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The Battered Half

When we celebrate women high achievers, we tend to forget how deeply gender-
unequal worklife is

TOI Editorials

India’s richest civic body, BMC, has a woman boss. That is swag
achievement, by far. Mumbai now has three women in the
financial capital’s administrative leadership — municipal
commissioner, mayor and BMC’s leader of opposition — a nod to
working women everywhere. And yet, can the framework for
equality be gilded by only the firsts? Much as every ‘first’ — from
breaking into male dominated spheres to breaking out of
stereotyped roles — is every bit worth celebrating, it is equal
representation, in numbers and pay, via access, agency and
accountability, that’s the real deal. Take Indian politics. So many
— T = women politicians in a variety of powerful firsts, yet, ‘33%’ is
such a long haul, and still a distance away.

Take the world of work. Barely 32% of women in working-age population are even part of the labour force. Of
these, 80% are in ‘vulnerable’ employment — informal, low-quality, unevenly paid. Just 15% are in regular,
salaried jobs, wildly disproportionate to their college enrolment, that’s almost equal to men’s. Work life, for
even this 15%, is precarious. Career growth, name any sector, is painful — judiciary, industry, tech, media, you
name it. In private sector, women freshers earn 15% less than men with similar qualifications, in comparable
roles. This gap widens to 25% in senior roles. Women, on average, earn 27% less than men in India (ILO 2023).
There’s no real * why ’ to this. It’s a mix of hardwired cultural attitudes, different roles, and some suggest,
“negotiating skills”. Problem is, onus of minding/mending these gaps seems to lie on women. But, regulation
has forced almost all large companies to have at least one woman director, even if for sake of compliance. Even
if male directors earn three and a half times more than women counterparts. Further, IMF has long held
“increasing women’s labour force participation...(results in) large gains in economic welfare...w omen’s
complementary skills raise productivity, boosting wages for everyone.” It’s not a ‘women’s issue’, it’s a GDP
issue.

Given the odds, patriarchy to policy, stacked against women, in reaching leadership positions, top performers
do stand out, for better or worse. But there’s a certain irony in celebrating achievers, whether women, or from a
demographic minority. For, what becomes vividly clear is that such achievement remains rare even in 21st
century India. Limelight on the high-flyers only increases the glare on the hopelessly unequal work lives of
women.
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Corridor of opportunity

Inclusive development must be the focus in areas freed of Naxalism
Editorial

India is now Naxal-free, Home Minister Amit Shah declared in the Lok Sabha on March 30, a day ahead of a
deadline he had set for himself for ending Left Wing Extremism (LWE). His assertion follows three years of
intensive paramilitary operations, during which 4,839 Maoists surrendered, 2,218 were arrested, and 706 were
neutralised in encounters. Mr. Shah had made tackling LWE a central piece of his internal security policy, and
of his political legacy. Not surprisingly, he made it a point to contrast the measures and milestones under his
watch with those of the UPA regime on this front. Former Prime Minister Manmohan Singh had flagged LWE
as the biggest internal security challenge before the country and his government launched Operation Green
Hunt in 2009-10, an expansive paramilitary offensive that faced stiff criticism from his allies. The belt of
Maoist influence, at its peak, touched over 180 districts covering tribal, forest, and mineral-rich areas in Bihar,
Jharkhand, Chhattisgarh, Odisha, Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra. The approach to tackling LWE then was
more hesitant and measured, mindful of the human and institutional costs.

Mr. Shah launched an uncompromising militarist strategy which he reiterated in his speech. He said the
government had a dual approach — dialogue and rehabilitation for those who surrendered arms, and no mercy
for those who refused. His sweeping strategy steamrolled human rights activists and academics who were
branded ‘urban Naxals’. Police measures went far beyond even the harsh provisions of India’s anti-terrorism
laws, strangling freedoms and distorting judicial processes. The paramilitary operations have, in all probability,
decapitated the military capabilities of the insurgents, opening the possibility of state presence in some of the
least governed regions of the country. Mr. Shah said that a campaign to establish a school in every village and
provide Aadhaar and ration cards to residents in some of the worst-affected areas has already begun. He is right
that Maoists are ideologically opposed to parliamentary democracy, which is a position delinked from
development or its absence. Nevertheless, inclusive development is imperative for a stable, peaceful society.
The defeat of LWE extremism should not accelerate crony capitalist extraction of natural resources and further
alienate tribal rights. Instead, it must lead to the genuine expansion of the rights of tribals, their substantive
participation in parliamentary democracy, and accountability in resource extraction. Mr. Shah deserves credit
for leading the operational success in curtailing LWE. He must now lead a politics of reconciliation and heal the
wounds of the battle.

