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புகழ்

ததோன்றின் புகழ ோடு ததோன்றுக அஃதிலோர்
ததோன்றலின் ததோன்றோமை நன்று. 
பிறர் அறியுமாறு அறிமுகமானால் புகழ் மிக்கவராய் அறிமுகம் 
ஆகுக; புகழ் இல்லாதவர் உலகு காணக் காட்சி தருவதிலும், 
தராமல் இருப் பதத நல்லது.— சாலமன் பாப்பபயா

26th





Context

• The Agreement: Pakistan and Saudi Arabia recently concluded a Strategic

Mutual Defence Agreement, pledging that any aggression against either would

be treated as aggression against both.

• Concerns for India: This raises alarms for New Delhi, especially after the April

2025 Pahalgam terror attack and India’s military retaliation under Operation

Sindoor.

• Diplomatic Backdrop: India has been trying to diplomatically isolate Pakistan but

the Saudi pact offers Islamabad a major geopolitical boost.

• Geopolitical Shifts:

• Saudi Arabia is recalibrating its security and strategic outlook due to

waning U.S. reliability and turbulence in West Asia post-Hamas’ 2023

attack on Israel and the “12-day war” between Israel and Iran.

• Pakistan regains lost influence in Riyadh after years of strain, using its

nuclear capability and military experience as leverage.

• For Saudi, the Pakistani military remains a dependable partner, especially

in Islamic and Sunni solidarity terms.

Mains Focus Points

Strategic Implications for India

• Reinforces Pakistan’s strategic depth with the Islamic world’s most

influential state.

• Potential revival of the “Islamic bomb” narrative, positioning Pakistan as

a nuclear insurance provider for Riyadh.

• Challenges India’s diplomatic narrative of isolating Pakistan post-terror

incidents.

Saudi’s Strategic Calculations

• Seeking strategic autonomy and multipolarity — aligning with multiple

partners, not only the U.S.



• Hedging between Iran, Israel, the U.S., and Pakistan for survival and

leverage.

• Draws upon Pakistan’s battle-hardened military and nuclear deterrence

potential.

Implications for India–Saudi Relations

• India’s growing economic and energy ties with Riyadh may face stress

if Riyadh tilts toward Islamabad on security issues.

• Signals that religion- and ideology-based ties (Sunni solidarity) still

outweigh India’s outreach in some spheres.

Geopolitical Lessons for India

• India’s risk-averse strategic culture needs recalibration — fence-sitting

may limit influence in fast-changing geopolitics.

• India must embrace calculated risks in power projection and security

partnerships.

• Highlights need for India to engage more proactively in West Asia to

prevent being sidelined.

Broader Message

• The pact showcases Pakistan Army’s resilience in leveraging global

disorder to its advantage.

• Reflects ongoing reshaping of the world order, where India must act

with clarity and resolve to retain strategic traction.



Previous Year Questions

UPSC Prelims 2016

Which of the following is not a member of ‘Gulf Cooperation Council’?

(a) Iran

(b) Saudi Arabia

(c) Oman

(d) Kuwait

Ans: (a)

UPSC Mains 2017

The question of India’s Energy Security constitutes the most important part of

India’s economic progress. Analyse India’s energy policy cooperation with

West Asian countries.





Context

• Rising Heat Stress: Climate change has made extreme heat a public health

emergency, particularly in the Global South.

• India’s Policy Step (2025): Government proposed mandatory temperature range

(20–28°C) for all new ACs, with 24°C default setting, aiming to save 20 billion

units of energy, reduce emissions by 16 million tonnes, and save ₹10,000

crore annually.

• Core Challenge: While energy-efficiency measures are important, the bigger

issue is inadequate access to cooling infrastructure among vulnerable

populations in developing countries.

• Equity Gap: Cooling access is concentrated among the urban rich; in 2021, only

5% of Indian households owned an AC, with the richest 10% owning 72% of

them. Globally, disparities exist (90% AC ownership in U.S./Japan vs. 6% in Sub-

Saharan Africa).

