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apßp∂ tIcfw; ap°p∂Xmcv ?

tUm. sI. Pn. Xmc

“t\mlbpsS Bbp ns‚ Adp\qdmw kwh’cØns‚ c≠mw amkw

17˛mw XobXn, BgnbpsS DdhpIƒ Hs°bpw ]nf¿∂v, BImiØns‚

InfnhmXnepIƒ Xpd∂v ag s]bvXp.”

lo{_p `mj-bn¬ Fgp-Xnb BZysØ D¬∏Øn ]pkvX-I-Øn¬,

sh≈s∏m°Øns‚ h¿W\ XpSßp∂Xv ta¬]d™ hcnIfneqsSbmWv.

lnµp sFXnlyßfnse a’y]pcmWØnepw kIe PohPmeßsfbpw

\in∏n°p∂ henb sh≈s∏m°w D≠mbXmbn ]dbp∂p. {Ko°v,

_m_ntemWnb≥ sFXolyßfnepw djy, Ing°≥ B{^n°, Bkvt{Senb,

ssN\ XpSßnb temIØnse ]e cmPyßfnse ]g¶YIfnepw CXpt]mse

\miw hnX°p∂ sh≈s∏m°Øns‚ km∂n[yap≠v.  IuXpIapW¿Øp∂

Hcp Imcyw, F√m IYIfnepw sFXolyßfnepw ZpjvScmb a\pjycpsS

sNbvXnIƒ°p≈ in£ F∂ \nebnemWv ssZhw kIe PohPmeßsfbpw

{]fbPeØn¬ ap°p∂Xv.

2005 ̨ ¬ apwss_bn¬, 2015˛¬ sNss∂bn¬, 2014˛¬ PΩp˛Imivaocnepw

]mInkvXm\nepw D≠mb sh≈s∏m°ßƒ Ahkm\ bm{Xbnte°p≈

Nq≠p]eIIfmtWm?

ZpcnXw hnX® sh≈s∏m°ßƒ

1931˛¬, ssN\bnep≠mb sh≈s∏m°amWv Ign™ \q‰m≠n¬

a\pjycmin I≠ G‰hpw \miw hnX® kw`hw.  40 e£tØmfw t]cmWv

A∂v ssN\bn¬ acn®Xv.  1971-̨ ¬, hS°≥ hnb‰v\manse lmt\mbnbnse

‘Nph∂ \Zn’bn¬ Hcp e£w t]¿, 1950 ¬ ]mIn-kvXm-\n¬ 2910 t]¿....

sh≈-s∏m° ac-W-ß-fpsS IW°v ]ns∂bpw  XpS-cp-I-bm-Wv.

2005 Pqsse 26˛\v apwss_-bn-ep-≠mb sh≈-s∏m°w C¥y-bnse

hmWnPy \K-csØ A£-cm¿Y-Øn¬ ]nSn-®p-e-®p.  24 aWn-°q-dn-\n-sS,
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39 C©v ag-bmWv s]bvXXv! tdmUn-eqsS \S-∂p-t]mb ]e-scbpw Bƒ

\q-gnbnte°v (am≥tlmƒ) hoWv ImWmXmbn.  kzta[bm ASbp∂ •mkv

Nn√pIfp≈ Imdn\IØps] v́ 16 t]¿ acn®p. samØw 1094 t]¿ acn®psh∂mWv

HutZymKnI IW°v.  F∂m¬, CXnepsa{Xtbm A[nIw t]¿ acWØn\v

IogSßnsb∂v ]e dnt∏m¿´pIfpw km£ys∏SpØp∂p.  Znhtk\, 75

e£tØmfw t]¿ ]ebnSØp\n∂pw \Kcnbnte°pw \KcØn¬\n∂v

]pdtØ°pw bm{X sNøp∂ Cu alm\KcØn¬ F{X t]sc ImWmXmbn

F∂Xn\v F¥p IW°mWv ImWn°m\mhpI?

2016˛¬, Akanep≠mb sh≈s∏m°Øn¬ 18 e£tØmfw t]¿

acn®Xn\p]pdta, as‰mcp henb Zpc¥w IqSn-bp-≠m-bn.  Imkn-cwK tZiob

]m¿°nse 200 Hmfw h\y-Po-hn-Iƒ izmkw-ap´n acn-®p.  481 NXp-c{i Intem-

ao‰¿ hym]n®pInS°p∂ \mjW¬ ]m¿°ns‚ GItZiw 80 iXam\hpw

sh≈Øn\Snbnembn. \o¿°pXncIfpw \qdpIW°n\v am\pIfpw B\Iƒ,

IcSn, ap≈≥ ]∂n XpSßn \q‰n\m¬]tXmfw arKßƒ F∂nh a\pjy≥

sI´nbp≠m°nb CcpºpIqSpIfn¬ \n lmbcmbn ]nS™p acn®p.

Akan¬ 2016˛¬ D≠mb sh≈s∏m°w 2,13,251 slIvS¿ Irjn`qanbmWv

XI¿sØdn™Xv.  Irjn Dt]£n®v PohnXhrØn°mbn ]ecpw

_oUnsXdp∏nte°pw a‰pw Xncn™p.  IpSpw_w t]m‰m≥ A©n\pw 14˛\pw

CSbv°p≈ {]mbap≈ 15,000 Ip´nIƒ ]T\w Dt]£n®v A]ISw \nd™

hyhkmbimeIfn¬ ]Wn°p t]mIm≥ \n¿_‘nXcmbn.

AkanteXn\v kam\amb Hcp kw`hw 2015˛¬ KpPdmØnse kucmjv{S

{]tZiØv D≠mbn.  aq∂p Znhkw sIm≠v s]bvX 816 an√n ao‰¿ agbn¬

Fgp]tXmfw a\pjyPoh≥ \jvSs∏´Xn\v ]pdta, Ko¿ tZiob ]m¿°ns‚

kao] {]tZißfnepw sh≈w Ibdnbt∏mƒ aq∂pamkw {]mbamb

knwl°p™v Dƒs∏sS ]tØmfw knwlßfpw a‰v arKßfpw NØpt]mbn.



3

IW°pw Imcyhpw

1976˛¬ cq]hXvIrXamb tZiob sh≈s∏m° Iaoj≥, 1980 ¬

ka¿∏n® dnt∏m¿´nepw, 2016 se tZiob Zpc¥\nhmcW AtXmdn‰nbpsS

dnt∏m¿´nepw ]dbp∂Xv, C¥ybn¬ GItZiw 40 aney≥ slIvS¿ ÿew

(AXmbXv samØw `qhnkvXrXnbpsS 12 iXam\w) sh≈s∏m°

{]tZiamsW∂mWv.  DØ¿{]tZiv, _olm¿, ]›na _wKmƒ, Akw XpSßnb

kwÿm\ßfn¬ KwK, {_“]p{X \ZoXSßfnemWv G‰hpw sh≈s∏m°

`ojWnbp≠mbncp∂sX∂mWv Cu dnt∏m¿´n¬ ]dbp∂Xv.  \nehnep≈

sh≈s∏m° \nhmcW am¿§ßfpsS AhtemI\w, tdmUv,

sdbn¬th∏mXIƒ, XpSßnbhbpsS \n¿amWw sh≈s∏m°Øn\p

ImcWamhp∂pt≠m, Ds≠¶n¬ Ah ]cnlcn°m\p≈ \n¿tZißƒ,

CXphscbp≠mb sh≈s∏m°ßfpsS \mi\jvS°W°v, sh≈s∏m°

{]Xntcm[ tijn sa®s∏SpØm\p≈ am¿Kßƒ XpSßn Ccp\q‰n Gtgmfw

\n¿tZißƒ Cu dnt∏m¿´nep≠v.

