
POLITICAL SCIENCE 
State or nation or government mein kya difference Hai 
State, Nation aur Government teen alag–alag concepts hain jo aksar 
ek-dusre se confuse ho jaate hain. State ek legal–political entity hoti hai 
jiske paas fixed territory, permanent population, effective government aur 
sovereignty (supreme authority) hoti hai; jaise ek internationally recognised
system. Nation zyada tar emotional aur socio-cultural concept hai—jisme 
log common history, culture, language, traditions aur shared identity ke 
through judte hain; nation ka hona zaroori nahi ki uska apna state ho. 
Government state ka operational machinery hota hai jo power exercise 
karta hai—laws banana, implement karna aur justice dena; government 
temporary hoti hai (elections ke saath badal sakti hai), jabki state 
permanent hoti hai. Simple shabdon mein: State = legal structure, Nation =
people ki collective identity, aur Government = authority jo state ko chalati 
hai.
 More related question 
Q1. Kya Indian Constitution mein “State” ki definition likhi hai?
Ans: Indian Constitution mein State ki explicit definition ek jagah par nahi 
likhi hai, lekin Article 1 mein clearly mention hai ki “India, that is Bharat, 
shall be a Union of States.” Isse pata chalta hai ki India ek sovereign 
political entity hai jisme multiple states milkar ek Union banate hain. 
Political science ke hisaab se state ke 4 elements—territory, population, 
government aur sovereignty—India mein present hain, isliye India ek 
full-fledged State hai.
Q2. Constitution mein “Nation” shabd kaha likha hai?
Ans: Indian Constitution mein “Nation” word formally use nahi hua hai. 
Lekin Preamble mein “We, the People of India” likhkar national identity aur 
unity ko express kiya gaya hai. Nation zyada tar emotional aur cultural 
concept hota hai, jo constitution ke Fundamental Duties (Article 51A), 
national symbols aur unity provisions se reflect hota hai.
Q3. Government ka zikr Constitution ke kaun se part mein hai?
Ans: Government ka structure Constitution ke Part V aur Part VI mein diya 
gaya hai.
Part V → Union Government (President, PM, Council of Ministers, 



Parliament)
Part VI → State Government (Governor, CM, State Legislature)
Isse clear hota hai ki government state ka ek organ hai, poora state nahi.
Q4. State aur Government mein constitutional difference kya hai?
Ans: Constitution ke perspective se State permanent hota hai, jabki 
Government temporary hoti hai. Government Articles 74–75 ke tahat kaam
karti hai aur elections ke through change ho sakti hai, lekin State kabhi 
khatam nahi hota, chahe government dissolve ho jaaye (jaise President’s 
Rule ke time).
Q5. Kya Government ke bina State exist kar sakta hai?
Ans: Theoretically nahi, kyunki government state ka ek essential element 
hai. Lekin practically, jaise President’s Rule ke dauran, elected government 
nahi hoti phir bhi State exist karta hai, kyunki sovereignty aur 
constitutional authority President ke paas chali jaati hai.
Q6. Kya ek Nation bina State ke ho sakta hai?
Ans: Haan. Political theory ke mutabik Nation bina State ke exist kar sakta 
hai, kyunki nation ek cultural-emotional unity hai. Constitution is possibility
ko deny nahi karta. Isliye nationhood ka concept statehood se pehle bhi 
aa sakta hai.
Q7. Constitution sovereignty kisko deta hai—State, Nation ya Government 
ko?
Ans: Sovereignty Constitution ke through State ko milti hai, lekin ultimate 
source Nation (People) hote hain. Isliye Preamble mein likha hai “We, the 
People of India”. Government sirf sovereignty exercise karti hai, own nahi 
karti.
Q8. Agar government galat kaam kare to kaun zyada strong hota 
hai—State ya Government?
Ans: State zyada strong hota hai, kyunki Constitution, judiciary aur 
institutions state ke under aate hain. Government agar unconstitutional 
kaam kare to Judicial Review ke through courts usse check kar sakte hain.
Q9. Ek line mein constitutional summary bataiye
Ans:
State → Constitutionally recognised permanent political entity
Nation → People ki shared identity, Preamble aur duties se reflect hoti hai



Government → Constitution ke provisions ke tahat kaam karne wali 
temporary authority
Q10. Interview closing line (safe & impressive)
Ans:
“Indian Constitution State ko legal framework deta hai, Nation ko moral 
strength deta hai aur Government ko sirf ek temporary instrument banata 
hai—jo logon ke naam par power exercise karta hai, own nahi.”

