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, In India, constitutional democracy is upheld not just by written legisla-
tiveprovisions but also by adherence to constitutional ethics that direct the ' 
,?ehaviour of people in positio~s of public authority. Ministerial accountability 
IS one of these moral requirements that <:lre essential to maintaining responsible 
government, openness and democratic legitimacy in a parliamentary system. 
With special reference to the proposed Constitution (130th Amendment) Bill, 
2025 and its implications for the future ' of Indian democracy, this article 
e~~lores the changing nature of constitutional ethics and ministerial responsi~ 
blhty in India. ' ' 

With an emphasis on the difference between legal enforceability and 
ethical obligation, the study conducts a doctrinal and analytical analysis of con­
stitutional provisions, parliamentary conventions and judicial interpretations 
governing ministerial accountability. It contends that although the Constitution 
requires the Council of Ministers to be collectively accountable to the legisla­
~re, political morality and adherence to unwritten constitutional n~nns are 
Increasingly important for the efficacy of accountability systems. In light of 
this, the study critically evaluates the goals and provisions of the 130th 

87 LAW CONFERENCE NOVEMBER 2025 

lo... 
OJ 
c:: 
c::: 
ro 
u 

V) 

Z 
LU 
~ 
o 
...c:: 
+-' 
.~ 

"'C 
OJ 
c::: 
c:: 
ro 
u 

V) 



Amendment Bill, determining whether it enhances democratic accountability or 
runs the risk of weakening moral constraints on executive authority. . 

The essay also places ministerial accountability at the nexus of politics, 
law, and ethics, emphasising cun'ent issues including diminishing parliamentary 
oversight, excessive party dOlninance, and the breakdown of conventions. The 
study highlights the need to strengthen constitutional ethics as a defence 
against authoritarian tendencies by taking a nonnative constitutional vi~wpoint. · 
In order to Inaintain delnocratic accountability in India, the paper advocates for 
the institutionalisation of ethical standards, more parliamentary scrutiny, and a 

renewed dedication to constitutional values. 

KeY'vords: 

. Constitutional Ethics· Ministerial Accountability; Constitutional . , . 

Alnendments; Parliamentary Democracy; Executive Responsibility; Ethics and 
Governance; Indian Constitution · 

1. Introduction 

the ethical commitment of people in positions of public authoriry is 
. just as important to India's constitutional democracy as the wording of the 
Constitution. Constitutional ethics those normative values, customs, and moral 
constraints that direct constitutional actors in the exercise of power are ,crucial 
to the efficient operation of de~ocratic governance, even though. constitutional 
law specifies the formal distribution and limitation of authority. Ministerial 
accountability, which guarantees that executive authority continues to answer to 
the legislature, the Constitution, and the people, is one of the most important 
examples of constitutional ethics. . 

Ministerial ~ccountability.is crucial to preserving democra~ic legitimacy, 
?penness,. and pubhc confidence In a parliamentary democracyo This idea is 
Included Into the Indian Constitution through concepts like 10 

• t 
. . d··d I .. . par lamen ary . 

scrutIny, In IVI ua ministenal duty and collective resp °bol°ty H . ' . onS1 I I 0 owever, . 
rather than ngorous legal enforcement these systems hI ' d 

. . . .' ave a ways place a 
strong emphasIs on pohtIcal morahty customs and thO I 
C b " ',e lca self-control . 
o~cems a out executIve supremacy, waning Ie islati . 0 0 rio" 

ratIon of constitutional norms and th . g ve oversIght, the dete . 
. b h . ,e grOWIng nann 1° 0 hO 1 

e aviour in public office have all goa Isabon of unet lea 
.. . rown In recent yearso 
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The ~onstitut~on . (130th Amendment) Bill, 2025 takes on special consti­
tutional signlfica~ce In hght of this. The amendment, which was put out in 
response to perceIved shortcomings in governance and accountability, aims to 
improve executive accountability by transforming moral standards into legally 
binding constitutional duties. The Bill presents difficult issues about the preser- ,. 
vation of parlialnentary den10cracy, the dangers of centralisation of power, and 
striking a balance between ethical governance and legal enforcement, even as it 
purpolts to strengthen del110cratic accountability. 

