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Symbolic illustration; not a reconstruction of a reported event.

01 Gist of the Issue

An aircraft is a tightly controlled civilian space. A police request to enter it can engage
two distinct questions: whether the officers have lawful authority for the proposed
action, and how aircraft access and passenger safety must be managed. Ethical
administration requires both questions to be addressed without treating either security
or liberty as an excuse to ignore the other.

The owner-supplied clipping of The Hindu’s report by Jagriti Chandra describes the
detention of Abhijeet Dipke, Saurav Das and Ashutosh Ranka of the Cockroach Janta
Party (CJP) aboard Air India flight AI 2428 at Delhi after arrival from Mumbai on 10
October 2026. It reports police boarding with CISF personnel, a change of parking bay
and Air India seeking clarification from the Bureau of Civil Aviation Security (BCAS).
These are reported accounts, not findings by this lesson about the complete
authorisation chain. CJP in this episode does not mean Citizens for Justice and Peace. [1]

A report published on 11 October says the three were released on a Rs 50,000 bond
subject to peace and good-behaviour conditions for one year; it attributes the preventive
proceedings to sections 126 and 170 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita (BNSS).
The underlying Special Executive Magistrate’s order has not been reviewed for this
edition. Present the release and conditions as a press-reported update, rather than an
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independently verified judicial record. [2]

What the available record does and does not establish

The sequence raises questions about legal grounds, communication, necessity and
inter-agency coordination. It does not, by itself, prove an unlawful arrest, a political
motive or the absence of every applicable protocol. An authorisation not visible in a news
report is not necessarily an authorisation that did not exist. Equally, an official label such
as “security” does not remove the duty to identify lawful power and observe safeguards.

A warrant is not required for every lawful arrest. BNSS section 170 provides a
conditional preventive-arrest power to prevent a cognizable offence; it is not a general
licence to detain anyone planning a protest. Aircraft access control also does not give an
airline an unrestricted veto over lawful police action. The ethical task is to verify the
relevant authority and apply the correct procedure, rather than choose between
automatic obedience and automatic refusal. [3][4]

02 Ethical Concepts and Keywords

Ethical Concepts and Keywords • Handwritten revision aid
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Value or principle Meaning in this case

Rule of law Ask which power is being exercised, by whom and on what
conditions. Rank or urgency cannot substitute for a lawful basis.

Due process Protect applicable requirements concerning reasons, records,
legal assistance and review. Avoid claiming a procedural breach
before the necessary facts are established.

Proportionality Identify the actual risk and consider less intrusive workable
methods. The confined aircraft environment makes safety and
dignity especially important.

Accountability Make the request, decision, authorising officer and subsequent
action traceable. Recording an objection does not itself make an
unlawful action lawful.

Transparency Give appropriate reasons and factual updates to those entitled
to them. Operational security and personal privacy can justify
limits on public disclosure, not unrecorded decisions.

Impartiality Assess conduct and relevant risks consistently. A person’s
political affiliation should not replace individualised grounds.

Civil liberties Speech, peaceful assembly and personal liberty require lawful
protection. Their exercise remains subject to applicable
constitutional and statutory limits.

Separation of
responsibilities

Police powers, airport security and airline access responsibilities
must be coordinated, not collapsed into a single vague claim of
authority.

The central distinction is between a legitimate objective and legitimate means.
Preventing violence may be a legitimate objective, but the asserted risk, chosen power
and method still need justification. Conversely, concern for civil liberties does not
authorise an airline officer to disregard a demonstrably lawful direction.
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03 Core Ethical Dilemmas

Core Ethical Dilemmas • Handwritten revision aid

Public safety and civil liberties

Public-order responsibilities can require preventive action, but speculative discomfort
with dissent is not the same as a specific legal ground. The decision-maker should ask
what harm is anticipated, why the proposed measure is necessary and whether a less
intrusive response would work. A protest permission issue and the grounds for depriving
someone of liberty are related questions only where the relevant law makes them so.