2



ﬂ «~ www.dafeias.com

IMPORTANT NEWSCLIPPINGS (02-Apr-26)

Date: 02-04-26

How anti-corruption bodies are politicised

The head of an investigative agency needs to ensure that prosecutions are grounded
in evidence rather than suspicion or political momentum

Yashovardhan Azad, [ Retired IPS officer who has served as the Central Information
Commissioner, Secretary Security GOI and Special Director Intelligence Bureau.]

It began with great fanfare. Investigative agencies announced a
massive corruption conspiracy case in Delhi’s excise policy,
alleging kickbacks of X100 crore and a deep nexus between
business interests and politicians. The case, which was
investigated by the Central Bureau of Investigation, with
parallel proceedings by the Enforcement Directorate, led to the
arrest of political figures, including then Delhi Chief Minister
Arvind Kejriwal and Deputy CM Manish Sisodia and
businesspersons. Months of custody, prolonged interrogation,
and repeated court hearings followed. The case dominated
television debates for months, shaping electoral narratives and
public perception.

Now, years later, the case ended with a judicial order from the
trial court declining even to frame charges. The court concluded that the prosecution had failed to produce
material establishing a prima facie case of criminal conspiracy or bribery. It also noted the absence of clear
evidence linking policy decisions to illegal personal gain.

What began as one of the most sensational corruption prosecutions in recent memory has ended, and left us with
an uncomfortable question — how did a case launched with such certainty fail to cross even the basic threshold
required for trial?

Lingering questions

The most immediate question is institutional. Should an investigating agency initiate a prosecution of this
magnitude without a reasonably solid evidentiary foundation?

The decision to register a First Information Report (FIR) is legally the beginning of a criminal process. But in
politically sensitive cases, it also carries immense consequences — arrests, reputational damage, and long
periods of incarceration before trial. When a case collapses at the threshold stage, it inevitably invites
speculation that the investigation itself may have been driven by extraneous pressures.

The head of an investigative agency, therefore, needs to ensure that prosecutions are grounded in evidence
rather than suspicion or political momentum.

The judicial threshold

3



&
EF www.dfeias.com

IMPORTANT NEWSCLIPPINGS (02-Apr-26)

The collapse of such high-profile cases is not unique to India. Corruption is among the most difficult crimes to
prove anywhere in the world. This is because unlike violent crimes, corruption rarely leaves visible evidence.
Money moves through intermediaries, shell companies, consultancy contracts, or political donations. The
benefit may not even appear as cash — it may appear as favourable regulatory decisions or advantageous
contracts. Hence, successful corruption prosecutions usually depend on a complex evidentiary architecture:
financial trails, documentary records, digital communications, and corroborated witness testimonies.

If any link in this chain is missing, courts hesitate to infer criminal intent. The Supreme Court has repeatedly
held that policy decisions taken by governments cannot automatically be criminalised unless there is clear
evidence of dishonest intent and personal gain. This is exactly what was inferred by the court in the Delhi excise
policy case. And while these principles protect individuals from politically motivated prosecutions, they also
make corruption cases difficult to sustain.

However, the real difficulty may lie less in judicial standards and more in investigative capacity. Many
corruption prosecutions in India still rely heavily on witness statements rather than on forensic financial
analysis. Modern corruption investigations require sophisticated tools: forensic accounting, data analytics,
tracing beneficial ownership of companies, and reconstruction of financial flows across jurisdictions. Agencies
in countries such as Singapore and Hong Kong have developed specialised expertise in these areas.

In contrast, India’s investigative ecosystem remains fragmented across multiple agencies with uneven
coordination.

The political dilemma

The Kejriwal case illustrates a deeper structural dilemma in Indian democracy. On the one hand, corruption in
public life remains a widely acknowledged problem. Allegations surround major public contracts from liquor
policies to irrigation projects. Public confidence requires that such allegations be investigated seriously. On the
other hand, criminal law must not become a weapon in political hands. If arrests and prosecutions are perceived
as tools of the political executive, the legitimacy of anti-corruption institutions suffers irreparable damage.

