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Checkbox caste
An open-ended method of counting
caste may not yield usable data
T he rehearsal for the second phase of Cen-

sus 2027, underway in 16 States and Un-

ion Territories since July 6, carries a key
feature: an “open column” where respondents
can state their caste, which the enumerator will
record. Unlike the 2011 Socio-Economic and
Caste Census (SECC), which also had this feature,
this counting of caste in the Census itself has stat-
utory backing. The pre-test ends on July 20, and
the government says that it will then finalise the
methodology for counting caste. The hope is that
the pre-test findings will corroborate what is
known: an open-ended response on caste yields
only unwieldy data, as seen in the 2011 SECC,
which eventually proved unusable. It is not diffi-
cult to understand why. The method led the 2011
SECC to return more than 46 lakh “caste names”,
against the 4,147 in the 1931 Census, the last to
tabulate caste. Respondents entered surnames,
sub-castes and clan names as if interchangeable,
inflating the count into incoherence. The Centre
told the Supreme Court in 2021 that the SECC fi-
gures were too error-ridden to be relied upon for
reservation. The pre-test should instead point to
a better method — using the digital Census’s
hand-held devices, pre-loaded with a curated list
of castes and sub-castes, so that the enumerator
selects the ‘correct’ entry after asking the respon-
dent. Mistakes and mismatches will happen, but
as the 2022-23 Bihar caste survey revealed, this
method could return more usable data.

Unlike the other identities — linguistic, reli-
gious and gender — that the Census notes, caste is
an abstract, irrational one that designates people
not by biological, physical, or professed attri-
butes, but by a perceived, primordial identity
conferred at birth and arranged in a hierarchy.
Even this hierarchy is not self-evident, with the
perceptions of social status of different castes of-
ten contradicting one another. India’s Constitu-
tion, committed to social justice, set itself against
caste by abolishing untouchability, forbidding
caste-based discrimination and holding out the
promise of a republic where birth would not de-
termine a citizen’s standing. So why count caste
when the very act of enumeration can ossify or
reify this abstract identity? The only rationale is
that self-perceived or imposed caste identity
creates social inequities, and welfare and social
justice measures that address caste-based injus-
tice can, over time, be expected to delegitimise
the casteism rather than entrench it. Through
sharper targeting of welfare and affirmative ac-
tion, empirical caste data can also inform ques-
tions of the creamy layer and the sub-categorisa-
tion of castes and classes already benefiting from
reservation. In these, better data are indispensa-
ble. If caste is to be counted, it should be counted
well. The open-ended way of registering it will
not serve the intended purpose.
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Prisoners of violence
Sri Lanka must do more to uphold
order, prevent prison crowding
T he killing of 28 people in sudden, appa-

rently uncontrolled violence in an over-

crowded prison outside Colombo, on
Monday, speaks to a culture of mismanagement
and official apathy. Reports of tensions inside the
premises emerged on Sunday, with two inmates
reported dead initially. Authorities deployed the
military around the prison soon after, but the vio-
lence escalated on Monday, leaving more than
two dozen dead and over 100 injured. Monday’s
riots followed a group of inmates tipping off offi-
cials on an alleged drug operation on the prison
premises. Some inmates reportedly grabbed
arms from the guards, while others assaulted riv-
al gang members with clubs and stones, even as
guards struggled to contain the violence; eight
guards were among those dead. Authorities have
transferred hundreds of remaining inmates to
other prisons. The incident, one of the deadliest
prison riots in Sri Lanka, foregrounds two key
challenges facing the Anura Kumara Dissanayake
administration — the narcotics menace that it has
resolved to wipe out, and the chronic overcrowd-
ing in prisons, a concern that rights defenders
have repeatedly highlighted for years.

In 2020, the Human Rights Commission of Sri
Lanka found prison conditions to be dire, owing
to overcrowding and under-resourcing. As of De-
cember 31, 2024, the country’s prisons housed
28,278 inmates against an approved capacity of
10,395, operating at nearly thrice their capacity,
according to the 2024 Auditor General's Report.
Authorities have linked the immediate trigger for
the riots to the drug underworld, which the Dis-
sanayake administration has been trying to crack
down on. Justice Minister Harshana Nanayakkara
has rightly noted that regardless of the attackers’
motivations or the crimes they are accused of,
the death of people in state custody is “deeply
shocking”, and that the government accepts res-
ponsibility. The Cabinet has appointed a three-
member committee headed by a retired Supreme
Court judge to carry out a thorough investigation.
The government’s response and seeming willing-
ness to probe the causes for the deadly incident,
are welcome and necessary. It is the third after
the 2012 Welikada prison riots, where 27 inmates
were shot dead by police, and the 2020 riots in
Mahara, near Colombo, which claimed 11 lives.
The pace of the probe and the government’s res-
ponse will reveal its intent to address long-pend-
ing concerns around the country’s prisons. It
must work towards improving prison conditions,
living standards, and security, to prevent further
clashes. Meanwhile, authorities must persist with
the efforts to disable drug networks that pose a
grave threat to society, including within prisons.
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Revolution to resurgence — Irans strategic moment