Constitution mein state ka definition kaun se artical mein likha hai article 
12
Article 12 – “State” ka Constitutional Meaning (Hinglish)
Article 12, Part III (Fundamental Rights) ke andar aata hai aur yeh batata 
hai ki Fundamental Rights ke context mein “State” kaun-kaun hoga. Is 
article ke according, “State” mein shamil hain:
Union Government aur Parliament
State Governments aur State Legislatures
Local authorities (jaise Municipality, Panchayat)
Other authorities jo India ke territory mein ya Government of India ke 
control ke under kaam karte hain
Iska matlab yeh hai ki agar inmein se koi bhi authority Fundamental Rights
violate karti hai, to Article 32 ya Article 226 ke under uske khilaf action liya
ja sakta hai.
⚠  Important Interview Point (Trap Question Alert)
�� Article 12 State ki general political science wali definition nahi deta.
�� Yeh definition sirf Part III (Fundamental Rights) ke liye hai.
�� Ismein territory, population, sovereignty jaise classical elements 
mention nahi hote.
Simple line for interview
“Article 12 ‘State’ ko isliye define karta hai taaki Fundamental Rights ke 
violation ke liye kaun responsible hoga, yeh clearly identify ho sake.”
Follow-up Question jo panel poochta hai
Q. Kya private bodies bhi Article 12 ke under ‘State’ ho sakti hain?
Ans: Haan, agar koi private body public function perform karti ho aur deep 
& pervasive government control ke under ho, to courts usse ‘other authority’



maan sakte hain.
One-line revision
Article 1 → India = Union of States
Article 12 → State ka meaning (sirf FR ke liye)
Article 32 / 226 → Remedy against State

Western nationalism or eastern nationalism mein kya antar hai
Western nationalism aur Eastern nationalism ke beech antar origin, basis 
aur expression ke level par samjha jaata hai. Western nationalism ka janm 
Europe mein hua aur yeh zyada tar political–legal aur civic values par 
based hota hai—jaise citizenship, constitution, rule of law aur individual 
rights. Ismein nation ko ek voluntary political community maana jaata hai; 
matlab jo vyakti constitutional principles ko maanta hai, woh nation ka 
hissa ho sakta hai, chahe uski language, religion ya ethnicity alag ho. Isliye
Western nationalism ko inclusive aur civic kaha jaata hai.
Iske contrast mein, Eastern nationalism (Asia–Africa context) zyada tar 
cultural, historical aur emotional factors par based hota hai—jaise 
common culture, tradition, religion, language aur shared past, khaaskar 
colonial oppression ke khilaf sangharsh. Yahan nation ko pehle emotional 
unity ke roop mein dekha jaata hai, aur baad mein political state banti hai. 
Is wajah se Eastern nationalism ko aksar cultural ya ethnic nationalism 
kaha jaata hai.
Summary line (interview-friendly):
Western nationalism = citizenship aur constitution-based political unity;
Eastern nationalism = shared culture, history aur freedom struggle se nikli 
emotional unity.

Political legitimacy
Political legitimacy ka matlab hota hai logon ka yeh maanna aur accept 
karna ki jo sarkar ya political authority power use kar rahi hai, woh rightful, 
justified aur lawful hai. Sirf force ya power hona legitimacy nahi hota; 
legitimacy tab hoti hai jab people consent dete hain—jaise free & fair 
elections, constitutional procedures, rule of law, aur public welfare delivery 
ke through. Agar log sarkar ke decisions ko isliye maante hain kyunki woh 



constitution ke mutabik bani hai, transparent hai aur public interest mein 
kaam karti hai, to use political legitimacy kehte hain. Isi wajah se 
legitimacy democracy ka backbone hoti hai—jab legitimacy strong hoti hai 
to governance smooth hota hai, aur jab weak hoti hai to protests, distrust 
aur instability badhti hai.