In order to place the 130th Amendment in the context of larger constitu­
tional theory and delTIocratic practice, this study conducts a doctrinal and ana> 
lytical investigation of constitutional ~thics and ministerial responsibility in 
India. The study assesses \Yhether the proposed amendment .increases demo­
cratic responsibility or luns the risk of eroding ethical restrictions on executive 
poirer by examining constitutional provisions, legislative conventions, judicial 
interpretations, and current governance difficulties. In the ·conclusion, the arti­
cle makes the case that sustained democratic governance necessitates a renewed 
dedication to constitutional ethics as a fundamental democratic safeguard rather 
than only constitUtional modifications. 

2. Conceptual Framework: Constitutional Ethics 

. Th~ moral precepts, normative norms, 'and institutional obligations that 
direct a constitutional democracy's interpretation, operation, and'implementa­
tion are referred to as constitutional ethics. Constitutional ethics functions in 
the normative domain, influencing the exercise, limitation, and justification of 
constitutional powers, in contrast to constitutional law, which mainly deals with ' 
enforceable legal regulations and textual requirements. It aims to guarantee that 
public authority is used in line with cons,titut~onal morality, democratic respon­
sibility, and public trust rather than, only within the text of the law. It embodies 
the spirit of the Constitution. 

The ethical framework that gove'ms the behaviour of constitutional 
actors in the performance of their tasks, including lawmakers, ministers, execu- _ 

, tives, judges, and other constitutional functionaries, ~s know~ as. constit~ti~nal 
ethics. It places a strong focus on adhering to essential constitutIonal pnnclples, 
such as the separation of powers, accountability, .transparency, rule of law, and 
respect for fundamental rights. During the Constttue~t As~embly Debates, Dr. 
B .R. Ambedkar emphasised the need of moral behaVIour In government by 
warning that even the best-written Constitution may 'collapse if those in charge 
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of its impieinentation lacked constitutional morality (Ambedkar, 1949). 
Constitutional ethics is by its very nature a wide and dynamic field. It encom_ 
passes ethical decision-making, responsible governance, and commitment to 
demo'cratic nonns in addition to fonnal compliance with constitutional restric_ 
tions. This encompasses unwritten standards includi~g the obligation to act in 
the public good, respect for institutional autonomy, avoidance of power abuse, 
collective accountability, and ministerial responsibility. In this way, constitu­
tional ethics ensures that constitutional power is used responsibly, justifiably, 
and responsibly, bridging the gap between legitimacy and legality. 

Despite thei~' frequent interchange ability, constitutional ethics and con­
stitutional n10rality are theoretically different but complimentary. While consti­
tutional ethics concentrates on the moral behaviour and ' obligations qf constitu­
tional actors in actual gove'mment, constitutional morality refers to the dedica­
tion to upholding the fundamental values and goals included in the 
Constitution. Constitutional ethics operationalizes these obj ectives through 
institutional behaviour, while constitutional morality provides 'the nonnative 
basis. 1?~ Sup~e~e Court has continuously highlighted constitutional morality 
as a guIdIng pnnciple. In Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018), for 
e~ar~ple, it gave precedence to the constitutional ideals of liberty, equality, and 
dIgnIty over prevailing social morality. .' .. . ' . . 

.A strong ~th~cal foundation for democratic 'government is ingrained in 
the IndIa~ Con~tItutIon. The Preamble requires constitutional institutions to 
adva~ce InclUSIve a~d responsible governance by outlining justice, liberty, . 
equalIty, and fraternIty as fundamental ethical principles. By requmn·· ~. 
reasonable d b" . g .larrness, 