he gloves are off and the ceasefire is in

trouble as the United States and Iran

traded strikes, once again, on July 8,

over the safe passage of commercial
ships across the Strait of Hormuz.

However, looking beyond this flareup, the
recent visuals coming out of Iran are
extraordinary. After more than 40 days of
sustained attacks by the combined military power
of the U.S. and Israel, the country is projecting an
image of pride, defiance, and resilience. The
funeral of its slain Supreme Leader, Ali
Khamenei, drew millions of mourners and
high-level representatives from Russia, China,
Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Tiirkiye, Egypt, Iraq,
Pakistan, Armenia, and several other countries.
Even the Taliban government in Afghanistan was
represented. Notably absent were the entire
Western bloc, much of Africa, and some regional
countries such as the United Arab Emirates,
Bahrain, and Kuwait, which bore the brunt of
Iran’s retaliation during the war.

Did the scenes witnessed reflect the image of a
nation defeated? Did the millions of people on
the streets, eager to catch a final glimpse of their
assassinated leader, appear coerced or forced to
mourn? Did the visuals coming out of Tehran and
other parts of Iran reflect a nation that is
economically bankrupt? The answer to all these
questions is a bold ‘no’. What was on display was
a nation eager to use this opportunity to tell the
world that it is still standing on its own — and may
be more powerful, confident and resilient than
ever before.

The regime has not only survived the war but
has emerged stronger than before, with the
Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) in full
control. Its nuclear programme still remains off
the table and there is no mention of its ballistic
missile programme in the 14-point Memorandum
of Understanding with the U.S. The windfall gains
from removal of sanctions, sale of crude oil and
natural gas, a defreezing of its money and assets
and the monetisation of the Strait of Hormuz
promise an economic revival for Iran, although
some of it may now be under question after the
rapidly escalating situation. This resurrection of
Iran almost feels like a revolution, and is a
reminder of how a new nation, the ‘Islamic
Republic of Iran’ emerged from the Iranian
Revolution of 1979, overcoming the threats and
challenges from a monarchy supported and
abetted by the West.

The first revolution

The 1979 revolution was the culmination of a
year-long protests against the Iranian regime,
ignited by multiple factors, mainly political
repression and economic hardships. There was
also a strong undercurrent to reclaim Iran’s
cultural and religious legacy which had been
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suppressed by the pro-western Shah regime. The
combined effect created an unprecedented
popular movement led by Ayatollah Khomeini,
the exiled cleric and former philosophy professor
from Qom, who had been banished in 1964 for
opposing the Shah'’s reform programme. The
movement ultimately overthrew Shah
Mohammad Reza Pahlavi.

The Shah and his family fled Iran in January
1979 and Ayatollah Khomeini returned on
February 1 to a jubilant welcome. 10 days later,
Iran’s armed forces declared their neutrality,
effectively ending the Shah’s rule. On April 1,
following a successful referendum, Khomeini
proclaimed Iran as the Islamic Republic. The new
republic drew its legitimacy from three pillars:
restoring Iran’s national pride, establishing
theological discourse and Islamic governance,
and promising economic progress and social
justice. However, the 1979 hostage crisis, the
eight-year Iran-Iraq war, prolonged nuclear
programme-related sanctions, and support for
regional militia proxies severely tested the
country’s economic and political resilience.