Politics kya h
Politics ka matlab main yeh samajhti hoon ki samaj ke limited resources 
aur power ka faisla kaise aur kis interest mein hota hai. Politics sirf 
elections ya party competition tak seemit nahi hoti, balki decision-making 
ka poora process hota hai—jisme power, authority, public interest, 
negotiation aur conflict resolution shamil hote hain. Ek healthy politics ka 
goal hota hai logon ki needs ko balance karna, different opinions ko 
represent karna aur constitutional values ke andar rehkar governance 
chalana. Isliye mere liye politics power ka struggle nahi, balki public good 
achieve karne ka tool hai—agar woh transparent, inclusive aur accountable
ho.

. Political science mein politics ko sirf elections ya parties tak limit nahi 
kiya jaata, balki use “who gets what, when and how” ke roop mein samjha 
jaata hai—yaani samaj mein decisions kaise liye jaate hain, kaun leta hai 
aur kis interest mein. Ismein state, government, institutions, laws, public 
policy, conflict resolution aur legitimacy jaise elements shamil hote hain. Is
perspective se politics ek neutral academic concept hai jo yeh analyse 
karta hai ki power ko kaise acquire, exercise aur justify kiya jaata hai, taaki 
social order aur governance possible ho sake.

Power authority mein kya antar hai
Power aur Authority ke beech basic antar source aur acceptance ka hota 
hai. Power ka matlab hota hai kisi ko apni ichha ke mutabik kaam 
karwane ki kshamta, chahe woh force, pressure, money, influence ya 
coercion ke through ho; power ke liye logon ki sahmati zaroori nahi hoti. 
Iske contrast mein, Authority woh legitimate power hoti hai jise log morally 
aur legally accept karte hain—yaani authority position, rules aur law se aati



hai. Simple shabdon mein, power force par based ho sakti hai, jabki 
authority legitimacy par based hoti hai. Isi liye democracy mein aim yeh 
hota hai ki power authority mein convert ho, taaki governance smooth, 
stable aur accepted rahe.

�� Globalisation decline kyun ho rahi hai? (Reasons)
Geopolitical tensions
US–China rivalry, Russia–Ukraine war jaise conflicts ne trade, technology 
aur energy flows ko politicise kar diya hai. Countries ab strategic 
autonomy par zyada focus kar rahi hain.
COVID-19 pandemic ka impact
Pandemic ne dikha diya ki long global supply chains fragile hain. Iske 
baad countries ne localisation, reshoring aur friend-shoring ko priority di.
Protectionism ka rise
Import duties, trade barriers aur subsidies badh rahe hain. Multilateral 
trade regime (jaise World Trade Organization) relatively weak hui hai.
Nationalism aur populism
“Country first” policies ne free trade aur open borders ke support ko kam 
kiya hai.
Technology & security concerns
5G, semiconductors, AI jaise sectors

Kya Globalisation decline ho raha hai agar ho raha hai to uske  reasons 
kya hai aur iska impact kya padega
Globalisation poori tarah decline nahi ho rahi, balki apna character change
kar rahi hai, jise aaj slowbalisation ya fragmented globalisation kaha ja 
raha hai. Iske peeche kai reasons hain—geopolitical tensions (jaise 
US–China rivalry), COVID-19 ke baad supply chain disruption, 
protectionism aur economic nationalism ka rise, aur national security 
concerns jinhone free trade ko limit kiya hai. Multilateral institutions jaise 
World Trade Organization bhi utni effective nahi rahi, jisse countries 
bilateral aur regional blocs par zyada depend kar rahi hain. Iska impact 
yeh hoga ki global economy zyada regionalised hogi, costs badhenge, 
inflationary pressures aa sakte hain aur developing countries ke liye export



-led growth thodi challenging ho sakti hai. Saath hi, India jaise deshon ke 
liye yeh ek opportunity bhi hai—supply chain diversification, Make in India 
aur strategic autonomy ko strengthen karne ka.

Globalisation ke slow aur fragmented hone ke context mein India ko 
balanced aur strategic approach leni chahiye. Sabse pehle, India ko 
domestic manufacturing aur competitiveness ko strong karna hoga—jaise 
PLI schemes, logistics reform aur ease of doing business, taaki India 
global supply chains ka reliable hub ban sake. Saath hi, selective global 
integration zaroori hai: multilateral platforms jaise World Trade 
Organization ko support karte hue bilateral aur regional trade agreements 
ke through market access badhaya jaaye. Technology aur critical sectors 
(semiconductors, defence, clean energy) mein strategic autonomy develop 
karni hogi, bina protectionism ke extreme par jaaye. Human capital, skilling
aur innovation par investment se India demographic dividend ko leverage 
kar sakta hai. Is tarah, India ko na to blind globalisation apnani chahiye, na
hi isolation—balki “calibrated globalisation with national interest” ka path 
follow karna chahiye.