F∂m¬, B`y¥c a{¥mebw CubnsS Cd°nb sh≈s∏m°

km[yXm kqNnIb\pkcn®v ta¬∏d™ kwÿm\ßƒ°v ]Icw

B{‘m{]tZiv, KpPdmØv, tIcfw XpSßn ]e ]pXnb t]cpIfpw ]´nIbn¬

IS∂ph∂n´p≠v.  Ct∏mgsØ ÿnXnhnhc°W°v {]Imcw ]©m_v BWv

G‰hpw sh≈s∏m° km[yXbp≈ kwÿm\w.  1950 \pw 2016 \pw CSbnep≈

sh≈s∏m°ßfpsS IW°pIƒ ]cntim[n®Xn¬ Is≠ØnbXv

temIØn¬ G‰hpw sh≈s∏m° km[yXbp≈ cmPyßfn¬ H∂mWv C¥y

F∂mWv.  ChnsS GItZiw 32 aney¨ BfpIƒ h¿jw{]Xn

acn°p∂psh∂mWv sFIycmjv{Sk`bpsS IW°v.  sh≈s∏m°w G‰hpw

IqSpX¬ Zpc¥w hnX°m≥ km[yXbp≈ ]Øv kwÿm\ßƒ,

BLmXØns‚ tXmXv A\pkcn®v ]©m_v, ]›na_wKmƒ, _olm¿,

DØ¿{]tZiv, B{‘, lcnbm\, tIcfw, Akw, KpPdmØv, HUoj

F∂nhbmWv.  tIcfw Ggmw ÿm\ØmWv.
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tIcfØns‚ IY

sIm√h¿jw 1099 ¬ D≠mbXmWv Hm¿abn¬ G‰hpw Zpc¥w hnX®

sh≈s∏m°w.  sImSpß√q¿ \Kck` sshkv sNb¿t]gvk¨ Bbncp∂

job cmPvIaens‚ B\m∏pgbnse ho´n¬ A∂p≠mb {]fbPeØns‚

Dbcw ap≥hisØ `nØnbn¬ ASbmfs∏SpØn sh®n´p≠v. 12 ASn

DbcØn¬ A∂v shffw s]mßn.

2016˛se kwÿm\ Zpc¥\nhmcW πm\n¬ ]dbp∂Xv 14.8 iXam\w

`qhn`mKhpw {]fb`ojWnbnemWv F∂XmWv.  Ct∏mgp≠mb agbnepw

sh≈s∏m°Ønepw acWs∏´hcpsS FÆw 40 IS∂ncn°p∂p.

Im¿jnItaJebnsebpw a‰pw sISpXnIƒ 8316 tImSnsb∂mWv

IW°m°nbncn°p∂Xv.  ]Xn\mbncßƒ ZpcnXmizmkIymºpIfnemWv.

IpSn°m≥ ip≤amb sh≈wt]mepw In´msX Be∏pgbnepw a‰pw

Bbnc°W°n\v IpSpw_ßƒ {]bmks∏Sp∂p. IjvSs∏´v

kºmZn®hsb√mw Dt]£nt°≠ Ahÿ.  Ip´nIfpsS ]mT]pkvXIßfpw

tdj≥ Im¿Uv Dƒs∏-sS-bp≈ hne-]n-Sn-∏p≈ tcJ-Ifpw ]e¿°pw \jvSs∏´p.

c≠v Zim_vZßfpsS Imebfhnse G‰hpw henb

sh≈s∏m°Øn\mWv Ip´\mSv km£ywhln®Xv.  ssI\Icn ]©mbØnse

36 hb pImc≥ ta¬°qcbpsS apIfn¬ I´nen¬ _‘n®v, Ht∂m, ct≠m

BgvN Igntb≠nh∂ Zpchÿ hm¿ØIfn¬ \nd™ncp∂p.  B bphmhv

am{Xa√, 2200 IpSpw_ßfpw GItZiw CtX Zpchÿbnembncp∂p.

t^m¨_‘ßtfm sshZypXntbm C√msX, klmbhpambn FØp∂ dh\yq

A[nImcnIsf ImØv aWn°qdpIƒ. t_m´n¬ sIm≠psNs∂Øn® Hcp

Iew sh≈Øn¬, IpSpw_Ønse At©m Btdm AwKßƒ F√m

Bhiyßfpw \ndth‰p∂ Ahÿ!

ZpcnXßƒ Hgnbp∂n√.  1901 \pw 2015 \pw CSbn¬ agbpsS Afhn¬

aq∂nc´n h¿[\bmWv D≠mbXv F∂v Imemhÿ hyXnbm\ ]T\ßƒ
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]dbp∂p.  ag A\p{KlamWv. ]t£, tIcfwt]mse ]mcnÿnXnIambn

Zp¿_eamb Hcp kwÿm\w Hcp]mSv Nn¥n®v hnIk\ ]≤XnIƒ

Xbmdm°nbns√¶n¬ C\n hcp∂ sh≈s∏m°Øn¬ F√mw \jvSs∏t´°mw.

hmkvXhØn¬ ag A√ {]iv\w. s]øp∂ agsb imkv{Xobambn Fßs\

DtbmKs∏SpØmw F∂pƒs°m≠v icnbmb Zpc¥\nhmcWhpw ]cnÿnXn

kulrZamb hnIk\\bßfpw \S∏nem°pI F∂XmWv {][m\w.

sh√phnfnIƒ

    XømdmImØ sh≈s∏m° amt\Pvsa‚ v amÃ¿ πm\pIƒ :

Iw]vt{Smf¿˛HmUn‰¿ P\dens‚ 2017˛se AhtemI\ dnt∏m¿´n¬

sh≈s∏m° \nb{¥Ww, ap∂dnbn∏v F∂o cwKßfnse t]mcmbvaIƒ

hniZambn ]dbp∂p≠v.  cmPysØ 206 sh≈s∏m° amt\Pvsa‚ v

t{]mPIvSpIfpw 38 ap∂dnbn∏v tI{µßfpw 49 \Zo kwc£W ]≤XnIƒ,

hnhn[ kwÿm\ßfnse 68 henb AWs°´pIƒ F∂nhbpw hniZambn

]Tn®v Xbmdm°nb Cu dnt∏m¿´n¬, tIcfw Dƒs∏sS F v́ kwÿm\ßfn¬

imkv{Xobamb sh≈s∏m° amt\Pvsa‚ v amÃ¿ πm≥ Xbmdm°nbn´n√

F∂v FSpØp]dbp∂p≠v.  tI{µ k¿°mdns‚ ap≥ dnt∏m¿´pIƒ°v

hncp≤ambn C¥ybpsS 14 iXam\w `qhn`mKw AXmbXv, 45.64 Zie£w

slIvS¿ ÿew sh≈s∏m° `ojWnbnemsW∂mWv ]dbp∂Xv.  1996 \pw

2015\pw CSbnep≈ IW°p ]cntim[n®m¬, {]IrXn Zpc¥ acWkwJyIfn¬

C¥y temIØv A©mw ÿm\ØmsW∂pw CXns‚ aq∂nsem∂pw

sh≈s∏m°ØnemsW∂pw ]dbp∂p.