Revolution 2.0

Why is the current post-war situation akin to a
second revolution? Like in 1979, this war too has
led to the emergence of a stronger and a
nationalist regime. However, unlike 1979, when
an earlier regime had to be overthrown, this time,
the regime, despite being hit badly and its
Supreme Leader assassinated, has emerged
stronger as it has survived. Once again, key issues
such as national pride, dignity, strength and unity
are being made the central pillars. And the
millions of people on the street now mirror the
visuals of millions on the streets of Iran in
February 1979 when they welcomed Ayatollah
Ruhollah Khomeini after his return from exile.
And, like in 1979, this revolution too promises to
bring in long-lasting changes in Iran and the
region,

The most prominent change is obviously the
security architecture. Soon after the 1979
revolution, the nations in the Gulf had formed the
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) in 1981, to forge a
common platform to fight the threat from a
revolutionary Iran. The region turned to the U.S.
which then carried out its most extensive and
permanent military deployment after the Second
World War — it stationed thousands of troops and
hundreds of military assets across multiple bases,
promising a security umbrella against Iran (and
Irag).

Well, this war has shattered this myth with the
punishment and huge losses that American bases
and the countries in the region had to suffer from
Iranian strikes. Countries in the region are not
only frustrated with the failed U.S. security
assurances but are looking at alternatives to

secure themselves in the future, including maybe,
making peace with Iran.

The second issue is the regime’s survival which
had been at its weakest in the past few years due
to economic sanctions and growing frustration
within over its enforcement of Islamic laws,
especially against women. The most recent
protests in December 2025, ignited over severe
inflation and job losses and massive devaluation
of its national currency Rial (1.54 million Rials
traded for one U.S. dollar) posed one of the most
severe threats to the regime, one which the U.S.
too attempted to support and ignite. However, it
failed as it was suppressed by a brutal crackdown
by the regime. Even the slain Supreme Leader’s
advanced age and declining health had raised
questions about the regime’s ability to retain
control after his death. However, those doubts
have now been consigned to history, with the
regime emerging stronger and more firmly in
control.

The third important factor is identity. If the
first revolution gave the nation a ‘Religion First”
ideological identity, this war has brought national
pride to the fore and made it the primary agent of
resilience and defiance. Iran’s ability to absorb
the punishment of military strikes, endure the
pain and then strike back effectively, have
brought people and nation together.

The fourth factor has to relate to the economy.
A nation which has survived and sustained under
severe economic sanctions for almost three
decades, now faces a pleasant possibility of huge
influx of money into its coffers thanks to a
possible easing of sanctions, defreezing of assets
and sale of petroleum products. The
monetisation of the Strait of Hormuz is obviously
a bonus and now a powerful negotiating
instrument with Iran.

A balancing act for India

India clearly has a decision to make. The war
marked India’s definite and noticeable tilt toward
the Israel-U.S.-United Arab Emirates bloc, with
several decisions that many analysts have found
difficult to explain or defend. By sending a
Minister-led delegation to the funeral, India may
have walked a diplomatic tightrope. Going
forward, however, it will have to make a strategic
choice on how to balance its ties with Iran and
the wider Gulf region, which itself appears deeply
divided after the war.

Iran is resurgent and is unlikely to let go of the
opportunity that this war has provided it. The
scale of the irreversible changes unfolding in Iran
and the region may become clearer over time.
However, one thing is certain — the security and
economic landscape of the region has changed
forever. How Iran uses this opportunity, and how
the region responds, will shape the destiny of its
people and the region for decades to come.
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The Indian diaspora as Australia’s identity, its future

he Indian diaspora is now officially
T Australia’s largest overseas-born

community, overtaking the England-born
population for the first time. This is not a small
demographic footnote. Australia’s population
has, for two centuries, been anchored by a
British-derived majority. An Indian-origin
community now outnumbering it marks a
genuine inflection point in how the country
understands itself. It is against this backdrop that
Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Australia
— his third visit Down Under — will be a trip in
which the diaspora is expected to command the
spotlight.

The Australia-India relationship has come a
long way, from being defined by the simplistic
‘three Cs’ — Cricket, Curry and Commonwealth —
to a more meaningful ‘four Ds’: Democracy,
Defence, Diaspora and Dosti. This shift reflects a
decade of institution-building, including India’s
participation alongside Australia, the United
States and Japan in the Quad, the informal
security grouping that has become the backbone
of the Indo-Pacific strategy of India and Australia.
Mr. Modi’s visit will touch on all four pillars, but it
is the diaspora event — a large public gathering
billed as “‘Melbourne Meets Modi’ — that is
drawing the most attention, precisely because of
what this community has come to represent for
both nations.

A new migration era

The settlement trajectory of the Australian-Indian
community is very different from its counterparts
in the U.S. or the United Kingdom. The first
significant wave of Indian professional migration
to Australia dates only to the 1960s and 1970s,
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climbing after the dismantling of the White
Australia Policy — an explicitly racist immigration
regime that excluded all but European migrants.

