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NEED MORE TUKARAM

MUNDHES

One honest and conscientious offi-
cer isenough to bring balance in the
system. Maharashtra Food and
Drug Administration (FDA) Com-
missioner Tukaram Mundhe is an
example. Singlehandedly, this hon-
est officer exposed the adulteration
in food and which is being served
from highly respected places. In
many countries food adulteration
conviction attracts death penalty
since itamounts to playing with the
human lives for profiteering. Indian
system is not sensitive to such levels
but common people are wary of
adulterated food though for the lack
of knowledge they do end up con-
suming sub-standard foods which
cause harm to the body. In Uttar
Pradesh, the unscrupulous dealers
have used detergent and urea to
manufacture artificial milk and it
was found to being sold in the mar-
kets. Vegetables were found to be
injected with liquids and what not
to fatten them and to speed up their
growth. Tukaram Mundhe’s relent-
less campaign against sub standard
food and unhygienic conditions of
the kitchens of even reputed restau-
rants and eateries including the
canteen of the High Court of Maha-
rashrtra has raised public aware-
ness about dangerous foods being
served to unsuspecting consumers.
The latest is that based on this
brave IAS officer finding the State
government has banned the sale of
loose and unpacked spice powders
and mixed spices, making packag-
ing and sealing at the place of pro-
duction mandatory to prevent adul-
teration, contamination and ensure
traceability. The food safety regu-
lator has also prohibited the use of
ethylene oxide, a flammable and
colourless gas, for spice sterilisa-
tion. The red chilly power that we
consume unsuspectingly is said to
be mixed with brick powder, and
other masala with chalk, sawdust,
foreign starch and other unautho-
rised substances to increase the
weight or quantity of spices, blend-
ing inferior-quality raw material.
Under his guidance Maharashtra
has raised the standards for food
packaging and sale. The other
states too must follow this regimen.
One wishes there were more IAS of-
ficers like Tukaram Mundhe who
would not just work from their cosy
air-conditioned officers but be out
there in the field and deal with real

Politics of protest: The Opposition’s dangerous drift

Tuhin ASinha

Indiais witnessing an unsettling contest
in which political opposition increasingly
risks being reduced to a competition in dis-
ruption. The Congress and the Cockroach
Janata Party (CJP) appear to be converg-
ing on acommon strategy of street mobilisa-
tion, confrontation with constitutional insti-
tutions and relentless amplification of
allegations. The question is no longer
merely whether the Opposition can chal-
lenge the government, but whether it is
willing to respect the democratic processes
through which governments are elected
and disputes are resolved.

The BJP’s recent by-election victories in
Assam and West Bengal, including in mi-
nority-dominated constituencies, have
challenged entrenched political assump-
tions. These results reaffirm that voters
cannot be taken for granted. Faced with a
BJP that continues to demonstrate elec-
toral resilience, the Opposition appears in-
creasingly tempted to substitute street
spectacle for a persuasive political alterna-
tive.

The examples of Nepal and Bangladesh
offer a cautionary tale. Rahul Gandhi has
previously invoked youth-led upheavals
abroad while addressing young Indians.
But India is a constitutional democracy
with an elected Parliament, an independent
judiciary and established mechanisms for
peaceful political change. Importing the vo-
cabulary of street-driven regime change
into Indian politics risks blurring the dis-
tinction between democratic protest and
destabilisation. Disruption cannot become
asubstitute for democratic persuasion.

Consider Rahul Gandhi’s reported re-
marks following his interaction with the
President. Expressing surprise that the
President had not rebutted his allegations of
vote theft after receiving a memorandum
betrays a fundamental distinction: receiving
arepresentation is not the same as endors-
ing its contents. Constitutional office-hold-
ers routinely receive memoranda without
certifying the claims they contain. The
President’s courtesy cannot be converted
into an implied admission of the Opposi-
tion’s allegations.
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Thisis notthe ontroversy involving
Rahul Gandhi’s interpretation of constitu-
tional institutions. His earlier remarks con-
cerning the Supreme Court’s Rafale pro-
ceedings led to an apology. Political leaders
have a responsibility to distinguish be-
tween allegations, demonstrable facts and
what constitutional authorities have actually
said. Repeating an accusation does not
make ittrue.