Dbcp∂ acWkwJy : sFIycmjv{S k`bpsS Zpc¥ eLqIcW

GP≥knbpsS 2015 se dnt∏m¿´v ]dbp∂Xv temIØnse a‰p cmPyßƒ

]eXpw sh≈s∏m°Ønse icmicn acW\nc°v 68 ¬ \n∂v 34 iXam\ambn

Ipd™t∏mƒ C¥ybnteXv {]Xnh¿j acW\nc°v 13,350 ¬ \n∂v

15,860 te°v DbcpIbmWv sNbvXXv F∂mWv.
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D]IcWßfpsS A]cym]vXX : cmPyØv 184 Hmfw sh≈s∏m°

ap∂dnbn∏v tÃj\pIƒ {]h¿Øn°p∂ps≠¶nepw tIcfapƒs∏sS 10

kwÿm\ßfn¬ CØcw tÃj≥ H∂pt]mepan√.  Xmgv∂ {]tZißfn¬

F{Xam{Xw sh≈w Ibdpw F∂v kqNn∏n°p∂ am∏pIƒ tIcfaS°ap≈

]e kwÿm\ßfpw C\nbpw Xbmdm°nbn´ns√∂pw kn.F.Pn.

Ip‰s∏SpØp∂p.

AWs° v́ s]m´nbm¬ : 64 AWs°´pIfn¬ H∂p t]mepw icnbmb

coXnbn¬ ‘Umw t{_Iv A\menknkv’ \SØnbn´n√ F∂v Nq≠n°m´p∂

kn.F.Pn. CXns‚ A]ISkm[yXbpw FSpØp ]dbp∂p≠v.

kwÿm\ Zpc¥\nhmcW AtXmdn‰n Xbmdm°nb Zpc¥\nhmcW

πm\n¬(2016) ]dbp∂Xv sh≈s∏m° km[yX G‰hpw Ipdhv (38.78 NXpc{i

Intemao‰¿) CSp°nbnemsW∂mWv.  ae∏pdØv henb km[yXbmsW∂pw

(601.67 NXpc{i Intemao‰¿) ]Ø\wXn´, tIm´bw Pn√Ifn¬ sh≈s∏m°

km[yX {]tZißƒ bYm{Iaw 212 Dw 461 NXpc{i Intemao‰dpw BsW∂mWv

amÃ¿ πm≥ dnt∏m¿´n¬ ]dbp∂Xv.  ]cp]cpØ `q{]IrXnbpw ]c∂

XSßfpsS A`mhhpw D≈XpsIm≠v Xs∂ sh≈s∏m° km[yXbn√ F∂v

Zpc¥\nhmcW AtXmdn‰n ]dbp∂ CSp°nbn¬ h≥\miap≠mbn F∂Xv

Imem\pkrXambn Cu πm\pIƒ ]cnjvIcnt°≠ kabambn F∂mWv

kqNn∏n°p∂Xv.  2013 ¬ sh≈w Ibdnb `q{]tZißfmWv CØhW

AWs°´ns‚ j´dpIƒ Xpd∂t∏mƒ shffw Ibdm≥ km[yXbp≈

{]tZißfmbn FSp-ØXv F∂v dnt∏m¿´pIƒ D≠m-bn-cp-∂p.  `q{]-IrXn

A∂tØXnt\°mƒ F{Xtbm amdn.  sshZyqXn t_m¿Unepw 26 sIm√w

apºv j´¿ Xpd∂t∏mƒ D≠mbncp∂ DtZymKÿcpw k¿∆oknen√ F∂Xv

IW°nseSpt°≠Xp≠v.

]mhIsft∏mse P\ßƒ : GXv Zpc¥ amt\Pvsa‚ v πm\ns‚bpw

ASnÿm\LSIw, AXXv {]tZisØ BfpIƒ°v Ah\h≥ t\cnSm≥
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t]mIp∂ A]ISØns‚, As√¶n¬ BLmXsØ∏‰n, hy‡amb Hcp [mcW

D≠mIWw F∂XmWv.  c≠maXmbn, A{]Imcsamcp Zpc¥ap≠mbm¬

FhnsSbmWv t]mtI≠Xv F∂v t\ctØ Adnhp≠mIWw F∂XmWv.

aq∂maXmbn CØcw sh≈s∏m°sØ {]Xntcm[nt°≠ am¿Kßsf°pdn®v

AXXv {]tZisØ P\ßƒ°v hy‡amb Aht_m[w D≠mIWw

F∂XmWv. ta¬∏d™ aq∂p Imcyßfnepw tIcfØnse Zpc¥

amt\Pvsa‚n\v GsdZqcw t]mIm\p≠v.

apIfn¬ \n∂p≈ DØchpIƒ A\pkcn°p∂ ]mhIƒ am{Xambn

P\ßƒ amdp∂Xn\v ]Icw, t\ctØ \n›bn®pd∏n® ]≤Xn {]Imcw

{]XnIcn°m≥ tijnbp≈ P\Xsb hm¿sØSpt°≠Xp≠v.

Xo¿∏m°mØ ]≤XnIƒ :-- 1850 tImSn cq]bpsS Ip´\mS≥ ]mt°Ppw

]º B£≥ πm\nse ]e \n¿t±ißfpw C\nbpw \S∏nem°nbn´n√.  ]º

B£≥ πm\n¬ ]dbp∂ hc´m¿, tImecbm¿ XpSßnb \ZnIfpsS

]p\cp÷oh\w A∏¿ Ip´\m´nse sh≈s∏m° eLqIcWØn\v

apJyam¿KamWv.  Ibdnhcp∂ sh≈Øns‚ Gdnb ]¶pw Cu

ssIhgnIfneqsS HgpIns°m≈pw.

tZiob Zpc¥w F∂ anYy: Zpc¥ amt\Pvsa‚n\v ka{Kamb

ImgvN∏mSns‚ XpS°w 2005 ¬ C¥y≥ ]m¿esa‚ v Zpc¥ amt\Pvsa‚ v BIvSv

]mkm°nbtXmsSbmWv.  ]Xns\m∂v A[ymbßfp≈ Cu BIvSn¬

FhnsSbpw tZiob Zpc¥w F∂ Hcp hm°v ImWm≥ Ignbn√.  Zpc¥

amt\Pvsa‚ v Irjna{¥mebØns‚ Iognembncp∂t∏mƒ tI{µ B`y¥c

sk{I´dn sI.kn. ]¥ns‚ t\XrXzØn¬ cq]hXvIcn® D∂Xm[nImc

dnt∏m¿´nepw (2001) tZiob Zpc¥w F∂ hm°v ImWm\n√.  ]Icw, seh¬

kotdm (L 0), seh¬ 1, seh¬ 2 F∂nßs\bmWv th¿Xncn®ncn°p∂Xv.