Cooperation and independent professional judgment

Airline staff should cooperate with lawful authorities while fulfilling access-control and
duty-of-care responsibilities. Deference to senior rank can become blind obedience; a
theatrical refusal can create avoidable danger. Professional judgment means verifying
promptly, involving the proper officers and choosing a lawful, safe response.
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Urgency and verification

A rapidly developing situation may leave little time for a full written legal opinion. It still
permits basic checks of identity, purpose, authority and immediate risk. A request for a
brief clarification can be sensible where feasible; an arbitrary thirty-minute delay
regardless of the circumstances is not a universal ethical solution.

Institutional loyalty and transparency

Management may fear delay, adverse publicity or friction with agencies. Loyalty to the
institution should include lawful operations, passenger trust and accurate records.
Internal escalation and a carefully framed regulatory query can protect those interests
without making unverified public accusations.

Documentation and immediate protection

An audit trail supports later review but is not a substitute for preventing avoidable harm
now. “I recorded my objection” cannot justify knowingly facilitating an unlawful act.
Equally, resistance that creates an unsafe confrontation may harm passengers without
securing a remedy. The response must combine present safeguards with records and
review.
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04 Multi-Framework Analysis

Multi-Framework Analysis • Handwritten revision aid

Rights and constitutional fairness

Articles 19, 21 and 22 provide the constitutional context for speech, peaceful assembly,
liberty and arrest safeguards, with their respective limits and exceptions. An ethical
answer should identify the applicable safeguards rather than invoke “rights” as a slogan.
Ask whether the stated grounds relate to the individual, whether reasons and review are
available, and whether affected persons can actually use the protections promised by
law. [5]

Rawls’s perspective invites the official to consider the position of a passenger,
protester, crew member and police officer without assuming they will always occupy the
most powerful role. Fair rules should be understandable and usable across those
positions. This is an application of a philosophical framework, not evidence that Rawls
decided this incident.
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Duty and respect for persons

Kant’s account of treating persons as ends helps explain why passengers cannot be
reduced to convenient instruments of public-order management or corporate reputation.
Duties also extend to other travellers and crew. A defensible principle would require
lawful authority, consistent safeguards and respectful treatment even when cooperation
is operationally inconvenient.

Do not argue that every warrantless action fails Kant’s test merely because it could have
harmful consequences. The moral issue is whether the principle respects persons and can
be consistently justified. The statutory legality of a particular arrest must be examined
separately.

Consequences and proportionality

Compare the likely consequences of unconditional cooperation, categorical refusal,
verification and escalation. Consider foreseeable safety risks, delay, loss of liberty,
distress, impaired investigation and long-term trust. The least disruptive option is not
automatically the most ethical; a short safe pause may prevent a serious rights violation,
while needless delay in a genuine emergency may increase harm.

Virtue and practical wisdom

Aristotle’s practical wisdom concerns sound judgment in the circumstances. Courage can
mean asking a senior officer a necessary question calmly; restraint can mean avoiding a
public standoff while escalating a serious concern. The record available here does not
establish the character or motives of individual officials. Use virtue ethics to evaluate a
proposed response, not to pronounce on unproved personal failings.

Care and vulnerability

A person taken from an aircraft may be anxious, separated from belongings or unsure
how family will learn what happened. Other passengers may fear a security emergency.
Care requires measured communication, attention to immediate needs and protection of
dignity, without disclosing sensitive personal information to the whole cabin or prejudging
guilt.
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05 Stakeholder Analysis

Stakeholder Analysis • Handwritten revision aid

Stakeholder Interest or vulnerability Responsibility or safeguard

Passengers taken into
custody

Liberty, dignity, reasons, legal
assistance and access to review

Exercise rights lawfully; do not
infer guilt from police presence;
facilitate applicable safeguards.

Other passengers and
crew

Safety, calm information,
continuity of travel

Keep operational instructions
clear; prevent rumours,
crowding and unnecessary
exposure of personal details.

Police officers Lawful prevention or
investigation and safe execution
of duty

Identify asserted power,
satisfy its conditions,
communicate as legally required
and preserve a reviewable
record.
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Stakeholder Interest or vulnerability Responsibility or safeguard

Airline and security
director

Aircraft access responsibilities,
duty of care and passenger
trust

Verify identity and procedure;
coordinate with operations, legal
advisers and competent security
personnel.