The present protests raise another trou-
bling question: why escalate street mobilisa-
tion when the Special Intensive Revision
(SIR) of electoral rolls is already under the
Supreme Court’s scrutiny? If the Opposi-
tion possesses compelling evidence of elec-
toral wrongdoing, it should present it be-
fore the Court. If the Election
Commission’s explanations are inade-
quate, the shortcomings must be demon-
strated. The judicial process must be al-
lowed to run its course.

By seeking to amplify political pressure
while proceedings are under way, the Oppo-
sition risks creating the impression that it is
more interested in shaping the public narra-
tive than awaiting judicial findings. A
courtroom is where evidence is tested; the
street cannot become an alternative route to
a judicial outcome. Constitutional institu-
tions must be permitted to function with-
out being overshadowed by political
brinkmanship.

The Modi government was justified in
taking firm action to prevent demonstra-
tions from degenerating into a law-and-or-
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der crisis in the national capital. Gover-
nance requires prevention, not merely are-
sponse after disorder erupts. When pro-
testers threaten to breach barricades,
obstruct essential routes or disrupt public
institutions, the administration cannot re-
main a passive spectator.

Delhi is not an open-air political theatre
available for indefinite occupation by any
party seeking confrontation. Itis the capital
of the Republic, where hospitals, courts,
schools, offices, transport networks and
diplomatic missions must continue to func-
tion.

Millions of ordinary citizens cannot be
made collateral damage in a partisan polit-
ical contest. The police have a duty to main-
tain public order, enforce lawful restric-
tions and prevent foreseeable escalation.
The claim that every firm police response
constitutes an assault on democracy dis-
torts the relationship between liberty and
responsibility. The right to protestis not a li-
cence to paralyse public life, disregard law-
ful orders or compel constitutional institu-
tions to submit to street pressure. Peaceful
democratic engagement is welcome; disor-
der and unlawful obstruction must invite
firm, lawful action.

Social media has made this challenge
more acute. Viral videos, slogans and short-
form content can create an impression of
certainty long before evidence is examined.
From the Citizenship Amendment Act to
reservation policies and now electoral-roll
revision, complex issues have repeatedly
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been reduced to inflammatory narratives.
Young Indians deserve facts and context,
not to be mobilised through misinforma-
tion for the political ambitions of others.

The costs of perpetual agitation extend
beyond law and order. Indiais investing in
infrastructure, manufacturing, energy se-
curity and technological competitiveness.
Where is the Opposition’s credible
roadmap for employment, economic
growth and preparing young Indians for an
economy transformed by artificial intelli-
gence? When every institutional disagree-
ment becomes a conspiracy and every ad-
ministrative action is portrayed as
repression, substantive debate is crowded
out by manufactured outrage.

Public patience, too, has limits. Citizens
have jobs to reach, schools to attend, busi-
nesses to run and families to care for. Public
spaces belong to everyone, not exclusively to
professional political protesters. When ag-
itation becomes an end in itself, it ceases to
serve the public and begins imposing costs
uponit.

India needs an Opposition that scruti-
nises the government, exposes wrongdo-
ing and offers credible alternatives. But
criticism must be backed by evidence, alle-
gations must be established and political
mobilisation must remain within the
boundaries of democratic responsibility.
No party can claim a monopoly over
democracy or demand that constitutional
rules be suspended whenever they become
inconvenient.

India stands at a decisive inflection point.
The Viksit Bharat mission requires institu-
tional confidence, sustained economic mo-
mentum and a national focus on the oppor-
tunities ahead. The country cannot afford
to have its aspirations derailed by a politics
of perpetual confrontation. The choice be-
fore Indiais between democratic competi-
tion that strengthens institutions and a pol-
itics that risks weakening them through
relentless disruption.