ness, an non-ar Itranness in governmental conduct Art· 1 14 d 
21 stre~~.en et~c~l governance. Ina similar vein, Article 75(3 's ~~l~:ctiv;n 
~~~~~:~~~:;p~~~~~~l: UPhOltdsb .~I?nstitutional.ethi~s by guarant;eing the execu-

ccoun a I Ity to the legIslatIve. 

Despite not being legall £ bl .. . 
discipline respect for I' y en orcea. e, constitUtional nonns like cabinet 

, par lamentary scrutIny and " t 'I . 
moral responsibility also u hold d "mlnl~ .en~ resignation for · 
ethics have been further st P th emocratic accountabIlIty. Constitutional 
emphasised integrity and t

reng 
ened by court, ru1in~s. The Supreme Court ' 

C ransparency as cruCIal l' t' f . 
entre for Public Interest L ' t" , qua lIes 0 public office In 

Singh v. Union ofIndia (l9~~g~~on ~. Ull1?n ofIndia (2012) and held in Kehar 
exercised on rational a d th') 1 at dIScretIonary constitutional powers must be . 

n e lca ·grounds. 

----~~~~~~ I 
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When i.t comes to m~n~sterial accountability, constitutional ethics 
becomes :e~ I~p~rtant. Ml~lsters have broad executive authority. that impacts 
democratIc InstItutIons, pubhc resources, and people' rights. Therefore, ethical 
accountability presents public office as a constitutional trust that necessitates ' 

. accountable, transparent, and transparent government. Constitutional ethics 
becolne essenti"al in the context of the proposed Constitutio~ (130th . 
Amendlnent) Bill, 2025 ~ince delnocratic responsibility cannot be ensured by 
legislative processes alone without the ethical commitment of constitutional 
actors. 
In sUlnrnary, constitutional ethics is an essential part of India's constitutional 
goveillance. It guarantees th~t democratic accountability goes beyond simple 
legal compliance by incorporating moral responsibility into the use of public 
authority. Constitutional ethics, which is based on constitutional ideals, cus­
toms, and judicial interpretation, upholds the integrity and legitimacy of consti­
tutional institutions and is still essential to maintaining ministerial accountabili­
ty in a modem democracy. 

3. Ministerial Accountability under the Indian Constitution 

A key component of India's constitutional de1p.ocracy is ministerial 
accountability, which guarantees that executive authority is used within moral, 
legal, and democratic bounds~ Three interconnected mechanisms~ollective . 
responsibility, individual ministerial responsibility, and ethical leadership of the 
Prime Minister and Cabinet-are used to implement ministerial accountability, 
which is based on the Westminster model and modified for Indian constitution­
al circumstances. In the framework ofthe .Constitution (130th Amendment) 
Bill, 2025, these instruments collectively aim to ' strike. a compromise between '. 
democratic monitoring and executive efficiency. 

The House of the People must hold the Council of Ministers collective­
ly accountable under the notion of collective responsibility, which is specifical­
ly acknowledged in Article 75(3) of the Constitution. R~gardless of i~te~al. 
conflicts, this principle mandates that the Cabinet functIon ~s a coheSIve unIt 
and that all ministers share responsibility for governmental decisions. Minjsters 
are requited by the constitution to either publicly support ~ policy decisi~n or 
resign. By guaranteejng that the executive is nonetheless habl~ to the leglsla­
t.ure through procedures like debates, questi~ning, and resolutIons of no c~nfi­
dence, collective responsibility upholds par!l~m~ntary su~re~acy. Acc~rdlng to 
judicial interpretation, collective accountabIhty IS a constItutIonal reqUIrement 
that is crucial to pa~liamentary democracy, not just a custom. Nevertheless, 
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'. d legislative scrutiny have 
, t alisation and wea~en,e 

increasing executIve tC~~: dilution of this pnnclple, 
, ems abou . ld 

raised cone t bl'll'ty which ho s each ll11'h " 'I accoun a, , ll' 

The idea of individual mm~~~r~:d behaviour o~ their own departrne~t, 
table for the managem Th' 'dea I'S denved from long-standIng . t r accoun 'b'lity IS I , 

IS e 1 Il1ents collective responsl I 'd 77 even though it is not specIfically 
COIUP e dArt' les 75 an , I' C • 

1 . lative custOIllS an IC" e accountable to Par lament lor deCl~ egIs ' , ' I ministers ar , 
1 'lated AdIllitllstratlve y, h' pervision as well as actIons and inac egIs ' " ffi' I nder t elr su " ' 

. sions Inade by CIVtl 0, Ic~a sUM' , t rs are expected to respect ethIcal standards 
. 1 " 'nlstnes InlS e . h 

tions withIn t len Inl ' However Indian expenence sows uneven 
. h ty and openness. ~ 