• Health Risks: WHO estimates 489,000 global deaths due to heat (2000–2019),

with over 20,000 in India. Lack of reliable cooling in hospitals, workplaces, and

homes worsens mortality and morbidity.

Mains Focus Points

Cooling as Adaptation, not Luxury

• Cooling is no longer a matter of comfort → it is a frontline adaptation need for

survival.

• Should be recognised as a development right in the Global South.

Equity and Climate Justice

• Current policies frame cooling in the South as a mitigation problem, while in the

North it is justified as an adaptation necessity → reveals hypocrisy in global

climate discourse.

• Energy efficiency is important, but access for vulnerable groups is central to

climate justice.



India-Specific Challenges

• Low AC ownership (5% nationally; 13% urban, 1% rural).

• 80% workforce in outdoor sectors (agriculture, construction, vending) highly

exposed to heat stress.

• Heat Action Plans (HAPs) exist but suffer from underfunding, weak legal

backing, and poor implementation.

Public Health & Infrastructure

• Unreliable electricity in low-income countries undermines hospital cooling →

affects emergency care, neonatal care, vaccine storage.

• Extreme heat worsens cardiovascular, respiratory, renal conditions.

• Lack of cooling also reduces labour productivity and economic resilience.

Global Divide in Cooling Access

• U.S. per capita cooling energy use: 7 GJ, 28x higher than India.

• Developed countries rapidly expanding AC penetration, while Global South is

asked to restrict it.

• Need for global finance and technology transfer to enable equitable cooling

access.

Way Forward

• Treat cooling as a public good and part of basic infrastructure.

• Scale up Heat Action Plans with proper funding and accountability.

• Invest in passive cooling housing designs, renewable-powered cooling

solutions, and reliable electricity supply.

• Push for climate finance from developed nations to support adaptation in the

South.

• Build social safety nets & labour protections for outdoor workers.



Context

• Census 2027 Definition: Registrar General of India (RGI) proposes to retain the

2011 Census definition of “urban” for comparability.

• 2011 Definition:

• Statutory Towns: Notified by State, governed by Urban Local Bodies

(ULBs).

• Census Towns: Meet 3 criteria (population ≥5,000; ≥75% male workforce

in non-agriculture; population density ≥400/sq.km) → but remain under

rural governance.

• Problem: This rigid binary definition (urban vs. rural) fails to capture India’s

complex settlement transitions — peri-urban areas, census towns, and growing

clusters function like towns but lack recognition and governance structures.



Mains Focus Points

Governance Gap

• Census towns are administratively rural despite functioning like urban areas →

governed by Panchayats, not ULBs.

• Panchayats have limited autonomy compared to ULBs → weaker infrastructure,

planning, and finances.

• Example: West Bengal (2001–2011) → 251 census towns remained under rural

governance despite urban traits.

Outdated Criteria

• 75% male non-agricultural workforce rule is outdated:

• Ignores women’s unpaid/informal work.

• Overlooks mixed livelihoods (agriculture + service/gig economy).

• Fails to reflect economic diversification in small towns/semi-urban areas.

Undercounting Urbanisation

• Narrow definition risks misclassifying millions:

• India’s official 2011 urban population = 31%.

• Research (2019, Population and Environment): If density/population size

considered, actual share = 35–57%.

• Many rural-labelled settlements are actually part of larger informal urban

clusters.

Implications

• Policy Misalignment: Urban-like settlements remain excluded from urban

schemes, funds, and infrastructure upgrades.

• Planning Deficit: Rapidly urbanising areas lack waste management, housing

regulation, transport planning, etc.



• Social Inequity: Populations face urban pressures (pollution, congestion, informal

work) but are governed by rural frameworks.

Way Forward

• Revise Urban Definition: Update criteria to reflect realities of migration, density,

mixed livelihoods, and women’s work.

• Recognise Peri-Urban Areas: Create governance frameworks for transitional

settlements.

• Dynamic Census Tools: Use geospatial mapping, satellite data, and mobility

tracking to capture evolving settlements.