A confident democracy accommodates
dissent while enforcing the law. It does not
confuse anarchy with accountability. Viksit
Bharat cannot be built by paralysing the
present. It must be built by debating the fu-
ture-and refusing to let the politics of an-
archy derail the aspirations of a nation.

Ashok Mehta

The appointment last month of former Director, JIC, Ajit
Lal, asinterlocutor, along with additional political represen-
tation to kick-start the Naga peace process, stalled since
2021, has been welcomed by the Nagas. On October 26,
2025, the frail but spirited 92-year-old NSCN (IM)
supremo Thuingaleng Muivah returned to Somdal village,
his birthplace in Tangkhul Naga district, Manipur, and is-
sued his sternest warning against the ‘use of force’ in the
face of ‘ultimatums from Gol’ because of its difficulties ‘in ac-
cepting their demand for a separate flag and constitution’,
adding, ‘We will not surrender.” Muivah’s most recent and
dire threat to restart the insurgency, which PM Narendra
Modi had intended to end with the big-bang Framework
Agreement (FA) of August 3, 2015, one year after he came to
power, came in his June 2026 interview with The Week
magazine. Terminating the mother of all insurgencies was
not going to be simple; it would entail ‘sharing of sover-
eign power’, which NSA Ajit Doval and principal interlocu-
tor, IB Director RN Ravi, had assured they would be able to
accomplish.

Ravi engaged Muivah and his team from 2014 to 2021
without achieving any breakthrough, even though he wore
the additional hat of Governor of Nagaland from 2019 to
2021, when he was appointed Governor of Tamil Nadu.
Strangely, the text of the FA was never made public, even as
IB Special Secretary AK Mishra, on taking over from Ravi,
informed Muivah that ‘no record of Gol competencies sub-
mitted by Ravi was available’. In November 2024, Mishra
retired and was downgraded from interlocutor to repre-
sentative. He was also made an adviser to the North-East

and diverted to Manipur. In despair, Muivah sought third-
party intervention for the first time, though he and his peo-
ple met Mishra in perfunctory, closed-door meetings be-
tween 2022 and October 2025 to ensure there was no
‘breakdown’ in talks.

The Nagas declared an insurgency in 1955, drawing In-
dian troops into the then Tuensang and Naga Hills, with
PM Nehru’s message to soldiers to ‘win hearts of the people,
not to frighten or terrify them’. The shooting down of an
IAF Dakota in 1960 escalated the insurgency as | joined
pacification operations with my battalion. The Indian
Army fought one of the most intense insurgencies of all
time, even after the Shillong Accord (1975) with the Naga
National Council, which Muivah opposed, until the Cease-
fire Agreement (1997), which, after 80 rounds of talks, cul-
minated in the FA with NSCN (IM). Muivah points to the
earlier Amsterdam Joint Communiqué with the Vajpayee
Governmentin 2002, which recognised Naga sovereignty.
In 2017, Ravi signed the Agreed Position with the seven
Naga groups called the National Naga Peoples Group
(NNPG), which Chairman of NSCN (IM) Q Tuccu called
the ‘Centre’s deceitful agreement, created as a counter-
weight to the FA to divide the Nagas'. Recall that the FA
was signed only with NSCN (IM) and not with NNPG,
which was an afterthought. The Gol has said that both
groups have to agree for the FA to be consummated,
thereby changing the goalposts.