of propnety, ones '., d' cy frequently taking precedence over 
'th pohhcal expe len . 

enforcelnent, ~l" 'Individual ministerial responsibility has .ty~lcally been 
Illoral responslblhty. 1'" 1 tom rather than a legally bIndIng duty, 
viewed by courts as a po Ihca cus 

" " holdI'ng ministerial accountability is held by the A key pOSItIon In up , . . 
, ' 't The Prl'me Minister has SIgnIficant control over CabInet compo-prune rrurus er, ' ..... . 

sition, portfolio distribution, and minister:al te.nure In ~IS c~pacIty as head of 
the Council of Ministers. The Prime MinIster IS the pn~ary defender of execu­
tive ethics because, although ministers are officially appointed at the P~esident's 
discretion, this discretion is used on the Prime Minister's recommendatIon. 
strong leadership can provide accountability and discipline, but too much 

, power .concentration runs the risk of eroding institutional checks and group 
decision-making. 

The larger framework of Cabinet ethics, based on constitutional morali­
ty, extends beyond formal institutions. In order to uphold the democratic spirit 
of the Constitution, ministers must be transparent, avoid conflicts of interest, 
respect institutional autonomy, and uphold the rule of law. Ethical standards 
have ~eveloped throu'gh conventions and judicia1. advice despite the absence of 
a codified ministerial code with statutory authority in India. However, their lax 
enforcement has led to deficiencies in accountability. . ' 

. T~e I~dian Constitution's definition of ministerial accountability empha~ 
Slses t~e mtr:c~te r~lationship between individual ethics, group responsibility, 
and .pnme mllllstenalleadership.Although the constitutional framework is nor­
rnatIvely so~nd, there are nevertheless disparities in its effective execution. In 
order to. mamtain dern?cratic government, the current constitutional debate 
emphaSIses t~e necessIty of bolstering executive responsibility through both 
legal protections and constitutional ethics, especially with regard to the DOth , 
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AmendInent. 

4. The Constitution (130th Amendment) Bon 
, I ,2025: An Overview 

A Inajor change to India's constitutional fra ' ,, ' 
(130th Alnendment) Bill, 2025 .ailns to st . mewo~k, the ConstItutIon 

, d Tl' rengthen executIve accountability in a 
parhalnentary emocracy, le BIll aims to reb 1 h " , 

" ' h' d ' a ance t e relatIonshIp between 
. adtnInIstratIve aut onty an democratIc respon 'b'l't I ' , , . " SI I 1 y, t was Introduced In 

response to grOWIng pubhc concerns about governance fi t d' , 
, d " rom cus 0 y, InvestIga-

tIve agency autonol~y, an perceIved loss of constitutional standards, 
Fundanlentally, the aIllendment is part of a larger strateg £ d t' , ,' " y or emocra IC 

. refonn that all~s to rebuIld pubhc trust in constitutional governance, The 
declared goal IS to guarantee that high executive office holders continue to be 
institutionally a~d functionally, a~c9untable, especially in situations involving , 
~xten~ed detent~on or grav,e cnmlnal accusations. By outlawing circumstances 
In which executIve power IS used sy~bolically or indirectly without actual , 
accountability, the amendment tries to prevent constitutional paralysis. 
Increased conflicts between executive power and accountability systems are 
reflected in the Bill's political context. The c~nstitut~on's silence on the reper­
cussions of-custodial confinement, according to critics of current practices, per­
mitted informal power structures to , erode democratic legitimacY. Thus, the ' 
amendment aims to transform ethic~l standards into constitutional duties, 
strengthening the notion that public office and constitutional morality are inex­
tricably linked. 

The 'Bill's effect on executive power is among its most significant fea­
tures, The amendment moves away from convention-based accountability and 
towards hard-coded constitutional enforcement by providing constitutionally 
mandated repercussions that are triggered by specific conditions, such as con­
tinued custody beyond a predetermined threshold. This change restricts the 
potential for political negotiation to supersede constitutional norms and limits 

presidential power. 

Additionally, the change has significant ramifications for ministerial , 
accountability, Ministerial accountability under Articles 75 ~nd 164 was tradI­
tionally based on parliamentary procedures and mor~l r~straInt ,rather than 
legally binding standards, By adding objective constItutI~nal trIgger~, ,t~e 130~h 
Amendment aims to improve both individual and collecttve responsIbIlIty, T~IS ' 
strategy is 'an attempt to address long-standing complaints about delayed reSIg-