By diaspora standards, this makes the
Australian-Indian community still young. A large
share of recent arrivals left India during the ‘New
India’ years since 2014, a period of rapid outward
migration driven by a mix of economic ambition
and, for some, disillusionment with the state of
democratic institutions at home. Whatever the
reasons for leaving, this cohort tends to be more
recently and more tightly bound to India —
through family, business, remittances and a
resurgent nationalist identity. That is what makes
Australia’s Indian community distinct beyond just
numbers.

The rise of political backlash

As the anti-immigration wave rises across the
globe, in Australia this wave has found a specific
target in the Indian community. Nationalist street
rallies under banners such as ‘March for
Australia’ have gathered pace over the past year,
and the right-wing populist One Nation party is
emerging as the main opponent to the
left-of-centre Labor party currently in power. Mr.
Modi’s high-visibility diaspora event lands
squarely within this tense landscape. By
showcasing the scale, accomplishments and
mobilisation of the Indian community, it will
reiterate the statement — increasingly co-opted by
conservative movements — that this community
has grown too large, too fast, and too visible.

For Australia, the Indian diaspora is an
economic asset and a force multiplier for the
country’s multicultural fabric. But a fracturing
domestic political landscape means that this asset

can just as easily be recast as a liability in public
discourse. Mr. Modi’s visit should be a reminder
to policymakers that failing to invest in better
understanding this growing and dynamic
community carries real stakes for the future of
this strategic partnership.

Beyond numbers and narratives
For India, the diaspora has long been framed as a
source of pride and a connecting tissue of
cultural links to Australia as a strategic partner.
But pride and sentiment are not the same as
understanding. What is missing — on both sides
of the relationship — is a serious, evidence-based
picture of how this diaspora actually lives, trusts
and participates in Australian civic life, beyond
the headline statistics on income, education and
trade that has long been the mainstay of
government discourse. If both countries are
serious about treating the diaspora as a genuine
pillar of their partnership rather than a talking
point, that requires concerted efforts to capture
their experiences of settlement which are far
from monolithic.

Australia’s demographic transformation is not
a passing trend. It will permanently reshape its
national identity from an antipodean one to one
that is far more entangled with India and the
wider Indo-Pacific. That means sustained
research, stronger engagement with civil society,
and policies that build social cohesion rather than
taking it for granted. If democracy, defence,
diaspora and dosti are to remain the four pillars
of the partnership, then the diaspora must be
treated not merely as a symbol of the
relationship, but as a constituency whose
experiences and trust deserve to be understood.
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How India withstood the crisis in West Asia

istorically, sharp

increases in oil prices

have been among the

biggest sources of
macroeconomic instability for
India. It was therefore
unsurprising that when tensions in
West Asia escalated, many thought
that India would once again face
an energy and economic crisis,
derailing its growth path. It
revived memories of the 1973 oil
shock and the 1991
balance-of-payments crisis, with
concerns over soaring fuel prices,
imported inflation, and pressure
on the external account. After all,
India imports almost 90% of its
crude oil and remains heavily
dependent on the Gulf for oil, gas
and fertilizers.

This time around, however,
when the Strait of Hormuz was the
epicentre of global anxiety, India
proved not only the sceptics at
home and abroad wrong, but also
seems to have emerged stronger in
managing its energy needs. Was
this resilience of India a matter of
luck, or was it the outcome of
deliberate policy choices,
institutional learning, and
strategic preparation?

Defying the odds
Few major economies were as
vulnerable to the disruption in the
Strait of Hormuz as India, the
world’s third-largest oil importer.
Heavy dependence on imported
crude and LPG, combined with
rising freight costs and maritime
risks, created conditions for a
severe external shock. Within
weeks, the Indian crude basket
crossed $120 per barrel; the
import-linked cost of a domestic
LPG cylinder rose above %1,600;
and war-risk premiums escalated
sharply. By conventional
measures, India appeared
particularly vulnerable. However,
the real challenge was not merely
managing higher energy costs but
preventing a global supply
disruption from translating into
inflation and shortages at home.
Against all expectations, one of
the world’s most energy
import-dependent economies

L
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Sachin Kumar
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Director General, RIS,
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India had
quietly built an
insurance policy
against
geopolitical
shocks by
diversifying its
supplier base

turned out to be among the most
price-resilient; India contained
fuel and cooking gas inflation
better than many advanced and
emerging peers.