People in Somdal said, ‘Muivah must apologise for com-
ing back empty-handed after 55 years.” A stalemate has ex-
isted since Ravi resigned as interlocutor. The FA's failure can
be attributed to the absence of a full-time negotiator and the
lack of a peace process focused on addressing political and
administrative autonomy. Ravi was in a hurry to provide the

Government with the FA, for which he allegedly ran
roughshod over the NSCN (IM), creating distrust. He was
unable, or more unwilling, to accommodate the constitu-
tional issue of shared sovereignty, even as including Naga
sovereignty in the Indian Constitution and accepting the
Naga flag as a cultural symbol did not satisfy Muivah. He in-
sisted on a Naga constitution and flag, which became impos-
sible after the abrogation of Article 370, when the Nagas
began to fear that even the constitutional safeguard of spe-
cial status under Article 371A might be withdrawn. The
Neiphiu Rio-led Nagaland Government is today opposi-
tion-less and aligned with the BJP. Rio has sought Home
Minister Amit Shah's help to catalyse the FA. Muivah was
deeply hurt when Ravi, as Governor, asked legislators to
call NSCN (IM) ‘lawless gangs’ and accused Ravi of clos-
ing down talks at the behest of the RSS and NNPG. The
NSCN (IM) says the Centre is using the Kuki and People’s
Defence Force against its camps in Myanmar’s Sagaing re-
gion. The blame game goes on, even as 25 MPs urged Shah
in February 2025 to disclose the FA’s status in Parliament.

Twenty-five years of the CFA were celebrated in 2023,
with Lt Gen Bedi (retd), who headed the Ceasefire Monitor-
ing Group (CFMG), in attendance. NSCN (IM) sent long-
range patrols to its camps in Myanmar and to one camp in
Bangladesh.

It has approached the International Court of Justice in
The Hague and hired the services of legal luminary Michael
Van Valt, who also represents the Free Tibet cause. Nearly
100 rounds of talks have failed to untangle the Naga issue.
On the contrary, positions have hardened, and trust has
become the biggest casualty. 3 Corps, which is in opera-
tional command of the North-East, is prepared for various
inimical contingencies involving NSCN (IM).
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Nepal’s democracy: Can algorithms rewrite history?

Navita Srikant

The Nepali Congress is not merely
another political party; it is part of
Nepal’s democratic heritage, shaped
by decades of political struggle, sacri-
fice, imprisonment and democratic
movements. Its history is inseparable
from Nepal’'s democratic journey.
What is unfolding therefore deserves
examination beyond an ordinary con-
testamong leaders and factions.

Can a country’s democratic journey
be overwritten by the politics of the al-
gorithm?

The Nepali Congress must renew it-
self. Democratic institutions cannot
remain frozen in time; generational
change is necessary, leadership must
be accountable, and parties must re-
spond to changing aspirations. But re-
newal is not erasure. Sher Bahadur
Deuba cannot constitutionally seek a
third term as party president. Any ca-
pable leader, from any generation,
who believes they can lead the party
forward should make their case. Con-
stitutional processes and party repre-
sentatives must determine its future,
not the personalisation of genera-
tional transition.

The question is not which leader
should remain or make way, but
whether leadership claims are judged

by institutional merit, democratic
principles and the capacity to serve
Nepal's future. Change must be
judged by what it improves, not simply
by whom it replaces.

The question goes beyond the
Nepali Congress

Are we renewing institutions, or
simply replacing the people inside
them?

Nepal’s proposed changes to the bu-
reaucracy, lateral entry into spe-
cialised positions, retirement and ser-
vice tenure, and diplomatic
appointments may legitimately seek
expertise and fresh thinking. But pub-
lic servants need leaders who respect
experience, invest in human capital
and give them space to speak up. If the
State demands agency, it must pro-
vide the authority and institutional
space it requires.

Merit must prevail over conflicts of
interest. Wider expertise in diplomacy
can be valuable, just as deploying the
Army in agenuine emergency may be
necessary. But emergency deploy-
ment does not automatically justify
permanent military management of
civilian economic functions. Wider
diplomatic recruitment should ex-
pand competence without weakening
professional standards.

Put the right institution, expertise
and accountability behind every pub-

lic responsibility.

Institutional Signalling: A test of

institutional renewal

Institutional accountability also de-
pends on how State power is exercised
when consequential questions are sub
judice.