CISF and airport
operator

Secure access and safe apron
operations

Coordinate authorised
movements and responsibilities;
distinguish aviation-security
functions from grounds for
arrest.

BCAS and government
authorities

Clear, workable
aviation-security arrangements

Review the reported concerns
and clarify implementation
where necessary without
assuming no protocol exists.

Courts and other
competent review
bodies

Lawful exercise of power and
effective remedies

Review matters within their
jurisdiction on evidence, rather
than treating a press account as
a concluded case.

Stakeholder analysis should change the action plan. Passenger dignity calls for discreet
handling; crew safety calls for coordination; police responsibility calls for verified
grounds; institutional accountability calls for a preserved timeline. Listing names without
these consequences adds little to an answer.
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06 Administrative and Governance Angle

Administrative and Governance Angle • Handwritten revision aid

Two legal questions must remain separate

Rule 36 of the Aircraft (Security) Rules, 2023 concerns an aircraft operator’s
access-control and surveillance responsibilities. It does not, on its own, establish that all
police boarding requires a judicial warrant or a separate BCAS order. Rule 30 includes an
exception relating to weapons carried by specified officials on duty; that exception is
not an independent source of arrest or boarding authority. The applicable security
arrangements and the asserted law-enforcement power both require examination. [4]

BNSS section 170 permits preventive arrest only under its stated conditions concerning
a design to commit a cognizable offence and inability otherwise to prevent it. Its custody
limit is twenty-four hours unless further detention is required or authorised under
another provision or law. Section 35 contains other circumstances for arrest without
warrant. These provisions refute a universal warrant requirement; they do not prove that
the facts of this incident satisfied the relevant conditions. [3]
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A practical institutional response

The first task is to reconstruct the decision chain: who requested the bay change, who
authorised access, what purpose and power were asserted, which staff were informed
and what safeguards were followed. Seek the relevant records through proper channels.
A press-reported lack of prior information is a reason to examine coordination, not proof
that no person or agency accepted responsibility.

Suggested improvement Purpose and limit

Joint protocol review Clarify identity checks, responsible contacts, recording and
escalation under existing law. This is a recommendation, not a
claim that no current procedure exists.

Time-stamped
operational log

Link access requests, decisions and handover details to named
responsible officers; protect sensitive records from casual
circulation.

Scenario training Practise lawful police cooperation alongside passenger
protection and aircraft security; include genuine urgency and
disputed authority.

Incident review and
corrective action

Examine both individual decisions and systemic weaknesses; do
not presume misconduct before a fair review.

Appropriate transparency Publish suitable general guidance or aggregate findings where
lawful; do not expose operational vulnerabilities or unnecessary
personal data.

Do not prescribe a “warrant or BCAS permission only” rule in a student answer without
legal analysis. Nor should an answer assert that most democracies require such a rule, or
that Parliament must amend a particular instrument, without evidence. Recommend that
competent authorities assess whether clarification, training, revised procedures or legal
changes are actually needed.
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07 Thinkers and Ideas

Thinkers and Ideas • Handwritten revision aid

These are applied paraphrases and decision questions, not quotations about the reported
incident or claims that the thinkers endorse a particular statutory interpretation.

Thinker Idea used Question for the
decision-maker

Immanuel Kant Respect persons as ends and act
on consistently defensible
principles

Am I treating a passenger as a
person with rights, rather than
an instrument of convenience?

John Rawls Fair institutional terms
considered from different
social positions

Would these procedures be
defensible if I were a
passenger, officer or member of
a vulnerable group?

A. V. Dicey Public power should be governed
by law rather than arbitrary will

What legal authority and review
constrain the action? Do not
convert this principle into a
universal warrant requirement.
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Thinker Idea used Question for the
decision-maker

B. R. Ambedkar Constitutional morality must be
cultivated in institutional
practice

Do daily instructions and habits
preserve constitutional values as
well as formal authority?