While India’s anti-corruption agencies have secured many convictions in trap cases where officials were caught
accepting bribes, large policy-level corruption cases have rarely ended in successful prosecutions. When
allegations of corruption surround large public contracts but rarely lead to convictions, public cynicism deepens.
What India needs are credible examples of rigorous investigation and successful prosecution in huge bribery
cases. Such cases would demonstrate that corruption can be punished without compromising legal fairness.

The excise policy case should therefore not be seen merely as a political victory or loss. It should prompt a
broader institutional reflection. Investigative agencies must strengthen their capacity for financial forensics and
evidence gathering. Prosecutors must ensure that cases brought before courts are built on robust evidentiary
foundations. And political leaders must resist the temptation to deploy criminal law as a tool of partisan contest.
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Fey HT I/ & T W Ao e arelm ¢

HUTEhIT

dd 3R urpfde A & Twee ate dleldd & HAT F Rl CaTiees 36T dg §l HH H HAT 3N
Todiell & fhedd @ Jardl Holgl 3Uel 9Md oic @ g1 YR & TEod, Ul Hhe AR gHell & @i &
e 8T goIRT olleT olleehy 37T 3@ 81 ThR & HTT 3MMeh TAEHhR (W0) o fad HAWT & Fehiailiaren
Reg & arsm AR 37 1 e # AR 6 gey & IR F A o A e Fehel €1 Segie forar
fF 27 WA FT AP T & 3Thcld A §H doT 7-7.4% R &1 o1, JfdheT 319 I8 g fem| co
o 28 TIET P eI U gHol HI 3 f&ar o, AfFa 2 AR Fr W8T o A9 #AFC W F9T afafa i
garar a1 & 3mfad s o fr FAEd 9 dF 130 eR gfd Rer 7 & 3R ag o 2-3 ey (S O
At FEA ) TR AIMAR o W - d9 doh HAGINS W IR 181 g’ 3R [ g3 = 7 3mweh| oRa s
feet 113 sleR & & @ %3 Tle W@ &1 dH IR-HR Ienfesat o1 A & & gfh R 9=
SR & T 90 BHET %3 AT AT & IR e & qd $EH & 70 SR AT 38N oA o, fogrsm
FHAT Teol ¥ o S1fad g faerd Todig dMesdHa arerd o 8 2026-27 & fov $Ra & o &X &
Ieholel & TR 5.9% T X f&ar §1 gforar # 3 3curesl a-fogs @ a1 §1 HAGans, AR, AR,
faaer W 3R e a7 g
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R i oRa 3k @rE e

fdw F1eq, ( ATF @ To«lF §)

HgFd 3RS IR IR0 JUS & Usgufd @ AW oG foeT #Higede & HHEI0T W 7 1981 & #ARAY
qmméﬁv?ﬁ%ﬁﬁsqa@éﬁrwmﬁmmlﬁa45ﬁqﬁ§éwwﬁaﬁﬁmﬁﬁ
HeATT STars A o ST &1 3R AR T T T Fodmor 1 HiFAT IJ9H A [ &5 & FAT & WA Tg
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Wﬁm@é‘fg@%ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ@rgﬁﬁ?«au FeAT RER AR &1 T W g7 9 XA
e & Toid o &F H N doa & R FHAIGROT el a7C § o I§ faur AR g g I gl

3RS GiFedT H G IR, FAd, T, HR, JUS AR NA S o YA U g1 FgT a0 viRars
cell T 931 Yardl TAEEIT Wl &l 500 O o g9 937 §&Ir ARG $r §, ST dee dsd @ &
T &S & o gl Uiehedieardr AR SRl i dear o ga o § 3%« g1 Aure 3R e &
i amat efer g 1 T AT 31 o T nfegawdr # Agcayol HfAEr e §1 AT S, SRR
3R SR @ AR IR AR FAT AR SR At A Ffha 81 Tg FE Thes e M R
Hol & WEr gl H U yardl o @ g, et 3T e gfaror TR AR 9§ ARt & S
STE Il HhdT|