‘L 0’, F∂m¬, Zpc¥an√mØ kabw.  Cu kabØmWv XbmsdSp∏v,

eLqIcWßƒ, Zpc¥w XSbm\p≈ {]hrØnIƒ Chsb√mw sNtø≠Xv.
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Pn√m XeØn¬ ssIImcyw sNøm≥ ]‰p∂ Zpc¥ßsf ‘L1’F∂pw

kwÿm\XeØn¬ am{Xw ssIImcyw sNøm≥ ]‰p∂ Zpc¥ßsf ‘L2’F∂pw

tZiob XeØn¬ am{Xw ssIImcyw sNøm≥ ]‰p∂hsb ‘L3’Zpc¥ßƒ

F∂pamWv Xcw Xncn®ncn°p∂Xv. kwKXnIƒ Cßs\sbms° BsW¶nepw

Hmtcm Zpc¥hpw tZiob Zpc¥ambn {]Jym]n°Wsa∂ apdhnfn \Ωfpw

Iq´p∂p≠v. kΩ¿±ßƒ Xmßm\mhmØXn\memIWw, PΩp˛Imivaocn¬

2014 ep≠mb shffs∏m°sØ tI{µ k¿°mdpw tZiob Zpc¥ambn {]Jym]n®p!

C\nsb¥v ?

taJeIfmbn Xcw Xncn°¬ : Iwt{Smf¿ ˛HmUn‰¿ P\dens‚

AhtemI\ dnt∏m¿´n¬ ]dbp∂Xn\p ]pdsa Nne Imcyßƒ IqSn

sNøm\p≠v.  AXnte‰hpw {][m\w sh≈s∏m° kaXeßsf taJeIfmbn

Xncn°pI F∂XmWv.

sh≈s∏m° kabØv, \ZnbpsS CcpIcIfnepw sh≈w IcIhn™v

HgpIptºmƒ FSp°p∂ ÿeamWv ̂ vfUv sπbn≥.  ChnsS aebpsS apIfn¬

\n∂v \ZnIƒ Hgp°ns°m≠phcp∂ aWepw F°epw \nt£]n®v ]c∂

`qhn`mKw D≠mIp∂p≠v.

G‰hpw IqSpX¬ sh≈s∏m°w D≠mIp∂Xv CØcw taJeIfnemWv.

Cu kaXeßsf 10 h¿jØn¬ Hcn°¬ shffw Ibdp∂h, 25,50,100

h¿jØn¬ sh≈w Ibdp∂h F∂nßs\ th¿Xncn®v 25 sIm√Øn\nSbn¬

{]fbw _m[n°p∂ taJeIsf Zpc¥km[yX ]´nIbn¬ Dƒs∏SpØWw.

Hcp ImcWhimepw CØcw ̂ vfUv sπbn\pIfn¬ \n¿ΩmWw A\phZn°m≥

]mSn√ F∂v tI{µ hn⁄m]\hpw D≠v.  ]t£, \ΩpsS \ZnIfpsS

Xocßsf√mw kzImcy hy‡nIfpw ̀ qam^nbIfpw ssItbdnbncn°pIbmWv.

tImSXn Dƒs∏sS kwÿm\ k¿°mdns‚ ]e HutZymKnI sI´nSßfpw

SqdnÃv tI{µßfpw CØcw ]cnÿnXnteme {]tZißfn¬ Xs∂bmWv.
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ka{Kamb hnhctiJcWw: Hmtcm {]tZisØbpw sh≈s∏m°

BLmXw F{XbmsW∂v a\ nem°m≥ \ZnIfpsSbpw AcphnIfpsSbpw

hnhctiJcWw \StØ≠Xp≠v.  agbpsS Afhv, \ZnbneqsS HgpIp∂

sh≈Øns‚ Afhv, F{X sh≈w \ocmhnbmbn t]mIp∂p, ̀ qK¿` PeØns‚

Afhv XpSßnb hnhcßfpw tiJcnt°≠Xp≠v.

am[yaw BgvN-∏-Xn∏v,

27 BKkvddvv, 2018
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  kwhmZßfpsS P\m[n]tXym’hw

CµptiJ¿ sI.Fkv.

]m¿izhXvIrXcpsS im‡oIcWhpambn _‘s∏´ Bgtadnb

kwhmZßƒ°mWv tIcfØnse P\m[n]tXym’hw thZnsbmcp°nbXv.

kzX{¥ C¥ybn¬ ]´nIPmXn, ]´nIh¿KßfpsS im‡oIcWw t\cnSp∂

sh√phnfnIƒ kw_‘n® N¿®Ifn¬ tIcfØnse P\{]Xn\n[nIƒs°m∏w

cmPysØ hnhn[ kwÿm\ßfn¬ \n∂pw FØnb Fw.F¬.F. amcpw

Fw.]n. amcpw A°mZanIv hnZKv[cpw Nn¥Icpw Xt±i ÿm]\ßfn¬

\n∂p≈ Fgp∂q‰ºtXmfw P\{]Xn\n[nIfpw `mK`m°mbn. \oXn\ymb

kwhn[m\ßfpsS CSs]SepIfpw A\p`hßfpw km[yXIfpw,

PmXnhyhÿbpw ]´nIhn`mKßfpsS D∂a\hpw, `cWLS\m\pkrXamb

\oXn : bmYm¿Yyhpw {]Xo£Ifpw, kwhcWw P\m[n]Xyw : C¥y≥

A\p`hØneqsSbp≈ ]cnt{]£yw F∂o hnjbßfnemWv N¿®Iƒ

\S∂Xv.  cmjv{S]Xn cmw\mYv tImhnµv NSßv DZvLmS\w sNbvXp.

`q]cnjvIcWw apX¬ ]©mbØocmPv hscbpw, km£cX apX¬ BtcmKy

kwc£Ww hscbpw tIcf P\X Ht´sd t\´w ssIhcn®hcmWv.

\nbak`bpsS \nba\n¿ΩmWßƒ ‘tIcf tamU¬’ F∂v hnti-jn-∏n-°p∂

Cu kmaqlnI apt∂‰ßƒ°v Gsd klmbIhpambn´ps≠∂v  DZvLmS\

{]kwKØn¬ cmjv{S]Xn cmw\mYv tImhnµv ]d™p. Kh¿W¿ ]n. kZminhw,

apJya{¥n ]nWdmbn hnPb≥, kv]o°¿ ]n. {iocmaIrjvW≥, a{¥n F.sI.