Aristotle Practical wisdom joins sound
judgment, character and
circumstance

What action combines courage,
restraint and effective
protection in this particular
setting?

Use one or two thinkers well. For example, Kant can support respectful treatment and
Rawls can strengthen equal safeguards. Neither name replaces the operational steps of
verification, coordination, assistance and review.

08 Adapted Case Study

The following is a fictional teaching scenario inspired by the ethical issues. Arjun Mehta
and the operational details are invented; they are not a factual reconstruction of the
reported flight incident.

Arjun Mehta is the security director of a fictional private airline. A domestic flight has
landed and is taxiing to its bay. He receives an instruction through the airport security
chain to use a different bay because of an operational requirement. Shortly after
parking, police officers accompanied by aviation-security personnel say they intend to
board and take three named passengers into custody. They refer to a preventive
public-order power and show an internal communication, but Arjun has not yet received
enough information to understand the specific grounds or the access procedure.

No judicial warrant is produced. Arjun knows that some arrests can lawfully occur
without one, and that the airline retains important aircraft-security and passenger-care
responsibilities. He must therefore clarify the asserted power rather than assume that a
missing warrant settles the matter. Senior management asks him to avoid delay and
controversy. The passengers remain seated, the crew seeks clear instructions and no
immediate violence is apparent to him. The officers say the matter is urgent.

(a) Identify the options available to Arjun and their likely consequences. (b) Explain the
ethical dilemmas and legal questions he must distinguish. (c) Recommend a practical
course of action with safeguards for both lawful cooperation and passenger rights. (d)
Suggest institutional measures to reduce similar uncertainty.

Attempt the case before reading the discussion. The expanded answer below explains
the reasoning in depth; the separate exam-ready answer illustrates a more concise
response.
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09 Expanded Model Discussion

Introduction

Arjun’s responsibility is to secure lawful, safe and accountable action under time
pressure. He should neither assume that police rank validates every request nor treat
the absence of a warrant as proof of illegality. The best approach is prompt verification
and escalation, followed by a decision grounded in the applicable authority and security
procedure.

(a) Options and consequences

Option Potential benefit Risk or limitation

Immediate
unconditional access

Avoids an immediate
disagreement and may assist
urgent lawful action

Can bypass necessary checks
and safeguards; management
convenience is not a sufficient
justification.

Categorical refusal
until a court warrant
is produced

Signals concern for passengers
and access control

Assumes an incorrect universal
warrant requirement; may
obstruct lawful action or create
danger.

Prompt verification,
coordination and
escalation

Clarifies identity, legal basis and
procedure while preserving safe
cooperation

Requires disciplined
communication and a rapid
decision; escalation must not
become indefinite delay.

Documentation
without substantive
checking

Creates material for later
review

Records alone do not protect
present rights or cure an
unlawful act; this is a safeguard,
not a complete option.

The third option is the strongest starting point, with documentation integrated
throughout. A brief pause may be justified if it is feasible and necessary to clarify a
serious uncertainty. Its duration should depend on actual operational conditions, not a
fixed thirty-minute demand. If a genuine emergency requires immediate action under
lawful powers, the response must adapt while preserving safeguards as far as possible.

(b) Ethical dilemmas and legal questions

The ethical tensions are safety and liberty, cooperation and independent judgment,
institutional loyalty and candour, and urgency and procedural care. Arjun must protect
the three passengers without disregarding the safety of the remaining passengers, crew
and officers. Avoiding publicity is a management preference; maintaining lawful
operations and passenger trust is a professional responsibility.
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Legally, he should distinguish the power to arrest or take preventive action from the
process for access to the aircraft. He should establish which provision is invoked, who is
responsible and what procedural requirements apply. The internal communication may be
relevant but should not be treated as self-proving in every respect. Conversely, its being
an internal document does not make it legally worthless. A lack of complete information
calls for clarification, not a definitive public verdict.

(c) Recommended action

I would first coordinate with the captain and ground operations to maintain a safe
aircraft environment. I would keep staff roles clear, prevent crowding or a public
argument at the door and use calm, factual communication. I would not identify or
discuss the passengers’ alleged political activities across the cabin.