Non align movement abhi bhi alive hai kya kya
Haan, Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) abhi bhi alive hai, lekin apne original 
Cold War form mein nahi, balki redefined aur diluted form mein. Cold War 
ke dauran NAM ka primary aim tha US aur USSR ke military blocs se 
distance rakhna, lekin aaj world multipolar ho chuki hai jahan China, EU 
jaise naye power centres ubhar chuke hain. Aaj ke context mein 
Non-Aligned Movement ka relevance strategic autonomy, issue-based 
alignment, Global South ki voice aur South–South cooperation ke roop 
mein dikhai deta hai—jaise climate change, development finance aur UN 
reforms. Haan, yeh bhi sach hai ki internal divisions, lack of economic 
integration aur strong institutional structure ki kami ki wajah se NAM ka 
impact pehle jaisa nahi raha. Isliye interview mein balanced line yeh hogi: 
“NAM dead nahi hai, balki transform ho chuka hai—non-alignment se multi
-alignment tak.”



Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) ka revival poori tarah formal nahi, balki 
contextual aur functional form mein hua hai. Cold War ke baad lagta tha ki
Non-Aligned Movement irrelevant ho jaayega, lekin multipolar world, 
US–China rivalry, Russia–West tensions aur Global South ki common 
problems ne isse naya relevance diya. Aaj NAM ka focus military 
non-alignment se hatt kar strategic autonomy, issue-based cooperation, 
development, climate justice aur reform of global institutions par aa gaya 
hai. COVID-19 jaise crises ke dauran vaccine access, debt relief aur 
supply-chain issues ne developing countries ko ek common platform ki 
zarurat mehsoos karai. Iske alawa, UN Security Council reforms aur 
Western-dominated global governance ke against collective bargaining 
power ke roop mein NAM phir se use hone laga hai. Isliye kaha ja sakta hai
ki NAM ka revival ideological nahi balki pragmatic hai—jo aaj 
non-alignment se zyada “non-exclusivity” aur multi-alignment ko represent 
karta hai.

Civil disobedience  justify hai ya nahi
Civil disobedience ko conditionally justify kiya ja sakta hai—yaani har 
situation mein nahi, balki specific circumstances mein. Political 
philosophy ke angle se civil disobedience tab justified hoti hai jab laws 
unjust ho, constitutional remedies ineffective ho chuki ho, aur protest 
non-violent, conscientious aur public interest mein ho. Jaise Mahatma 
Gandhi ke liye civil disobedience ka matlab tha moral appeal ke through 
unjust colonial laws ko challenge karna, bina violence ke. Lekin agar civil 
disobedience law-and-order ko disrupt kare, essential services ko harm 
pahunchaye, ya democratic institutions ko weaken kare, to uski legitimacy 
khatam ho jaati hai. Isliye ek constitutional democracy mein pehla 
preference constitutional methods—courts, elections, debate—hone 
chahiye; civil disobedience last resort honi chahiye. Interview-friendly 
balanced line yeh hogi: “Civil disobedience neither absolutely right nor 
absolutely wrong hai—yeh tab justified hoti hai jab woh non-violent ho, 
public conscience ko appeal kare aur democracy ko reform kare, na ki 
destabilise.”



Right without duties kya yah sahi hai nahin Hai to Kya sahi hai
“Rights without duties” na to sahi hai aur na hi sustainable, kyunki rights 
aur duties ek hi coin ke do sides hain. Agar citizens sirf rights demand 
karein (jaise freedom of speech, equality, liberty) lekin corresponding 
duties (jaise law follow karna, public order maintain karna, environment 
protect karna, constitutional values ka respect) na nibhayein, to democracy
chaos aur conflict ki taraf ja sakti hai. Indian Constitution ne is balance ko
samjhte hue Fundamental Rights (Part III) ke saath Fundamental Duties 
(Article 51A) bhi di hain—taaki rights responsible exercise ke saath use hon
. Isliye sahi approach yeh hai ki “Rights with Duties” ko maana jaaye: jab 
citizens apne duties nibhaate hain, tabhi rights meaningful, protected aur 
long-term mein effective hote hain. Interview closing line: “Rights 
entitlement hain, lekin duties unki ethical guarantee.”