_me≥, {]Xn]£t\Xmhv ctaiv sN∂nØe, sU]yq´n kv]o°¿ hn. iin

F∂nh¿ kwkmcn®p.  DZvLmS\®Sßn\ptijw hnhn[ skj\pIfnembn

\S∂ kwhmZßƒ°p s{]m^.(tUm.)Im© Cfø (UbdIvS¿, sk‚¿ t^m¿

ÃUn Hm^v tkmjy¬ FIvkvIvfqj≥ B≥Uv C≥Ivfqkohv t]mfnkn,

auem\ BkmZv \mjW¬ DdpZp k¿hIemime, ssl{Zm_mZv) ,

s{]m^.(tUm.)tKm]m¬ Kpcp (sk‚¿ t^m¿ s]mfn‰n°¬ ÃUokv,

sP.F≥bp. \yqU¬ln), ]n.Fkv. IrjvW≥ (B{‘m{]tZiv k¿°m¿ ap≥
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D]tZiI≥), sh¶ntSjv cmaIrjvW≥ (sU]yq´n FUn‰¿, {^≠vsse≥)

tUm.F≥.sI. PbIpam¿ (ap≥ \nbak`m sk{I´dn), aPoZv taa≥ ({]apJ

A`n`mjI\pw a\pjymhImi {]h¿ØI\pw) XpSßnbh¿ t\XrXzw

\¬In.  ]´nIhn`mKßfpsS D∂a\Øn¬ tIcf amXrI Fßs\

cmPyØn\p Xs∂ amXrIbmsW∂Xv Db¿Øn°m´nbXns\m∏w C\n tIcfw

apt∂m´pt]mth≠ taJeIfpw ]s¶SpØ F√mhcpw Nq≠n°m´n.

s^Ãnh¬ Hm¨ sUtam{IknbpsS `mKambn XpS¿∂p≈ aq∂p

amkßfnembn A©v hyXykvX tZiob tIm¨^d≥kpIfpw

kwLSn∏n°p∂p≠v.  h\nXIfpsS GIZn\ ktΩf\w, tZiob hnZym¿Yn

]m¿esa‚ v, \nbak`m[y£cpsS {]tXyI tIm¨^d≥kv, \mjW¬ aoUnb

tIm¨t¢hv, tIcf∏ndhn Zn\Øn¬ tIcf hnIk\sØ°pdn®p≈ kahmb

ktΩf\w F∂nh.

tIcfw C¥y≥ P\m[n]XyØnse s{S≥Uv sk‰¿ : apJya{¥n

tIcfw C¥y≥ P\m[n]XyØnse s{S≥Uv sk‰dmsW∂v s^Ãnh¬

Hm¨ sUtam{IknbpsS DZvLmS\NSßn¬ apJya{¥n ]nWdmbn hnPb≥

]d™p.  Ign™ Bdv ]Xn‰m≠n\nsS C¥y≥ P\m[n]Xy hyhÿnXn°v

apX¬°q´mb \nch[n kw`mh\Iƒ tIcfhpw tIcf \nbak`bpw

\¬Inbn´p≠v.  Iq´pa{¥nk` F∂ BibØn\v XpS°w Ipdn®Xv tIcfamWv.

]n∂oS v a‰p ]e kwÿm\ßfnepw tI{µØnepw Cu Bibw

kzoIcn°pIbp≠mbn.  \nbak` ]mkm°p∂Xn\p ap≥]v _n√pIƒ

k_vPIvSv IΩn‰n ]cntim[n°p∂ coXn°v XpS°w Ipdn®Xpw tIcfamWv.

]n∂oSXv temIvk`bpw a‰p kwÿm\ßfnse \nbak`Ifpw ]n¥pS¿∂p.

tIcfØnse ]n∂m° kapZmbßsf im‡oIcn°p∂Xn\mbn

\nch[n {it≤bamb CSs]SepIƒ kwÿm\ k¿°m¿ \SØnbn´p≠v.

tI{µk¿°m¿ kvs]jy¬ ItºmW‚ v πm\pw ss{S_¬ k_v πm\pw

\n¿Øem°nsb¶nepw tIcfw Ah XpScp∂p. AhKWn°s∏´
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hn`mKßƒ°v {i≤ thWsa∂Xn\memWnXv.  CØcw hn`mKßsf

Dt±in®p≈ ]≤XnIƒ°pw ]cn]mSnIƒ°pw {]tXyI ]cnKW\ CXneqsS

e`n°p∂p.  Fkv.kn., Fkv.Sn. hn`mKßƒ°v P\kwJym\p]mXtØ°mƒ

IqSpX¬ hnlnXw  tIcfw A\phZn°p∂p≠v.  C¥ybn¬ Xs∂

tIcfamWnXn\v XpS°an´Xv.  a‰p kwÿm\ßtf°mƒ IqSpX¬ hnlnXw

\o°nhbv°p∂Xnepw tIcfw ap∂nemWv.  AhKWn°s∏´

hn`mKßƒ°mbn k¿°m¿ k¿∆okn¬ {]tXyI dn{Iq´vsa‚ v tIcfw

\SØp∂p≠v.  kmaqlnIkaXzw Dd∏phcpØp∂Xn\v ]n∂m°

hn`mKßfn¬ \n∂p≈hsc tZhkzw t_m¿Un\p Iognep≈ t£{Xßfn¬

im¥namcmbn \nban®p.  \oXnbpw kaXzhpw Dd∏m°p∂Xn\v tIcfw

P\m[n]XysØ hnPbIcambn {]tbmP\s∏SpØp∂ps≠∂v apJya{¥n

]d™p.

P\m[n]Xyw i‡ns∏SpØpw : Kh¿W¿

hn`mKobtam h¿Kobtam Bb Nn¥Iƒ°v AXoXambn Hmtcm ]uc\pw

P\m[n]Xyaqeyßsfbpw kmwkvImcnI sshhn[ysØbpw _lpam\n°pIbpw

HmtcmcpØcpsSbpw \nbam\pkrXamb AhImißƒ°p th≠n

{]h¿Øn°pIbpw sNøptºmgmWv P\m[n]Xyw D’hamIp∂Xv.

B \nebnep≈ Nn¥Ifnte°pw {]h¿Ø\ßfnte°pw P\ßsf

Db¿Øns°m≠phcnIbmWv \ΩpsS NpaXe. P\m[n]Xyw i‡ns∏SpØp∂Xn¬

Hcp tIcf tamU¬ krjvSn°m≥ Cu ]cn]mSnIƒ°p Ignbpsa∂pw At±lw

]d™p.

]pXnb Znimt_m[w \¬Ipw : kv]o°¿

P\m[n]tXym’h ]cn]mSn tIcfØnepw cmPyØpw \ne\n¬°p∂

P\m[n]XysØ IqSpX¬ BgØn¬ a\ nem°m≥ {]tNmZ\w ]Icp∂

H∂mbncn°pw F∂v \nbak`m kv]o°¿ ]n. {iocmaIrjvW≥ ]d™p.