I would verify the officers’ identities and responsible unit through the established
security channel. I would ask them to specify the purpose, statutory authority and
urgency of the proposed action and the arrangements for aircraft access. Where a
warrant or other written authorisation is legally required, it should be checked; where a
warrantless power is asserted, the relevant basis and applicable safeguards should be
clarified instead. I would record what is shown or stated, distinguishing direct
observations from explanations given by others.

At the same time, I would contact the airline’s legal and operational leads and the
competent aviation-security contact. I would seek immediate clarification of the
applicable procedure and avoid making the captain or a junior crew member improvise
legal conclusions alone. Management would receive a clear account: the issue is lawful and
safe implementation, not whether the airline wishes to embarrass an agency.

If lawful authority and the relevant procedure are established, I would facilitate the
action with appropriate coordination and dignified handling. If a material uncertainty
persists and a safe short pause is feasible, I would request clarification through the
responsible senior officers before facilitating the disputed step. If there is a clear
unlawful demand, I should not knowingly assist it merely by recording an objection. Any
refusal or challenge must use lawful channels and be managed without creating an unsafe
physical confrontation.

If officers nevertheless proceed, I would not direct crew to engage in an improvised
physical struggle. I would preserve the record, notify the appropriate authorities and
legal advisers immediately, and support access to remedies within the airline’s role. This
response does not endorse an unlawful action; it recognises that protecting passengers
from an immediate confrontation and challenging legality through competent channels can
be separate duties.

I would seek assurance that the affected passengers receive the information and
assistance legally due to them. Within my role, I would help manage belongings,
immediate medical or accessibility needs and appropriate communication with family or
legal representatives. I would not promise release, disclose confidential details to
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bystanders or act as a substitute for the authority responsible for custody.

(d) Follow-through and institutional reform

After the event, I would preserve access logs, relevant communications and the timeline
under lawful retention and privacy controls. A factual incident report should state what
was known at each decision point, what was requested, which checks occurred and where
uncertainty remained. It should not retrospectively invent an emergency or accuse named
officers of motives that the record does not establish.

I would recommend a joint review involving the relevant airline, airport, security and
regulatory officials. The aim would be to clarify contacts, responsibility, documentation
and escalation, and assess whether existing procedures were followed or need
improvement. Training should include both lawful warrantless action and demands lacking
an adequate basis, so that staff do not confuse vigilance with obstruction or cooperation
with unquestioning submission.

Conclusion

The defensible response is verified cooperation with safeguards, not cooperation at any
cost. Arjun should combine respect for lawful police work with independent professional
judgment, passenger dignity and a reviewable record. Practical wisdom lies in protecting
liberty and safety together while leaving disputed legal findings to competent
authorities.

10 Exam-Ready Model Answer

The case tests the balance between lawful police cooperation, passenger liberty and
aircraft security. Arjun should avoid both blind compliance and the mistaken assumption
that every arrest requires a warrant.

His options are unconditional access, categorical refusal, or prompt verification and
escalation. The first may bypass safeguards; the second may obstruct lawful action and
provoke an unsafe confrontation. I would adopt the third, with documentation
throughout.

I would coordinate with the captain and ground security to keep the aircraft safe. I
would verify the officers’ identities, ask which legal power and grounds are asserted, and
clarify the applicable access procedure. A warrant should be checked where required; a
claimed warrantless power must instead be assessed against its conditions. I would
immediately consult the airline’s legal and operational leads and the competent security
contact.

If lawful authority and procedure are established, I would facilitate safe, dignified
action. Where serious uncertainty remains and a brief safe pause is possible, I would
seek clarification before facilitating the disputed step. I would not knowingly assist a
clearly unlawful demand or direct staff into a physical standoff. If officers proceed
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despite objections, I would preserve evidence, escalate and support appropriate review.

I would seek compliance with applicable passenger safeguards and attend to immediate
needs without making promises outside my authority. Subsequently, a factual incident
review should improve coordination, responsibility and scenario training. Respect for
persons, impartiality and practical wisdom require effective safety measures that remain
accountable to law.