Nationalism decline kar raha hai ya phir revival kar raha hai
Nationalism na to simple decline kar raha hai aur na hi sirf revival—balki 
woh transform ho raha hai. Cold War ke baad globalisation ke phase mein 
laga ki nationalism weak pad raha hai, lekin aaj ke context mein hum 
nationalism ka naya revival dekh rahe hain, jo economic insecurity, cultural
anxiety, migration pressures aur geopolitical tensions se driven hai. Kai 
deshon mein “nation-first” narratives, border control aur strategic 
autonomy par zor badha hai. Saath hi, yeh revival classical aggressive 
nationalism jaisa nahi, balki zyada tar economic aur cultural 
assertion-based nationalism hai. Iska impact mixed hai—ek taraf yeh 
policy focus, national interest aur social cohesion ko strengthen karta hai, 
doosri taraf agar unchecked ho to exclusion, intolerance aur international 
cooperation mein strain la sakta hai. Isliye interview mein balanced line 
yeh hogi: “Nationalism decline nahi kar raha, balki globalisation ke 
pressure mein apna naya roop le raha hai—jahaan challenge yeh hai ki use
inclusive aur constitutional banaye rakha jaaye.”

Nationalism decline nahi ho raha, balki examples ke through clearly dikh 
raha hai ki woh revive aur transform ho raha hai. Jaise COVID-19 ke 
dauran kai deshon ne vaccine nationalism adopt ki—pehle apni population



ko secure kiya, baad mein global sharing ki—yeh nationalism ka public 
health–driven revival tha. US aur Europe mein supply chains ko wapas 
laane (reshoring/friend-shoring) aur trade protection jaise steps economic 
nationalism ko dikhate hain. Russia–Ukraine conflict ke baad energy aur 
food security par zor badhna bhi strategic nationalism ka example hai. 
Saath hi, migration pressures ke chalte border controls aur citizenship 
debates badhi hain, jo cultural nationalism ko reflect karti hain. India ke 
context mein, Atmanirbhar Bharat jaise initiatives globalization se retreat 
nahi, balki national interest ke saath selective integration ka example hain. 
Isliye examples batate hain ki nationalism khatam nahi hua—woh 
globalisation ke pressure mein apna naya, policy-oriented aur 
interest-based roop le raha hai.

Immigration issue
Immigration issue isliye ho raha hai kyunki duniya mein economic 
inequality, conflict, political instability aur climate change jaise push 
factors badh rahe hain, jabki developed countries jaise United States pull 
factors—better jobs, social security aur safety—provide karti hain. Latin 
America aur Africa ke kai regions mein poverty, gang violence aur weak 
governance ne large-scale migration ko trigger kiya hai, jiska direct 
pressure US–Mexico border par dikhta hai. Is issue par USA ka stance 
mixed aur pragmatic raha hai: ek taraf border security aur illegal 
immigration ko curb karne ke liye stricter checks, deportation aur asylum 
rules tighten kiye gaye; doosri taraf legal immigration, skilled migrants aur 
refugees ke liye controlled pathways open rakhe gaye. US ka decision yeh 
reflect karta hai ki immigration ko na to poori tarah band kiya ja sakta hai 
aur na hi bina regulation ke allow—balki security concerns aur 
humanitarian obligations ke beech balance banana zaroori hai. 
Interview-friendly line: “Immigration crisis governance ka test hai—jahaan 
compassion aur control dono equally important hain.”

H-1B visa United States ka ek non-immigrant work visa hai, jo skilled 
foreign professionals (jaise IT, engineering, data science, medicine, finance
) ko temporary basis par US mein kaam karne ki permission deta hai. Is 



visa ke liye specialty occupation, relevant degree, aur US employer ka 
sponsorship zaroori hota hai; selection zyada tar annual cap + lottery 
system se hota hai, aur initial stay aam taur par 3 saal (extendable up to 6 
saal) hoti hai. H-1B ka aim economy ki skill shortages ko fill karna hai, na 
ki uncontrolled immigration badhana.
Immigration ko control karne ka sahi rasta yeh hai ki illegal aur legal 
migration ko alag-alag treat kiya jaaye. Pehla, legal pathways ko strong 
aur transparent banaya jaaye—jaise skill-based visas (H-1B), seasonal 
work permits, student-to-work transitions—taaki log irregular routes na 
chunen. Doosra, border management aur asylum processing ko fast, 
humane aur rule-based banaya jaaye, taaki misuse roka ja sake. Teesra, 
origin countries ke saath cooperation (jobs, development, climate 
adaptation) se push factors kam kiye jaayein. Aur chautha, domestic 
labour market reforms (upskilling locals, fair wages) se social tension 
ghate. Interview-friendly line: “Immigration ko control ka matlab band 
karna nahi, balki regulated, need-based aur humane migration ensure 
karna hai.”