The numbers tell an
extraordinary story. Petrol prices
in India rose by just 7.5% during
the crisis, compared with nearly
14% in Germany, 19% in the UK.,
45% in the U.S., over 50% in
Pakistan and the Philippines, and
almost 90% in Myanmar. The
contrast was even starker in diesel
prices. While the UAE saw prices
surge by about 85%, India limited
the increase to just 8%.

One saw a similar story in the
kitchen. Even though India
imports nearly 60% of its LPG
requirements, a domestic cylinder
continued to cost ¥942, or 642 for
Ujjwala beneficiaries, which was
cheaper than what it cost in
Pakistan, Nepal, and Sri Lanka,
and dramatically lower than in the
U.S., Australia and Canada.

However, the cushion came at a
cost, as state-run Oil Marketing
Companies (OMCs) incurred
374,781 crore in losses on petrol,
diesel, and LPG sales up to June
30 as global crude prices surged
during the West Asia crisis. But
that cost shows you the big
picture. Instead of passing the full
shock to consumers,
government and public-sector
OMCs absorbed it, protecting
household budgets and keeping
fuel and cooking gas affordable
throughout the crisis.

‘Weathering the storm

While several factors contributed
to India’s resilience during the
West Asia crisis, four stand out.
The first lesson of the crisis is that
strategic relationships are
themselves a form of energy
security. In times of crisis,
relationships matter as much as
reserves. Decades of engagement
with Iran and key Gulf partners
ensured that channels of
communication remained open
even when tensions were at their
highest. [ran’s decision to facilitate
the movement of Indian ships and
the willingness of Gulf producers

to continue supplying energy
underscored a simple reality:
foreign policy can be as important
to energy security as oil fields.

Second, India had quietly built
an insurance policy against
geopolitical shocks by diversifying
its supplier base. Energy
partnerships stretching from
Russia and the U.S. to Africa and
Latin America gave India the
flexibility to withstand disruptions
far better than in previous crises.
In geopolitics, putting all your
energy eggs in one basket is no
longer an option.

Third, the crisis vindicated a
decade of energy planning. India
Thad quietly built multiple layers of
resilience such as higher ethanol
blending, a rapidly expanding
renewable energy base, larger
strategic reserves and stronger
refining capacity. These
investments did not prevent the
crisis, but they made the economy
better equipped to absorb it.

Fourth, the crisis reflected the
value of a whole-of-government
approach, reinforcing Prime
Minister Narendra Modi’s
emphasis on breaking down
ministerial silos and strengthening
institutional coordination. The
Ministries of External Affairs,
Petroleum and Natural Gas, Ports,
Shipping and Waterways, the
Indian Navy, and the National
Security Council Secretariat
worked in close coordination to
monitor risks, manage logistics,
and protect energy supplies.

The result was a coordinated
national response that turned
potential disruption into an
exercise in resilience.

The way ahead

The recent crisis shows us that the
foundations of resilience are laid
in years of preparation, and not in
moments of panic. India’s
response reflected the dividends
of strategic foresight, diplomatic
outreach and
whole-of-government
coordination. As global
uncertainties deepen, this
resilience could become a defining
pillar of ‘Viksit Bharat’.
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What is the right to be forgotten?

How does the ruling balance privacy with open justice and free speech? What challenges remain in enforcing the right to be forgotten? What role does

the DPDP Act play? Who should decide requests for erasure or de-indexing?

EXPLAINER
G.S. Bajpai

The story so far:
he Delhi High Court, in its
recent ruling, has laid down
the principles governing the
right to be forgotten. The court
has evolved a new jurisprudence to
protect the privacy of those who continue
to be victimised on account of their digital
footprints on social media and elsewhere,
despite having those matters settled in
their favour.

What is the ‘right to be forgotten’?
The “right to be forgotten” is the right to
have information erased or de-indexed
from the public digital environment when
its continued accessibility is harmful and
serves no public interest.

The concept came to the fore in 2014,
when a Spanish citizen, Mario Costeja
Gonzilez, complained to the European
Court of Justice that Google continued to
display an old newspaper notice about
the auction of his repossessed house even
though the debt had been settled. The
court ruled in his favour, laying the
groundwork for the right to erasure,
which was later incorporated into Article
17 of the European Union’s General Data
Protection Regulation (GDPR).