Hmtcm `cW \S]SnIfnepw P\m[n]Xy aqeyßfpw [m¿anIXbpw
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{]Xn^en°ptºmƒ am{Xta P\m[n]Xy]camb Hcp k¿°mcns‚ km∂n[yw

P\ßƒ°v A\p`hs∏SpIbp≈q.  P\m[n]Xysa∂Xv tIhew cmjv{Sob

hyhÿnXnbpsS \ntbmPIaWvUe]camb Hcp cq]w am{Xa√, ]m¿esa‚pw

kwÿm\ \nbak`Ifpw P\ßfpsS kz]v\ßƒ°pw B{Klßƒ°pw

A\pKpWamb \nba\n¿amWw \n¿hln°WwAØcw \nb-a-\n¿amWw

\n¿∆-ln°s∏Sptºmƒ Xs∂ P\ßfpsS B{Klßsf

IW°nseSpØn´ps≠∂v Ahsc t_m[ys∏SpØpIbpw thWw. ]´nIPmXn,

]´nIh¿Khn`mKßƒ t\cnSp∂ sh√phnfnIsf°pdn®p≈ N¿®mktΩf\ßƒ

Cu hnjbØn¬ ]pXnb Znimt_m[w ]Icpsa∂v At±lw ]d™p.

HsØmcpatbmsS {]h¿Ønt°≠ kabw: a{¥n F.sI._me≥

\nbaßƒ \nch[n Ds≠¶nepw ]n∂m° hn`mKßfpw

]m¿izhXvIcn°s∏´hcpw cmPyØv ]e XcØnepapff _p≤nap´pIfmWv

t\cnSp∂sX∂v ]´nIPmXn˛]´nIh¿Kt£ahIp∏v a{¥n F.sI._me≥

]d™p.  P\kwJybpsS 20 iXam\tØmfw hcp∂ Cu hn`mKØns‚

D∂a\Øn\v `cWLS\ Ah¿°v ]e AhImißfpw Dd∏p\¬Ip∂p≠v.

AXv kwc£n°m≥ Cu cwKØp≈hsc√mw HsØmcpatbmsS

{]h¿Ønt°≠ kabamWnsX∂pw a{¥n ]d™p.

tIcfamXrI anI®Xv : Im© Cfø

tIcfamXrIbnep≈ hnIk\Øn\v s]mXpth aXn∏v GsdbmWv.  AXv

KpP-dmØv amXr-I-tb-°mfpw Gsd anI-®-Xm-sW∂ Imcy-Øn¬ kwi-b-an-√.

Fkv. -kn./Fkv. -Sn . hn`m -K -°m¿°v kwÿm-\sØ amdn -am -dn -h -cp∂

k¿°mcpIƒ°p ap∂n¬ hbv°m≥ i‡amb Bhiyßfp≠v.  `qanbpsS

]p\¿hn\ymkhpw sa®s∏´ XmakkuIcyhpamWv Ah¿ Bhiys∏Sp∂Xv.

Fkv.kn/Fkv.Sn. hnIk\Øns‚ tIcf amXrI tZiob XeØn¬

Fkv.kn./Fkv.Sn. hnIk\Øn\v sh√phnfnbmWv.  C¥ybpsS BZy ZfnXv

{]knU‚ v Bbn sI.B¿. \mcmbW\pw, ZfnXv No v̂ PÃokv Bbn PÃokv

sI.Pn._meIrjvW\pw Db¿∂p h∂Xv ZfnXv ]uckaqlØn¬ \n∂mWv.
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hnZym`ymk ]ptcmKXnbnepw kmºØnI ÿnXnbnepw BtcmKy

kqNnIbnepw tIcfØnse ZfnXv kaqlØns‚ ÿnXnbpw tZiob

kmlNcyhpw AXpt]mse KpPdmØnse Ahÿbpw XΩnep≈ Kuchamb

Hcp XmcXay ]T\w A\nhmcyamWv.  ImcWw tZiob kqNnIIƒ

]cnKWn°ptºmƒ KpPdmØns\ Db¿Øn°m´nbncp∂Xv icnbmtWm F∂Xv

]T\ hnt[bamt°≠ ImcyamWv.

\oXnhyhÿ IcpØm¿Pn°Ww : s{]m^. tKm]m¬ Kpcp

]´nI hn`mKßƒ°v \oXn e`n°p∂Xn\v \nehnep≈ \oXn\ymb

hyhÿ IqSpX¬ IcpØm¿Pnt°≠Xp≠v. \nehnep≈ \oXn\ymb hyhÿ

Zp¿_eamsW∂XmWv ]et∏mgpw Cu hn`mKßƒ°v \oXn

e`yamImXncn°m≥ ImcWsa∂mWv ]dbp∂Xv.  Aßs\sb¶n¬ B \oXn

k¶ev]ßfn¬ ka{K s]mfn®p]Wn°p≈ kabambn.  XpS¿®bmbn hogvN

kw`hn°p∂Xv \ΩpsS \oXn k¶¬∏ßfpsS A¥kØ

tNm¿Øn°fbpIbpw AXns\ aqSnbn√mØ ]m{Xkam\am°pIbpw sNøpw.

cmPyØv ]e hnZym`ymk ÿm]\ßfnepw Ign™ Iptdh¿jßfmbn

D]cn]T\Øn\v Cu hn`mKw hnZym¿YnIƒ°v {]thi\w e`n°p∂n√.

ZfnX¿°pw BZnhmknIƒ°pw e`nt°≠ [\klmbwt]mepw hI am‰n

sNehm°s∏Sp∂Xv XSbm\pw IgnbmØXv CtX \oXnhyhÿbpsS

sISpImcyÿXbmWv.

PmXnhnthN\w XpScp∂Xv e÷mIcw : aPoZv taa≥

Ht´sd \nba\n¿amWßƒ \SØnbn´pw cmPysØ ]nt∂m´phen°p∂

PmXy[njvTnXamb A\mNmcßƒ Ct∏mgpw \ne\n¬°pIbmsW∂p

aPoZvtaa≥ Fw.]n. ]d™p.  sXm´pIqSmbvabpw PmXym[njvTnXamb

hnthN\hpw cmPyØv ]ebnSØpw Ct∏mgpw XpScp∂p F∂Xv

e÷mIcamWv.  ]´nIPmXn ]´nIh¿K°m¿°v FXncmb B{IaWßƒ

XSbp∂ \nbaw Ah¿°v Ht´sd AhImißƒ \¬Ip∂p≠v.  cmPysØ
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s]mXp[mcbnte°v Ahsc Db¿Øns°m≠p hcnIbpw \nba\n¿amWØns‚

Dt±iyambncp∂p.  F∂m¬ Cu Dt±iye£yßƒ \ndth‰p∂Xn¬ th≠{X

hnPbn®n√.