11 Practice Questions and Value Addition

1. What do you understand by due process in public administration? How can procedural
safeguards strengthen trust between citizens and the state? (150 words; 10 marks)

2. Examine how a civil servant can maintain impartiality when institutional pressure,
political signals and personal conscience point in different directions. Illustrate your
answer. (150 words; 10 marks)

3. Suggest a framework for cultivating constitutional morality in the daily conduct of
public officials. (150 words; 10 marks)

4. Emotional intelligence requires knowing when to act and when to pause. How can it help
a junior official respond when an instruction appears to conflict with law? (150 words; 10
marks)

A six-question decision test

Test Question

Power What legal authority is asserted, and what are its conditions?

Purpose What concrete risk or lawful objective is being addressed?

Procedure Which access and personal safeguards apply?

Proportionality Is a less intrusive workable response available?

Protection How will dignity and immediate safety be secured?

Proof and review What record will enable a fair later assessment?

Useful introduction

Public authority earns legitimacy when its exercise is lawful, reasoned and sensitive to
those affected. A secure setting does not make accountability less important; it makes
clear responsibilities more important.
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Useful conclusion

Effective coordination should prevent a false choice between safety and rights.
Verification, proportionate action and review allow institutions to cooperate without
surrendering independent responsibility.

Answer-writing cautions

Do not equate a denied protest permission with automatic grounds for arrest. Do not say
that absence of a warrant proves illegality, that an airline has an absolute veto, or that a
recorded objection cures an unlawful act. Separate reported events from findings, the
real incident from the fictional case, and policy recommendations from existing duties.

Relevant revision groups: Ethics in public administration; Aptitude and foundational
values; Due process; Proportionality; Impartiality; Accountability; Collective authority
and individual rights; Obedience and conscience; Independence and accountability; Kant,
Rawls, Ambedkar and Aristotle. A. V. Dicey provides an additional rule-of-law
perspective.

12 Sources and Reading

Primary teaching source: the owner-supplied DOCX “Air India vs Police: When Security
Access Meets Civil Liberties Aboard a Flight”, dated 11 October 2026, including its
embedded newspaper clipping. The account, legal framing and recommendations have
been revised as explained in the editorial review. This lesson is for ethical analysis and
answer-writing, not personalised legal advice.

[1] The Hindu, Jagriti Chandra: reported sequence aboard AI 2428; source clipping
supplied in the original document

[2] The New Indian Express, 11 October 2026: reported release and peace-bond
conditions

[3] Bureau of Police Research and Development: BNSS, especially sections 35, 126 and
170

[4] Ministry of Civil Aviation: Aircraft (Security) Rules, 2023, especially rules 30 and 36

[5] Legislative Department: Constitution of India, especially Articles 19, 21 and 22

Reviewed on 11 October 2026. The report of release has been attributed to the press;
the underlying magistrate’s order has not been examined. No court finding on the
lawfulness of the boarding or detention is asserted. Thinker entries are teaching
paraphrases; students should consult the relevant primary philosophical texts for fuller
interpretation.

https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/anti-cec-protest-what-happened-moments-before-cjp-leaders-were-detained-inside-ai-2428/article71567895.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/anti-cec-protest-what-happened-moments-before-cjp-leaders-were-detained-inside-ai-2428/article71567895.ece
https://www.newindianexpress.com/india/2026/Oct/11/cjps-dipke-das-and-ranka-released-on-condition-to-maintain-peace-for-one-year
https://www.newindianexpress.com/india/2026/Oct/11/cjps-dipke-das-and-ranka-released-on-condition-to-maintain-peace-for-one-year
https://bprd.nic.in/uploads/pdf/Final_BNSS.pdf
https://bprd.nic.in/uploads/pdf/Final_BNSS.pdf
https://www.civilaviation.gov.in/sites/default/files/2026-06/asr-notification_published-in-gazette-1.pdf
https://www.legislative.gov.in/static/uploads/2025/07/359f70a69695affb9d72f8393102bd2e.pdf