How has the idea of the right to be
forgotten evolved in Indian law?

The Supreme Court’s judgment in K.S.
Puttaswamy v. Union of India (2017) held
that privacy is a fundamental right under
Article 21, including the right to
informational privacy. In the years that
followed, however, High Courts adopted
divergent approaches.

While some permitted anonymisation
in limited cases, such as the Delhi High
Court ordering the masking of names in
certain matrimonial and criminal matters,
others rejected similar requests on

grounds of open justice.

The real challenge was the lack of a
coherent framework to balance these
competing interests, which the May 2026
Delhi High Court judgment sought to
address.

What did the Delhi High Court
decide?

On May 29, the Delhi High Court ruled in
a batch of over 30 consolidated petitions,
led by Laksh Vir Singh Yadav v. Union of
India. The core issue was whether
informational privacy could justify the
de-indexing or masking of judicial records
in a system committed to open justice.
The court held that the right to be
forgotten flows from Article 21's guarantee
of dignity and informational privacy. The
structured proportionality test is that
retention must have a legitimate purpose,
that the harm to privacy must be
balanced against the public interest, and
that the least intrusive means, typically by
masking names instead of deleting the
entire judgment, should be preferred.
The court also prescribed a two-week

GETTY IMAGES

deadline for legal databases to comply
and explained that only the parties’
names should be redacted, not the facts
of the case.

How does the right to be forgotten
interact with constitutional values?
This is not a stand-alone right. It
frequently conflicts with freedom of
speech and press under Article 19(1)(a),
the principle of open justice, and the
public’s right to know. A right to privacy
must be sacrificed when the public
interest is of a high order, particularly in
serious cases of crime, but the digital
presence should not destroy a person’s
life long after the trial ends. The
judgments are still publicly accessible by
case number or a keyword search; only
name-based searches are restricted.

What are the practical challenges?
The toughest aspect is enforcement. An
acquittal judgment may still appear highly
in name-based searches even after a court
has ordered the removal of the search
results. Search engines are designed so

that the original accusation, or the
“shadow of crime,” is often the first thing
the user sees. De-indexing can benefit at
the search level, but it won’t prevent
mirrors, archive copies, or social media
sharing. Without effective technical
compliance and coordination among
platforms, the right may remain largely
symbolic.

What is the relationship between the
right to be forgotten and DPDP Act?
As of now, the Digital Personal Data
Protection Act, 2023, offers a limited
statutory right to erasure in section 12. It
is primarily based on consent and does
not explicitly address judicial records and
public archives, where the right to be
forgotten is most needed. The Act is
deficient because rules have not been
notified and the data protection board has
not been completely effective.

Who should decide requests for
erasure or de-indexing?

The challenge lies in balancing efficiency
with accountability. Requiring every
request to be decided by a court would
create significant bottlenecks, while
leaving such decisions entirely to
technology companies raises concerns
about due process and transparency. A
more sensible approach would be a tiered
system, where cases could be heard by
platforms, contested ones by the data
protection board, and judicial cases by
courts.

The Delhi High Court has established
an important framework, but until the
Supreme Court rules on the matter,
establishes a data protection board, and
platforms comply with it, this ruling will
be mostly declaratory. The conflict over
freedom of expression and open justice is
areality. The task ahead is now to
establish the institutions that facilitate it.
(G. S. Bajpai is Vice Chancellor at National
Law University Delhi. He acknowledges the
assistance of Vibhuti Sharma, Academic
fellow, NLU Delhi. Views are personal)

THE GIST

v

The Delhi High Court has
recognised the right to be
forgotten as part of the
fundamental right to privacy
under Article 21, laying down a
framework that balances
informational privacy with
open justice and freedom of
speech by favouring
name-masking over deletion of
judgments.

v

While the ruling provides a
legal framework for
de-indexing and erasure
requests, its effectiveness
depends on enforcement by
platforms, the
operationalisation of the DPDP
Act, and the establishment of
institutions such as the data
protection board.
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What is the ‘Hummus trail’
and why is it under scrutiny?

Can India arrest foreign nationals accused of grave breaches under the Geneva Conventions?

Nivedita S.