nations' and selective accountability. 
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. I ademics have warned 
'tutlona ac d 

. . ' t' on const! dural safeguar s. htlCISa 1, proce 
To avoid abuse or-po ted by strong ming instruments of 

that such rules 11lUSt be supplem: lun the risk ~flbecruo tiny and well-defined . 
b Tty 111eaSur f' dicla sc Enhanced accounta 1.1 . 1 bsence 0 JU . J • 

executive destabilisatIon 111 t le a . ' . . 

thresholds. nstitutionally mandated 
' s way to co ) B' . oven1ance gIve , (130th Amendment Ill, 

Conventi?u-dnven g of the ConstitutIOn d ocratic ethics its 
accountability '¥lth the passa~el' with public trust and em I d . l' 

. Is are In Ine t' ns ba ance Imp emen-2025. Although Its goa " t'tutional protec 10 , 
. . ill requIre Ins 1 . . 

long-ternl legltllllacy w . liamentary authonty. 
tation and ongoing respect fOl par 

, . · · of the 130th Amendment 
5. Ethical and Democratic ImplIcations 

. . f ecutive responsibility under 
Regarding the nature and bound~nt~S 0 (~;Oth Amendment) Bill, 2025 . 

. l' ta stem the Constttu Ion . . . 
IndIa's par mmen ry sy, .. Although the amendment IS 
resents si ificant moral and democratIc Issues. . 

Presented:::: a remedy for governance shortcomings, its consequ~nces go . 
~eyond current political situations and necessitate assessment usmg democratIc 
theory and constitutional ethics.. . 

Whether the amendment actually improves accountability and openness 
. or just replaces political accountability with strict constitutional enforcement is 
a crucial ethical matter. The amend1.11ent aims to strengthen public confidence 
and lessen uncertainty in accountability procedures by providing objective COll- . 
stitutional triggers connected to executive behaviour. From an ethical perspec­
tive, this change affmns that public service cannot be shielded from moral and 
legal ramifications, demonstrating a dedication to constitutional morality. 
However, detractors caution that if enforcement mechanisms function without 
sufficient .p~ocedural ~afeguards, such hard-coded accountability runs the risk 
of centrahsmg authonty. Accountability could become a tool of po litical control 
rather than de~?cratic correction if investigative or coercive procedures are abused. In addItIon to de . . " 

. Clslveness, JustIce, proportionality and instihltional · restraInt are necessary for ethi I . , 
might inadvertent! da .h

ca governa~c~ .. Wi,thollt these, the amendment 
y mage t e same credIbIlIty It aims to rebuild. 

A key component of parIiam t d . . e 
balance, is also impacted b the e.n ary. emocracy, the legislature-execut~v 
supremacy by constitution~1 I' ~o.dIflcatIon .. In theory, it reinforces legislatIve 
stances, Particularly in y ImltIng executive authority in certain circuil1-

cases when exe t' 1 '. 
- ' cu lYe eg1bmacy is disputed~ 
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Parliament's pos~tion as . the principal venue for accountability is reiterated. 

However, opposition and dissent playa crucial role in maintaining dem­
ocratic life. Opposition scrutiny may be undermined rather than strengthene'd if 
accountability tools are used selectively or without significant parliamentary 
discussion. A democracy depends on contestation as much as conformity. The ' 
amendlnent IUllSt function in tandem with thorough parliamentary discussion 
and the defence of dissenting opinions in <?rder to strengthen democratic 
responsibility. 

The 130th Alnendment's moral and democratic worth ultimately rests on 
how it is put into practice. It can improve democratic accountability when it is 
in line with judicial supervision, parliamentary participation, and constitutional 
morality. It runs the risk of recalibrating power' in ways that weaken democratic 
ethics in the absence of these protections. ' 

6. Challenges to Ethi~al Accountability in Contemporary India 

In modem India, political ' and structural obstacles to ethical accountabil­
ity restrict the efficient operation of constitutional democracy. Despite strong 
constitutional principles, democratic scrutiny and executive accountability are 
frequently weakened by the practicalities of governing. " 

The whip system's reinforcement of party power is a maj or barrier. 
,Legislative independence has been undermined by the strict application of anti­
defection rules, despite the fact that they were passed to maintain political sta­
bility. Even in cases involving unethica~ behaviour inside the executive branch, 
members of Parliament are often'prohibited from using their moral or constitu­
tional judgement. This diminishes accountability to numerical majorities rather 