HH A 3T ARAAT &7 Flerer 3 SAT 355 31 a2 7 A9 &9 § T Faaren g1 e @rdr & e
FI JaTTRAT T TITSAT &, 3deT & 3¢ o §, FIfF I 37U U F IR AT F gaufy dea g1 AT
eI STl aTell TG IR 31 &R & Jga MM TAMRAcad & HJolol T HAPT IR a6l el @ oy A
3TN B §1 AR & 9T @ & v Ig AR 51 AereT & 8, ofehe AlS[ar gea # aifheare &
fw g 3Redca &1 Fhe YT FX Fhcll &, FAlh A IITTEA Tgel & & AlH §ell g5 & Toleifcieh
3YA-9US ¥ GHITAd Fvenger & foav off YAdH & efaad wE€ saer 9% 78 €1 9o Infiw fRar &
3eTTar @rsr gt A SRR el garT # ST qlﬁlﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁvaﬁagamew%,ﬁﬁ?
31T IRERT A ASTATT 5T AT 7S AR & YR W A g &1 3TF 3199 F 3% IRART &
sfasT 3R # o7 dcd Thar gl

ﬁﬁ%m@@é&rﬂm@rmﬁ@%ﬁvaﬂqu HgcaquT &1 wifehedre 3R 3 gfator
RIS &t & fow ar @ et Fr Agar 3R s 3w &1 vur sufev, FEifF 9RT wed oo iR AW
HTERIHATAT T MY T S FEAT 37 GRAT § IMATT HAT 8, olfehed 38 ARG AR U g2t o
3=g dict & o der 3mATT wr fafaEhepd fhar §1 T o AN g9, Afhed HH F HA 3ol ITcTetrar dr
WMl gelsl SRt & SIfad gl ¥ S gfar & |y g gfaror ufens gt fr wwee o adr g
qIfehEd= & T THEdr Ig § T 38 #3Ar 3RS 3R U A Hise AN de H T & @y o do
fAear & S @8 3=g At @ 9o A8 A Fehdll $Hb dold AT 1 AT & ggod & & i
AT A ST & ATihedl=l IeTaedyT X calld 3R 9¢aM| 3 T 3Mqfcd H Femfad afeRier o off iy
3menRe faror RIS eRit @ AT 9o1S Bl

e U AR & WY § 3T gfaior RIS St & fov o Agcaqul &1 oA & @rer ot & fav T
3% Fol i &1 v 931 REwr B1 & ey o 3@ geiad R §| gus detene & fdid aidedt &
forw gsra off 81 @St &7 9Ra A9 F3 afaror TR dof & fov faw & Ageayel i o §1 st
3R e ciEor TRIATS Sel o o @rer et & ey fAder fRAr &1 56 geu @ 3@ W ORI & dael
oT g1 30 oRE Wl ST o &2l gt el amel 3R AW S o ekl el & RER fidl & Sgra
St ST g1 Afl, 98 UeheH WE ATl 3egidl foll g3l W @gAld o o, 37 W See 1 HH dW
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S & 99 3R qUS & aoAE Usgufd A HigrAe T4 S 3o A6ane 3R AR qer=aEs Al o
Q& 3 TR gl Gl & T AT Ud AT Shiehcerd Faer o gl

N e o g o1 gt § fo R 3R gferor RIS gor ves € g W Haw &1 Ife arfheae $IRA &
i el ABd & IRT o giar 3R Sioaeer o off grfoRr 3fRar &1 qRmg 7 Rar gar oy g9 & &
cfaror o & IR 397 a1y AR 3ARSFT, oI 3R ST & 3T X Toham A7 F F e &
TAT FeAd F TR ol 7 TAF qa7 Hon 2fad & ¢ &g @1 ¢, ofder aofed &R A A &
$o 3R gl &0 TRIAT HT Tehole JHTATST A FoW T3 STUT UTiehEcllel 81 G861 & ATHh T hT Al HRA
& g A o fedhr @ Bl

TITTHAT AIET & 3(9eT Hdehlel i BT H 38 Y T WHAY Telld T oM & uger 1, 57 agi v
¥l o ThaT el gl 6Tl 39 uifhed §0a1 3R 3R & g Aegeyar & v gamRa g, «feed
T o 386 AT Fr gar At &Il qfohedel 3796 ST TgdTe Pl glaioT TRIAS Jgae ¥ W ™
TGl T ST AT H AIREAT F I & WAV §AAN §, W 386 IRT FT @A §T $ENAD a2 &
39 TARAT @ AL o, FEIE IEHT Aot FEW IR 3rdiegaeyr sl Bl afhedel ST geur
HYAT &G dGT & Hidh & T H ¢H W@ g, W dg gHT FHI dig UF AlGL & ¥ H & SEAATA gl AT
T 3 i o &
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