The story so far:
n June 2, 2026, the Hind Rajab
Foundation (HRF), a
Palestinian rights organisation
based in Brussels, filed a
complaint with the Union Ministry of
Home Affairs, the Bureau of Immigration
and the police to arrest Eitan Gilboa, an
Israeli soldier, who was found to be
vacationing in Himachal Pradesh. Gilboa,
a member of the 271st Combat
Engineering Battalion, was accused by the
organisation of committing “war crimes
in Gaza” in 2024. The organisation
submitted evidence that involves specific
instances in which he participated in the
destruction of residential buildings and
civilian infrastructure in Khan Yunis and
Rafah. He filmed videos of himself
celebrating the execution of these
activities, which were later posted on
social media by his mother. The HRF
provided geo-located videos, social media
videos and chain-of-command
documentation along with the complaint.

How does Indian law apply to alleged
war crimes?

The HRF alleged that these activities by
Gilboa were in violation of the Fourth
Geneva Convention, to which India is a
signatory. Under this convention, any
intentional launch of an attack which is
known to cause loss of life or injury to
civilians, along with severe damage to
civilian objects, is considered to be a war
crime and a grave breach of the
convention.

Though India does not have its own
law criminalising war crimes, it has
passed the Geneva Conventions Act, 1960.
Under this law, any act which constitutes
a ‘grave breach’ under four sections of the
Geneva Convention is criminalised. India
can arrest any person, irrespective of
nationality, if found to have committed an
offence under the convention, regardless
of the geographical location of the
offence.

If an arrest is not possible, the Home
Ministry and the Bureau of Immigration
can facilitate the deportation of the
accused from Indian territory. However,

| the Union government did not issue a

statement regarding the allegations by
HRF, nor initiated a probe.

What is the ‘Hummus trail’?

Though Gilboa has now fled India, he was
traced by pro-Palestinian activists and the
HRF in Old Manali and Gondla Village of
Himachal Pradesh, which are popular
spots among Israelis along the ‘Hummus
trail!

Every year, around 80,000 Israelis visit
India, a large number of them young
veterans who have been discharged from
the mandatory Israeli army service. This
trip, known as the Tiul Gadol, could last
up to 6 months or a year and is mainly
funded by the bonus they receive after
serving in the army. In February 2026, the
Israeli government allocated four million
NIS to boost tourism collaboration with
India.

From the north to the south of the
country, there are several areas which are
frequented by Israelis, and this is
colloquially known as the ‘Hummus trail
in India’. This includes Kasol (also known

as mini-Israel), Kodaikanal, Kerala, Goa,
Hampi, Gokarna, Rishikesh, Varanasi,
Pushkar, Almora, Dharamkot, and, more
recently, the Andaman and Nicobar
Islands.

In these places frequented by Israelis,
one can observe several changes to the
cultural landscape. It is common to see
signs in Hebrew, posters promoting the
Israeli Defence Forces, along with cafes,
stores and hostels run by Israelis. In 2015,
an Israeli-run cafe in Himachal Pradesh
faced backlash for allegedly denying entry
to Indians with a ‘whites only’ sign.

According to a 2020 study published in
the Journal of Travel & Tourism
Marketing, drug abuse and rave parties
are common along the Hummus trail,
with drug peddling cases on the rise in
these regions.

The study found that to cope with
mental health challenges faced by these
veterans during their service in the army,
they resort to high drug consumption.
Mental health workers from Israel have
also been sent to India to aid these
reservists.

Why is the issue drawing global
attention?

“India-Israel tourism is not merely about
routine holidays and cultural exchange. It
is part of a broader normalisation process
that seeks to deepen social and economic
ties between the two countries,” Azad
Essa, author of Hostile Homelands: The
New Alliance Between India and Israel,
told The Hindu. He added that Israel has
thanked India multiple times for being

one of the few countries that have
provided political and moral support to
Israel, when much of the world has
turned its back on it, at least publicly.

As Israel has killed over 73,000
Palestinians in the Gaza Strip since the
October 7, 2023, Hamas attack, and is
currently facing a case filed by South
Africa in the International Court of Justice
over allegations of genocide, allowing
unrestricted entry of Israeli soldiers to
India after their service in Gaza demands
scrutiny.

The UN Commission of Inquiry, in its
report, has said that the Israeli military
“deliberately carried out acts inflicting
death and severe bodily and mental harm
on hundreds of thousands of Palestinian
children.”

Five-year-old Hind Rajab is among the
thousands of children killed by the Israeli
forces in Gaza.