• Policy Integration: Ensure newly classified towns get access to urban

development funds (AMRUT, Smart Cities, etc.).



Previous Year Questions

UPSC Mains 2017 – 10 Marks

The growth of cities as I.T. hubs has opened up new avenues of employment,

but has also created new problems.” Substantiate this statement with

examples.

UPSC Mains 2016 – 12.5 Marks

Major Cities of India are becoming more vulnerable to flood conditions.

UPSC Mains 2016 – 12.5 Marks

With a brief background of the quality of urban life in India, introduce the

objectives and strategy of the smart city program.

UPSC Mains 2015 – 12.5 Marks

Smart cities in India cannot sustain without smart villages discussing this

statement in the backdrop of rural-urban integration.

UPSC Mains 2015 – 12.5 Marks

Mumbai, Delhi, and Kolkata are the three MegaCities of the country but air

pollution is a much more serious problem in Delhi as compared to the other

two. Why is this so?

UPSC Mains 2013 – 12.5 Marks

Discuss the various social problems which originated out of the speedy

process of urbanization in India.





Provincial Citizenship: Why it Matters

Concept

• Coined recently by Alok Ranjan (2025).

• Refers to nativist politics where States construct an emotional belonging-

based citizenship that competes with the idea of a singular Indian citizenship.

• It rests on defining who is “native,” “local,” or “son of the soil” — and excludes

others, especially internal migrants.

Background Context

• Mobility vs. Sedentarism: World history shows human progress linked to mobility

(trade, migration, globalisation).

• In India: Internal migration is crucial (e.g., rural workers moving to metros).

COVID-19 highlighted migrant precarity.

• Despite this, domicile-based rules restrict migrants’ rights in jobs, education,

housing, and political participation.

Case Studies

• Jharkhand:

• Statehood in 2000 didn’t end sub-nationalism.

• Domicile became a tool of majoritarian assertion (against perceived

minority elite dominance).

• Goes beyond Sixth Schedule protections → questions Article 16(2) (no

discrimination in employment on grounds of place of birth/residence).

• Jammu & Kashmir:

• After 2019 abrogation of special status, domicile laws used to safeguard

minorities (Valmikis, Gorkhas, West Pakistan refugees).

• Assam: NRC process linked domicile, migration, and citizenship into high-stakes

exclusion politics.

• Maharashtra, Bihar (historical): Anti-migrant mobilisations (“sons of the soil”)

shaped regional politics since 1960s.



Constitutional Tension

• Articles involved:

• Article 15, 16, 19 → protect against discrimination & guarantee mobility.

• Article 16(2) → no residence-based exclusion from jobs.

• States Reorganisation Commission (1955) already warned that domicile

restrictions contradict Indian citizenship.

• Supreme Court interventions often required, since State-level policies clash

with national rights.

Implications

• Erosion of One Nation, One Citizenship: Undermines Article 5–11 citizenship

framework.

• Exclusion of Migrants: Creates second-class citizens (“citizen-outsiders,”

“paused citizens”).

• Rise of Sub-nationalism: Strengthens regional parties’ leverage via domicile

politics.

• Fragmented National Identity: Produces layered citizenship — Indian + State-

based.

• Governance Challenge: Conflicts over jobs, land, education, and voting rights

cannot be democratically adjudicated within present frameworks.

Scholarly Lineage

• Myron Weiner (1978) – Sons of the Soil.

• Niraja Jayal (2013) – Differentiated Citizenship.

• Uditi Roy (2010) – Citizen-outsiders.

• Sanjib Sharma (2024) – Paused citizens.

• Sarkar (2025) – Hyphenated nationality.

• Alok Ranjan (2025) – Provincial Citizenship.



Why Should We Worry?

• Because provincial citizenship is no longer a theoretical concern — it is

actively shaping State politics.

• It risks institutionalising discrimination against migrants in jobs, housing, and

welfare.

• It undermines the constitutional promise of equality and common citizenship

(SRC’s 1955 warning coming true).

• It may fuel inter-State conflicts, deepen regionalism, and weaken national

integration.