than constitutional principles and undercuts Parliament's function as a delibera­
tive body. 

The lax enforcement of ethical standards presents a second difficulty. 
India does not have a ministerial code of ethics that is legally 'obligatory and · 
enforceable., Rather than being a constitutional obligation, ethical responsibility 
is primarily viewed as a question of political judgement. As a result, political 
expediency rather than impartial standards of integrity frequently determines 
resignation or punishment, undermining public trust in government. 

The. role of the media and public opinion are paradoxical. While media 
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't has also resulted in selective accOunta .. 
, 'reased transpar~ncy, 1 I'tl' cal allegiance rather than uni .. 

tIny has Inc , haped by po 1 h 
s~~ where ethical outrage 1~ s onsibility into spectacle rat er ~han insti .. 
blhty, dards, By transfonn1ng re~p, oses a threat to democratIc legitillla 
fonn stan 'h ' ontradlctIon Ph' " .. 

, I transfonnatlon, t IS C , to be threatened by t e cnmlnahsation tutlona e contInues , , 
cy, Lastly, ethical govelna~c, weakened and ethical compromIse IS normalised 
f politics, Moral leadership IS k' 'th criminal histories. Although this 

o , b - . of law Ina elS WI 1 . 
by the gro'¥lng nun1 ~r 'udicial interventions, struc~ra . Im?rOVements are 
issue has been recognIsed by ~ the risk of staying . InspIratIonal rather 

·'t t' 1al ethIcs runs 
still scarce, C~nstJ,u lor d t 1 problem is not resolved. 
than practical If thIS fun an1en a 

I Ole these issues show disconnect between political 
\\Then taken as aWl , , .c. bl 

, 'I rty InstitutIonal changes, enlorcea e stan-'actice and constItutIona Inora I , . b . 
pI d' 'gorated dedication to democratic duty that goes eyond party 
dards. an a reU1Vl "I' 
inter~sts .are all necessary to strengthen ethIcal accountabl tty. 

7. Conclusion 

This paper's research emphasises that ministerial responsibility-is a 
moral and democratic requirement based on constitutional ethics rather than 
just a constitutional procedure. Although the Indian Constitution. offers a strong 
framework for executive accountability through parliamentary oversight, indi­
vidual ministerial responsibility, and collective responsibility, the success of 
these mechanisms has traditionally relied on ethical self-control and adherence 
to constitutional norms. Despite formal constitutional conformity, the deteriora­
ti~n of these unwritten standards. has weakened democratic legitimacy and con-
tnbuted to accountability gaps. . '. . 

A sign~fic~nt move away from convention-b&sed governance and 
towar~s ~onst1tut1onal1y mandated accountability is represented by the 
ConstItutI~n (~30th Amendment) Bill, 2025. The amendment aims to resolve 
!ong-standmg Issues with delayed resignations, selective accountability and 
?ovem~nce from .custody by establishing obj ecti veconstitu tional trigg:rs 
l~pactIng executIve authority. From the stand oint f '. . , 'the 
BIll represents an effort to u h Id th 'd . P 0 constItutIonal ethIcS, · 
. poe I ea that nlO I I " at-
IC duty are inextricably linked to bI ' , ra egltImacy and democ~' . . pu lC serVIce, 

The research does, however warn th ' , . ' 
replaced solely by legal enforcem 't E . at ethIcal governance cannot be 
th 'k . '. en, nhanced ' 

e ns of centrahslng power and:5 '1" accountabIlity measures run 
aCI ItatIng politicised enforcement in the 
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absence of sufficient procedural safeguards, judicial monitoring, and legislative 
deliberation. Fairness, proportionality, institutional constraint, and respect for 
dissent are all itnportant components of democratic accountability in addition 
to rigidity. Therefore, rather than being used as a political tool, the 130th 
Amendment's long-tenn constitutional validity will depend on how it is applied 
in accordance with constitutional ,morality. ' 

In the end, this research confinns constitutional ethics as a crucial dem­
ocratic defence. Constitutional actors' commitment to ethics guarantees that 
executive power IS used as a public trust rather than a political privilege. 
Reaffinning constitutional ethics along with legislative reforms is crucial for 
lnaintaining ministerial responsibility, parliamentary democracy, and the 
integrity of India's constitutional order in an era of growing executive authority 
and delnocratic stress. Therefore', the future of democratic administration in 
India depends not just on constitutional revisions but also on the moral integri­
ty with which constitutional authority is used. 
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