The HRF’s legal action in other
countries against Israeli soldiers travelling
there has resulted in successful outcomes
in Brazil, Romania, Peru, Belgium, and
Canada, according to its website. A court
in Chile is the latest to recognise universal
jurisdiction over war crimes in Gaza while
hearing HRF’s complaint against Rom
Kovtun, an Israeli-Ukrainian citizen
accused of war crimes during the siege of
Al-Shifa Hospital in Gaza.

“The ‘Hummus Trail’ - or these
extended trips that IDF soldiers take to
decompress after military duties — cannot
become a route for impunity,” Natacha
Bracq, Head of Litigation at the HREF, said
in a statement.



2 ‘HUMMUS TRAIL & & 3R 78
i ST & qrR H & B 7

rj_, T (Context)

2 S 2026 H fe g FEIT (HRE),

% fhforedi=t aifea e, A 9iRa

THR (I[§ HAled, o 316 3fHdem
AR gferr) & abT & b wra ¥ gfear

/) FAT g YA soRrmelt e gae fieaan

) (Eitan Gilboa) #' ARTER faar & |

3 R I Jg (2024) F R ST

qg IRIY (War Crimes) &R &1 R & |

2

o MRA, 1949 & TN foAar FAYT (Fourth
Geneva Convention) &T gXAT&R&dr & |

o YRA H Jg W & forg T & =S
I A& &, AfdT Geneva Conventions
Act, 1960 &) 2 |

o 34 ffAgw & dgd, foRar s399 &
Grave Breaches (31sflR 3ccier) & 3mRrer ‘
HAT ST 2 |

o RA faft oft safea &, suat w=fimar  |[@=
F wRarE fFe f4ar, IRFR & g&ar 21

o Ife ARG Twg 7 & aF, TWHR T>

fafe (Deportation) ¥ wfikar raaT Tt 2 |




r' ¢ ’ ; T v ) i
3. E aa (HummusTrall)a;’JT%? (4, WW(HummusTmila?qua')ﬁ
IR H 39 qded Tl #t e, S agt s A o 3 WA (HP) o T

SoRIet gk, v A1 & a1 gt # gH gar e . gt

kg h g . ke . sheet
o X Y THTHIT 80,000 FoRITCA o AP o IR
mmmi@a o RO o HISTgPHAT
* TE FaT HfArd s g . oo
‘{ﬂ’mﬁ%aﬁ‘ﬂul Gadol’ = 3 ﬁq%
(ceft fer amm) w fAdad 2 | .
o Ag AAT B AL db Teid! & ?%ﬁwm%

3R 7z AT A Y T =g Hummus Trail’ &g ST £ |

: pe— (6. 2020 & 3NETTT & F=F fAspy

rs straﬁ‘raﬁ\% Eer T (Journal of Travel & Tourism Marketing)
E:ﬁ%-gma;a‘lé g@m‘rw o TG &N A Y F 3T TF A q@t 2|

=5 SRITAT A et 3% . o g wIffAt (Rave Parties) & T 31feib

gl B

o 3% gd e FJgR AARdF A (PTSD)
d Jgd g & forg HRa M B |

o HHRYS TR TERAT 2g oA I
| fadww off %5




r7.u€§§r§ﬁa$wwaafﬁaaﬁ%? N
T g A HO| gg FH & ARt

/3 @ﬁﬁﬁmﬂ?@ﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁa&

i - 'i IET R R B

) e S@W(Impunutg)#wm

—

8. ieRTsdy e
o ORI W I X Jg HRY AR RHER (Genocide)
& R T I 2 |

o 2fator 3EYET A YE ATHT IRIK TR (ICT)
& grR fm &

ug(ur:)aﬁmﬂﬁl@rﬁsﬁsmmaﬁﬂw
:E{ Riare e at 7€ 2

=
\
\
y
Y

L

/
{

Nfea &ear B |

sa@rqﬁfﬂ:rnmﬁ‘wm%&% . HRF%m,a%nm Farer, AAAT, 9% 3R
Ae # SR SR I B Rrcht wfRa #% 297 & R THR H B Hrars
J_gw @t d
wiler & gfe & mgeaqul @F (UPSC/UPPCS)
* Hummus Trail > 3Ra & * Fourth Geneva Convention * HRF (Hind Rajab Foundation)
SoRIEelt gdedl F1 ABia (1949) —» AR @t Fram - fsforeftft arfereRt & 3T
qdes wmf | § wfoq | HITA |
* Tiul Gadol = &= A1 & * Genev-a: Conventions Act, * ICJ : (Intematiopal Court of '

& fAgeRT &= aeT A |




