
                                Governance: Indian Perspective 
 

 

Governance the prevailing patterns by which public power is exercised in a given 

social context. It has been a concern for all ruling parties and states. It is equally 

the case that all governments have concerned themselves with questions of good 

governance. As we know that the question of what is good for the society has 

always been in debate.  We also do not have a clear definition of terms.  

There is a possibility that in name of efficient rule, a regime turns oppressive. 

There is also a probability that a corrupt and incapable government makes it look 

like it addressing important issues of statecraft. This is certainly the case when it 

comes to the Bretton Woods institutions, which are bound by their articles of 

agreement from intervening in a country’s politics. 

However it was formed with the aspirations that it would benefit the people of 

whole world. Also it was argued that this would create a more prosperous and 

equal world. If we see the performances and the practices of these institutions we 

get a different picture.  

Although the emphasis was on improving governance, what we see that the 

inequalities have grown fastest in the whole world. The divide between rich and 

poor has grown fastest. Most of the resources of the world has been appropriated 

by very few. This has resulted in acute poverty, hunger, starvation, 

malnourishment especially in third world countries. 

 

India has been looking for changes in their economic policies and it was left 

to Narasimha Rao in the 1990s to turn promises into policies. The economic 

reforms that were introduced by his government were at first intended to deal with 

following problems: 

 

1. India’s balance of payments problems 

 

2. A broader programme of administrative and economic reforms. 

 

3. Growing crisis of governability. 

 

4. Corruption 

 

5. Bureaucratic hindrances 

 



 

It was done in a manner that surprised various scholars. Scholars had suggested 

that widespread administrative failure in India was being produced by an absence 

of enduring coalitions and a structural incapacity to accommodate political conflict 

without violence. 

It followed that a solution had to be found in the field of politics. Narasimha Rao, 

on the other hand, and the prime ministers that followed him in the 1990s, 

preferred to follow the logic of the new public administration.  

They looked, that is to say, to a slowly evolving mix of deregulation, privatization, 

civil service reform and decentralization to produce the administrative and political 

effects.  

We also need to review some of the incentive regimes that structure ‘real 

democracies’, for these often cut against the grain of the good governance agenda. 

Competitive politics can be an expensive business and it is by no means clear that 

it must lead in the direction of a decline in corruption. Foucault reminds us to be 

humble in the face of the past, but we should also have regard for the messiness of 

the world around us. 
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