Gen Z movement
Gen Z movement ka matlab hai young generation (1997 ke baad paida 
hue logon) ka traditional politics aur governance ke khilaf collective 
assertion. Nepal mein yeh movement isliye ubhra kyunki youth 
unemployment, corruption, political instability, old political elites ka 
dominance aur slow economic growth ne young logon ko disillusioned kar 
diya tha. Nepal mein baar-baar government change hona, development ke 
limited results, aur merit-based opportunities ki kami ne Gen Z ko street 
protests aur digital mobilisation ki taraf push kiya—jahan social media ek 
major tool bana.
Yeh sirf Nepal tak limited nahi hai; alag-alag jagahon par Gen Z 
movements isliye ho rahe hain kyunki globally economic insecurity, rising 
inequality, climate anxiety, identity issues aur trust deficit in institutions 
badh raha hai. Gen Z zyada issue-based, non-ideological aur leaderless 
movements ko prefer karti hai—jaise corruption ke against, climate justice 
ke liye, ya governance reforms ke demand par. Isliye interview-ready 



conclusion yeh hai: “Gen Z movements kisi ek desh ka crisis nahi, balki 
global governance gap ka symptom hain—jahan young generation 
representation, accountability aur future security chahti hai.”

Gen Z (Generation Z) un logon ko bola jaata hai jo lagbhag 1997 se 2012 
ke beech paida hue. Yeh pehli generation hai jo internet, smartphone aur 
social media ke saath badi hui, isliye inhe digital natives bhi kaha jaata hai
. Gen Z ke issues zyada tar jobs, mental health, climate change, identity, 
inclusion aur governance transparency se jude hote hain.
�� Gen Z se related aur generational words (timeline ke saath)
Baby Boomers (1946–1964): World War II ke baad population boom; 
discipline, stability aur institutions par trust
Generation X (1965–1980): Transition generation; independence aur work
–life balance
Millennials / Gen Y (1981–1996): Globalisation aur liberalisation ke saath 
bade hue; optimism + frustration mix
Gen Z (1997–2012): Digital natives; fast, issue-based, skeptical of 
authority
Gen Alpha (2013–2024 approx.): AI, tablets aur voice assistants ke saath 
bade ho rahe bachche
Gen Beta (2025 ke baad paida hone wale): AI-first, automation-driven 
society mein grow karne wali future generation

Bangladesh Bangladesh mein jo student protest hua hai use per aapka kya
Rai banta hai
Bangladesh mein jo student protest hua, us par meri rai balanced aur 
conditional hai. Ek democratic society mein students ka protest karna 
legitimate hai, khaaskar jab mudda jobs, quota reform, merit, transparency 
aur future opportunities jaise core concerns se juda ho. Bangladesh ke 
context mein youth unemployment, perceived inequality aur governance se
frustration ne students ko mobilise kiya—yeh democratic pressure 
mechanism ke roop mein dekha ja sakta hai. Lekin protest tabhi morally 
aur politically justified rehta hai jab woh non-violent, constitutional aur 
dialogue-oriented ho; jaise hi violence, public property damage ya 



institutional paralysis hota hai, uski legitimacy weak pad jaati hai aur aam 
logon par burden badhta hai.
State ke liye bhi yeh ek test of governance hota hai—sirf law-and-order 
approach se nahi, balki listening, reform aur credible communication se 
response dena chahiye. Isliye meri rai yeh hai ki student protest ko dismiss
bhi nahi karna chahiye aur romanticise bhi nahi; sahi approach yeh hai ki 
peaceful dissent ko space mile, genuine demands par policy correction ho, 
aur rule of law maintain rahe. Yeh approach hi Bangladesh jaise deshon 
mein long-term stability aur youth trust ko strengthen kar sakti hai.