`cWLS\bpsS A¥kØ : tUm.F≥.sI.PbIpam¿

kmt¶XnIXIƒ°∏pdw `cWLS\bpsS A¥:kØbdn™v

s]cpamdm≥ \ap°v IgnbWw.  ZenXv hn`mKßfpsS kwhcWw, \nba\w

XpSßnb Imcyßfn¬ tImSXnIfn¬hsc \nehn¬ e`yamb Ahkcßfpw

kmlNcyßfpw th≠{X D]tbmKs∏SpØp∂ns√∂v At±lw ]d™p.  \nbaw

\S∏m°p∂XpsIm≠p am{Xw \oXn e`yamIWsa∂n√.  CXn\mbn \n¿hlW

GP≥knIfpsSbpw PpUojydnIfptSbpw i‡amb CSs]S¬ thWw. ZfnXv

im‡oIcWØns‚ hnjbØn¬ PpUojy¬ CSs]SepIƒ°v Hcn°epw

\nba\n¿amWk`IfpsS {iaßƒ°pw kmaqlnI apt∂‰ßƒ°pw

]IcamIm≥ Ignbns√∂pw At±lw ]d™p.

kmaqlnI hnthN\w 21˛mw \q‰m≠nepw XpScp∂p : sh¶ntSjv cmaIrjvW≥

]´nI hn`mKßtfmSp≈ kmaqlnI hnthN\w 21˛mw \q‰m≠nepw

XpScpIbmWv. ]n∂m° kwhcWw kw_‘n® IW°pIfpsS

D≈dIfnemWp bmYm¿Yyw Hfn™ncn°p∂sX∂pw At±lw Nq≠n°m´n.

sXmgn¬, `cW taJeIfn¬ kwhcWw G¿s∏SpØn Ggp ]Xn‰m≠p

Ign™n´pw ]´nI hn`mKßƒ Ct∏mgpw XmtgØ´n¬Øs∂bmWv.  tI{µ

k¿°m¿ tPmenIfn¬ 17 iXam\w ]´nIPmXn hn`mKØnepw 7.4 iX-am\w

]´nIh¿Khn`mKØn¬ \n∂pap≈hcmWv.  hnimem¿YØn¬ CXp ̀ cWLS\

\njvI¿jn°p∂ A\p]mXØn\v ASpØphcpw. ]t£ {Kq∏v F

DtZymKÿcn¬ ]´nIPmXn°m¿ 11.1 iXam\w am{XamWv.  ]´nIh¿K°m¿

4.6 Dw. {Kq∏v _n bn¬ Fkv.kn. 14.3 Dw Fkv.Sn. 5.5 Dw iXam\amWv.  {Kq∏v

kn bn¬ CXv bYm{Iaw 16 Dw 7.8 Dw.  G‰hpw Xmgv∂ hn`mKØnep≈ {Kq∏v

Un bn¬ 19.3 iXam\w t]¿ ]´nIPmXn°mcpw Ggp iXam\w t]¿ ]´nI
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h¿K°mcpamWv.  G‰hpw IqSpX¬ Xq∏pIm¿ D≈ hn`mKamWnXv.   Cu

IW°n¬\n∂pXs∂ A[nImcØns‚ D∂X t{iWnIfn¬ \n∂p ]´nI

hn`mK°m¿ am‰n \n¿Øs∏Sp∂Xns‚ t\¿®n{Xw e`n°pw.

kaImenI P\]Yw,

 BKkvddvv  2018



17

Higher Education In Peril
R. Ramachandran

In Hindi there is a word Khilwad, whose closest English translation would be to act

recklessly or irresponsibly, although these words do not fully capture the import of the native

word’s usage. The government in power is doing exactly that with the education sector across

the board, higher education in particular. The move to establish a new Higher Education

Commission of India (HECI), which seeks to supplant the 62-year-old University Grants

Commission (UGC) by enacting the Higher Education Commission of India (Repeal of UGC

Act) Act, 2018, is in some sense the culmination of the ongoing systematic assault, both overt

and covert, on higher education which has been in evidence since the government came to power.

The other overt and covert moves-the latter being executed through various front

organisations of the Rashtriya Swayamsewak Sangh (RSS) and other affiliates of the Sangh

Parivar-were relatively isolated and confined to specific events or individual institutions. One has

witnessed utter disregard for the scientific temper through the irrational and patently unscientific

utterances and propagation of falsehoods as India’s “glorious” past and history by Ministers,

members of the ruling party and other Hindutva ideologues; mounting of a national programme

on cow science; brazen appointments by the government of people ideologically close to the

Sangh Parivar as heads of institutions and as members of important decision-making bodies and

committees across the education spectrum; the RSS front organisation Vijnana Bharati dictating

terms in the functioning of scientific departments and Council of Scientific and Industrial Research

(CSIR) laboratories; the move to launch a movement to inculcate (aggressive) “nationalism”

through the National Youth Empowerment Scheme (N-YES); and so on.

Unlike these, the current executive proposal has, however, elicited a groundswell of

criticism and opposition because it has the potential of adversely affecting a large fraction of the

Indian higher educational institutions (HEls) that are under the purview of the UGC- which include

about 800 universities and 40,000 colleges-and the future of tens of millions of students who are

enrolled in these institutions across the country, and thus subverting the larger constitutional
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objectives of ensuring access and equity in India’s education system.

The idea of a new regulatory framework in place of the UGC is not new. Reports of

various committees at various times have recommended such a makeover-the Kothari

Commission (1964-66), the National Education Policy (1986), the Programme of Action (1992),

the National Knowledge Commission (2007) and the Yash Pal Committee on Renovation and

Rejuventation of Higher Education (2009). The basic objective, particularly of the National

Knowledge Commission and the Yash Pal Committee, was to subsume under one overarching

structure the multiplicity of area-specific regulatory bodies, such as the All India Council for

Technical Education (AlCTE) and the National Council for Teacher Education (NCTE), which

had emerged since 1956 when the UGC Act was promulgated and to address rapid changes

occurring in education necessitating a multidisciplinary approach to higher learning and research.

While the National Knowledge Commission recommended a body called the Independent

Regulatory Authority in Higher Education (IRAHE), the Yash Pal Committee, which, given that

Prof. Yash Pal himself had been UGC Chairman during 1986-91, examined all the issues fairly

comprehensively and recommended establishing a constitutional body called the National

Commission for Higher Education and Research (NCHER) to regulate all areas of higher education

(barring agriculture and medicine) and research without compromising on the basic principles of

autonomy. The NCHER was meant to be a buffer against political interference and to be

democratic and inclusive in its approach to higher education, maintaining minimum standards of

education through a regulatory framework and promoting and coordinating education and research

across institutions, universities in particular, as articulated in the UGC Act.

THE HIGHER EDUCATION AND RESEARCH BILL

A Bill-the Higher Education and Research Bill-too was moved in Parliament for the

creation of the NCHER, but some concerns on the proposal expressed by the Parliamentary

Standing Committee (which could have been addressed), objections to the idea raised by the

UGC and the AlCTE themselves, opposition by university bodies (somewhat misplaced in the

opinion of this author), some adverse comments by a few educationists and commentators, and
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the fact that the new Bharatiya Janata Party-led government, which was in power by the time the

Bill could be voted on, withdrew the Bill in September 2014 saw the end to that proposal. But as

against these, the HECI proposed by the present regime is a different animal altogether. There is

obvious doublespeak in the draft legislative Bill released by the Ministry; even as it speaks of

increased autonomy to universities and other HEls, it seeks to maximise government control over

the structure and functions of the HECI.