Court proceedings do not automat-
ically freeze political or organisational
action, but the eventual judicial out-
come cannot be ignored. Where the
Supreme Court remains seized of a
consequential question, those in-
volved must recognise that their ac-
tions may have implications for the
judicial process.

The reported incident of former
Chief Justice Cholendra Shumsher
Rana being taken from his residence
atmidnight raises a broader question:
how should State power be exercised
when institutional confidence is at
stake?

The Executive exercises power, the
Legislature scrutinises it, the Judi-
ciary independently reviews it, while
the media and civil society expose
matters requiring public scrutiny. No
one is above the law, but the exercise of
State power must preserve institu-
tional confidence and judicial inde-
pendence.

Democracy is protected when each
of its pillars can perform its constitu-
tional function without fear of the oth-

ers.
And then comes the algorithm
Institutional accountability de-
pends not only on how power is exer-
cised, but also on how political re-
sponsibility is assigned. Nepal’s
post-September 2025 political dis-
course deserves closer examination.
A reading of Nepali media before
and after the upheaval reveals a pat-
tern worth questioning: the demand
for generational change became in-
creasingly associated with Nepali
Congress leader Sher Bahadur Deuba.
This is not to suggest that Deuba
was the only senior leader criticised,
or that criticism of him lacked justifi-
cation. The September uprising chal-
lenged an established political gener-
ation represented by Deuba, KP
Sharma Oli, Pushpa Kamal Dahal
(Prachanda) and Dr Baburam Bhat-
tarai. Yet subsequent discourse in-
creasingly concentrated political re-
newal on the Nepali Congress and,
more specifically, Deuba.
Prachanda, Oli and other estab-
lished leaders remained part of the
political process around the March
2026 general election. Dr Bhattarai
initially filed his nomination but sub-
sequently withdrew it.
Why, then, did the wider burden of
decades of political governance ap-
pear increasingly concentrated on one

party and one individual?

This is where the algorithm matters.

Digital platforms do not create
every grievance, nor does their influ-
ence invalidate genuine public anger.
But amplification can determine
which grievances dominate, whose ac-
countability receives sustained atten-
tion and which complexities disap-
pear. “Old leader must go” is easily
circulated; examining institutional
failures, multiple political actors’ re-
sponsibilities and the reforms needed
to prevent recurrence is harder.

The danger is not criticism of estab-
lished leaders, but the narrowing of
accountability into a personalised
narrative: one leader represents an
era, one party the establishment, and
one generation the explanation for
failures with multiple political au-
thors.

Visibility is not proof of representa-
tiveness; repetition is not evidence of
consensus. Political responsibility
must be assessed against conduct, de-
cisions and outcomes-not the inten-
sity with which a narrative is ampli-
fied.

Nepal is neither anti-youth nor anti-
reform, and it should not be anti-tech-
nology. Young leadership can bring
new ideas, institutional reform can
correct outdated systems, and digital
platforms can widen participation.

But democratic renewal requires
scrutiny of political narratives as well
as political actors.

Who shapes Nepal’s political mem-
ory: institutions that carry democratic
experience across generations, or nar-
ratives that digital platforms amplify
today?

Factional politics and the weight of
history

These questions are especially con-
sequential within the Nepali Con-
gress. Its democratic inheritance is
not threatened by internal competi-
tion alone, but by the possibility that
factional advantage may take prece-
dence over institutional renewal. Fac-
tional politics is not new to the party.
Its history includes divisions, rival
leadership claims and competing polit-
ical agendas. Such contestation is not
inherently undemocratic; factions can
challenge entrenched leadership and
offer alternatives. The testis whether
they strengthen internal democracy
or reduce the institution to a contest
for control.

Uncertainty surrounds the compet-
ing factions, their claims and the
eventual course of their conventions.
The question is not simply who pre-
vails, but whether the process
strengthens the party’s credibility, re-
spects democratic procedures and
prepares it to serve Nepal’s future.