Bangladesh mein student protest ke kai interconnected karan the. Sabse 
bada issue government jobs mein quota system tha, jahan students ka 
maanna tha ki merit ke bajay reserved categories ko disproportionate 
fayda mil raha hai, jabki youth population zyada hai aur government jobs 
limited hain. Iske saath youth unemployment, inflation aur cost of living ke
pressure ne frustration ko aur badha diya. Students ko lagta tha ki 
political elites aur established groups ke liye opportunities secure hain, 
lekin first-generation learners aur middle-class youth ke liye fair 
competition kam ho rahi hai. Governance level par transparency aur 
accountability ki kami, slow grievance redressal aur meaningful dialogue 
ka absence bhi protest ka trigger bana. Social media ke through rapid 
mobilisation hui, jisse movement aur visible ho gaya. Isliye yeh protest sirf 
ek policy ke khilaf nahi, balki aspirations–governance gap ka expression 
tha—jahaan students merit, dignity aur future security ki demand kar rahe 
the.

Trade war or tariff war kya hai aur isase USA ke jo abhi decisions liye gaye 
hain India per usko connect karke bataen chahie Sahi Kiya gaya hai aur 
India ka kya effect pada hai
Trade war ya tariff war ka matlab hota hai jab do ya zyada desh ek-dusre 
ke goods par high import duties (tariffs) lagate hain taaki apne domestic 
industries ko protect kiya ja sake ya strategic pressure banaya jaaye. 
Recent years mein United States ne “America First” approach ke tahat 
tariffs, export controls aur subsidy-based industrial policy ko aggressively 



use kiya—khaaskar manufacturing, technology aur strategic sectors mein. 
Iska justification yeh diya gaya ki jobs protect karni hain, supply-chain 
security badhani hai aur unfair trade practices ko counter karna hai.
India ke context mein dekha jaaye to yeh decisions mixed impact le kar 
aaye. Ek taraf, US tariffs aur China se diversification ki wajah se India ko 
supply-chain shift ka opportunity mila—electronics, pharmaceuticals aur 
engineering goods mein exports badhe aur India ek alternative 
manufacturing base ke roop mein ubhra. Doosri taraf, steel–aluminium 
jaise sectors par US tariffs, visa/market-access issues aur regulatory 
barriers ne Indian exporters ke liye cost aur uncertainty badha di. Overall, 
yeh kaha ja sakta hai ki US ka tariff-based approach apne national interest
ke liye rational ho sakta hai, lekin global free trade aur developing 
countries ke liye challenges create karta hai. India ke liye iska net effect 
yeh raha ki short-term friction ke bawajood long-term opportunity 
bani—agar India competitiveness, trade agreements aur manufacturing 
reforms ko accelerate kare.
Interview-ready closing line:
“Trade war zero-sum nahi hota—US ke decisions ne India ke liye risks bhi 
create kiye aur strategic openings bhi; outcome India ki policy readiness 
par depend karta hai.”

USA Ne India se kaha ki Russia se oil import na karen to kya yah India  
sovreign state nahin Hai Jo Apne faisle khud n Le sake bataiye aapke kya  
point hai
Is mudde par meri rai yeh hai ki India bilkul ek sovereign state hai aur apne
national interest ke hisaab se faisle lene ka poora adhikaar rakhta hai. 
United States ka India se yeh kehna ki Russia se oil import na kare, asal 
mein ek diplomatic pressure ya persuasion hai, na ki legal command. 
Sovereignty ka matlab yeh nahi hota ki koi desh global system mein akela 
decision le, balki yeh hota hai ki final decision-making authority usi desh 
ke paas rahe—aur yahan India ne wahi kiya. India ne clearly kaha ki uski 
priority energy security, affordable oil aur citizens ka welfare hai, especially
jab oil imports se inflation control hota ho. India ne sanctions ko violate 
bhi nahi kiya aur saath hi strategic autonomy ka principle follow 



kiya—yaani issue-based decision, not bloc-based alignment. Isliye yeh 
kehna ki “India sovereign nahi hai” galat hoga; sahi yeh hai ki India 
sovereign hote hue bhi pragmatic diplomacy karta hai, jahan woh apne 
interest protect karta hai aur partners ki concerns ko bhi respectfully sunta 
hai. Interview-ready line: “Sovereignty ka test pressure mein aata hai—aur 
Russia oil issue par India ka balanced stand hi uski sovereign 
decision-making ko prove karta hai.” 


