
Decline in investigative and explanatory
journalism.
Commercial pressures distort editorial
independence.
Ethical boundaries between news and opinion
blur.
Media becomes an actor in politics rather
than an observer.

Way Forward 
Re-emphasise verification, context, and
balance in reporting.
Promote debate formats focused on
explanation, not confrontation.
Strengthen self-regulation through media
councils and ethical codes.
Encourage media literacy to help citizens
distinguish news from noise.
Support public-interest journalism over
purely commercial models.
Use digital platforms for depth and analysis,
not just speed.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

Renewed international debate on territorial
sovereignty following claims over Greenland
by Donald Trump
Signals weakening of post-1945 rules-based
international order
Raises concerns in European Union regarding
precedent of coercive geopolitics
Indian editorial opinion suggesting strategic
silence to protect economic interests
Debate on India’s role as a norm-shaping
middle power

Key Points
Sovereignty and territorial integrity are
foundational principles of international
relations
Greenland issue reflects shift from consent-
based diplomacy to power-based coercion
India negotiating major trade and strategic
agreements with Europe
Strategic silence risks long-term erosion of
India’s normative credibility
India is a nuclear-armed state and fifth-largest
economy → systemic responsibilities
Normalisation of territorial coercion increases
global instability

Static Linkages 
Westphalian system (1648): sovereign equality,
non-intervention
UN Charter Articles 2(1) and 2(4): equality of
states, prohibition on use of force
Panchsheel principles: mutual respect for
sovereignty and territorial integrity
Strategic autonomy ≠ strategic silence
Dharma as civilisational ethic guiding state
conduct
Realism vs Liberal Institutionalism in IR theory

Critical Analysis
Concerns

Strategic silence legitimises coercive territorial
claims
Undermines sovereignty as a universal norm
Weakens India’s leadership credibility
Risks future strategic vulnerability for India

Counter-Arguments
Avoids immediate diplomatic friction
Protects short-term economic negotiations

Assessment
Short-term gains vs long-term systemic costs
Norm erosion disproportionately affects
middle powers

Way Forward
Maintain principled stand on sovereignty and
territorial integrity
Decouple economic engagement from
normative positions
Use multilateral forums to reinforce rules-
based order
Coordinate with like-minded middle powers
Project India as a stabilising and responsible
global actor
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context

A two-judge Bench of the Supreme Court of
India is hearing a PIL seeking regulation and
transparency in airline fare pricing.
Notices issued to Union Government,
Directorate General of Civil Aviation (DGCA)
and Airports Economic Regulatory Authority of
India (AERA).
Court flagged “exploitative” airfare surges
during peak demand (festivals, Kumbh).

Key Facts
India follows a market-determined airfare
regime; no statutory fare caps.
Dynamic pricing adjusts fares based on
demand, booking time, seat inventory.
DGCA regulates safety, consumer advisories,
grievance mechanisms, not fare fixation.
AERA regulates airport tariffs (PSF, landing,
parking), not airline ticket prices.

Static Linkages 
Separation of powers and judicial restraint.
Demand–supply mechanism and price signals
in a market economy.
Role of independent regulators vs. price
controls.

Consumer protection and grievance redressal
frameworks.
Infrastructure capacity constraints and
competition.

Constitutional / Governance Dimensions
Policy decisions on sectoral pricing fall under
executive–legislative domain.
Excessive judicial intervention risks judicial
overreach.
State obligation lies in regulatory oversight,
not micromanagement of prices.

Economic Implications
High prices indicate demand outstripping
supply.
Artificial fare caps can:

Reduce profitability of airlines.
Discourage capacity expansion and new
entrants.
Worsen shortages during peak demand.

Stakeholder Perspectives
Passengers: seek affordability, transparency,
predictability.
Airlines: require pricing freedom due to thin
margins and volatility.
Government/Regulators: balance consumer
interest with sector growth.

Way Forward
Strengthen fare transparency norms (clear
breakup, algorithm disclosure).
Improve consumer grievance redressal and
enforcement through DGCA.
Encourage capacity addition (airport
infrastructure, slots, fleet expansion).
Promote competition rather than impose price
caps.
Event-specific coordination (temporary
capacity augmentation during mega events).
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context 

Recent UN report terms the global freshwater
crisis as “water bankruptcy”.
Climate change has intensified hydrological
extremes: floods, droughts, erratic river flows.
Himalayan region (Uttarakhand, Himachal
Pradesh, J&K) witnessing snow drought due to
weak western disturbances.
Reduced early snowfall affecting agriculture,
hydropower, and perennial rivers.
IIT Mandi study highlights increased
precipitation variability in last 5 years.

Key Points
Water bankruptcy: Persistent gap between
water demand and sustainable supply.
Climate change impacts:

Rising temperatures disrupt rainfall
patterns.
Glacier retreat causes unstable river
discharge.
Increased frequency of flood–drought
“whiplash”.

Early vs late snowfall:
Early snowfall → slow melt → sustained soil
moisture & river recharge.

Late snowfall → rapid melt → limited
hydrological benefit.

Water stress is structural, not episodic.
River basins are interconnected via trade,
migration, climate systems.
Water crisis can trigger local, inter-state, and
international tensions.

Static Conceptual Linkages 
Hydrological cycle and climate forcing.
Cryosphere’s role in perennial river systems.
Groundwater as a common-pool resource.
Tragedy of commons in aquifer over-
extraction.
Virtual water trade and inter-basin
dependency.
Sustainable development: intergenerational
equity.

Critical Analysis
Strengths / Positives

Increased focus on rainwater harvesting and
aquifer recharge.
Growing scientific understanding of climate–
water linkages.
Policy discourse shifting towards
sustainability.

Limitations / Challenges
Dominance of supply-side solutions (dams,
transfers).
Weak regulation of groundwater extraction.
Absence of transparent water accounting.
Regional inequities in water access.
Climate change magnifies existing
vulnerabilities.

Way Forward 
Shift to demand-side water governance.
Basin-level and aquifer-level water accounting.
Enforce legal caps on groundwater extraction.
Protect aquifers as ecological assets.
Promote water-efficient crops and micro-
irrigation.
Integrate climate projections into water
planning.
Strengthen cooperative federalism in river
management.
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