The Bill in the given form would greatly facilitate direct political interference in the HECl’s

regulatory functions on HEls and, as a consequence, lead to a furthering of the Hindutva agenda

in HEls. Also, the apparent greater autonomy to institutions- “less government, more governance”

-that the HECI purports to give HEIs is actually a ruse for a gradual withdrawal of the state from

its obligations towards higher education and making it easier than ever before for private players

and the corporate sector, with their underlying profit motive, to enter the field of education.

Before we discuss the specifics of the HECI Bill in detail, the extreme callousness of the

executive and the government’s total disregard for higher education can be gauged from the

following, which is indicative of what would be in store once the HECI became a reality. There

are 23 Indian Institutes of Technology (IITs), which are all directly under the Ministry of Human

Resource Development (MHRD) and are avowedly autonomous. Established in different phases,

six of them-at Tirupati, Palakkad, Dharwad, Bhilai, Goa and Jammu-were set up during the last

phase in 2015-16. All the IITs are listed as Institutes of National Importance and also as Institutes

of Excellence, while two of them, IIT Bombay and IIT Delhi, have made the grade to be selected

recently as Institutes of Eminence (Io E), which are (at least on paper) supposed to attract

privileged dispensations, including a financial assistance package of Rs.1,000 crore over the next

five years, and which will enjoy a far greater degree of autonomy than other IITs.

It is more than two years since the above-mentioned six new IITs were established,  but,

while the directors for these IITs  have been appointed, the government is yet to appoint the

Board of Governors for any of them. The Secretary, MHRD, apparently doubles as the Chairman

of the “virtual” two-member (including the director) board for each of them. Also, many key
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departments of these IITs are without adequate faculty. So, the Ministry has identified older IITs

as “mentor IITs” for each of them, and the faculty of the “mentor IITs” are required to double as

faculty for such teaching staff-deficient departments. For instance, IIT Delhi is the “mentor IIT”

for IIT Jammu, and IIT Hyderabad is the “mentor IIT” for IIT Bhilai. Also, part of the budget for

some of these new IITs is reportedly being met from the budget of the respective “mentor IITs”

even as the “mentor IITs” themselves are supposed to fend for themselves to meet their plan

expenditures.

That is, barring expenditure on salaries and building infrastructure, IITs are expected to

meet their budget through internal resource generation (now sanctified by the General Finance

Rules of 2017) by, for example, running continuing training centres in specialised professional

courses by charging arbitrary high fees or by utilising alumni fund pool or by taking out loans from

the newly established Higher Education Financing Agency (HEFA), a joint venture between the

MHRD and Canara Bank. The MHRD apparently has been suggesting that IITs should raise up

to 40 per cent of the salaries being paid to the staff. What about the students who have come

through highly competitive national-level examinations into these hallowed institutions? But who

cares?

DESIGNED TO HAVE CONTROL

This is indeed ominous because, according to the structure envisaged in the draft Bill, the

HECI constitution is highly skewed with the heavy presence of the government in it. This will

obviously enable the Ministry to do to universities exactly what it has done to “autonomous”

institutions directly under it because the proposed HECI Bill is designed in such a way that there

is complete control of the Centre over the Commission. Once the HECI gets established, it will

result in gradual erosion of whatever little protection against direct political interference in the

affairs of universities that the UGC Act had enabled. In the name of enhancing the autonomy of

universities, they, too, would be forced to fend for themselves.

On the need for replacing the UGC, the preamble to the HECI draft Bill merely says the

following: “ ... the existing regulatory structure, as reflected by the mandate given to the UGC,
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required redefinition based on the changing priorities of higher education .... “ As Abha Dev

Habib, a professor of physics at Miranda House, a Delhi University college, notes in her critique

of the move, this statement comes without any analysis on the mandate and the functioning of the

UGC, the needs of “changing priorities” in higher education and why amendments to the existing

structure would not have sufficed.

In June 2017, the MHRD proposed a body called the Higher Education Empowerment

Regulatory Authority (HEERA) that would replace the UGC and the AICTE. While no documents

relating to this proposal are available, the Ministry quickly dropped the idea within two months,

in August 2017, and the Minister, Prakash Javadekar, was quoted as saying: “It is better to

reinvent the current system [the UGC] which is in place than wait for a new law to come in.” Yet

in less than a year, on June 27, the Ministry has come up with this move towards disbanding the

existing structure and establishing a new entity, the HECI, through legislation. This really shows

the complete lack of sincerity in administering this important sector of higher education. At least,

earlier proposals such as the NCHER had gone through the exercise of a report prepared by an

eminent committee. The following only confirms the complete arbitrariness and mindlessness

with which the Ministry seems to function. It is clear that the Ministry has no idea about what it is

doing and what is to be done.

According to Abha Dev Habib, on June 10 the department-related Parliamentary Standing

Committee invited suggestions on “Issues Relating to Functioning of UGC” and gave 15 days for

people to respond. But just two days after the deadline, the Ministry invited suggestions on the

proposed HECI draft Bill and gave a deadline of July 7-just 10 days-to respond to such a

serious matter as dismantling of the UGC; the deadline was later extended to July 20.

It is clear that the Ministry had already decided to disband the UGC even before the

Parliamentary Standing Committee could review public responses, let alone prepare its report,

observes Abha Dev Habib. “This drives home the point that we are faced with a government that

has no respect for the statutory process of Parliament or feedback given by stakeholders,” she

wrote in the online news service Newslaundry. “Although this reform’ ..... .is being touted as a
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major step to improve and modernise higher education in India, it is evident that the government

has no confidence in the ability of the proposal to withstand public scrutiny.”

DECLINE IN FUNDING

There has been a general decline in higher education funding over the years, both under

the United Progressive Alliance (UP A) regime and under the present government. Now it seems

to be worse. According to her, over the last four years, UGC fellowships have decreased, and

there are moves to stop non-NET (National Eligibility Test) fellowships. Money for research

projects, according to researchers from HEIs, seems to arrive several.months or even years

after a particular project is approved. As noted earlier, not only IITs but also other institutions are

being asked to generate internal funds, which, as Abha Dev Habib says, can largely be done only

through fee hikes and thus would shift the burden of even maintaining, let alone expanding, Central

and State universities on to students. “The twin impacts of these policies are decreased access to

higher education for the masses, combined with an increased market for private institutions, by

creating a level playing field between the public and private sectors. The HECI draft is in line with

these trends,” she writes.

A key function of the UGC is to disburse grants, both academic and infrastructural, to

universities on the basis of an examination of the needs of a given university. The proposed HECI

does away with the role of fund disbursal and will only focus on academic matters. The former

function will be fulfulled by the Ministry, presumably by forming a separate body of sorts under it,

which means it will be under the direct control of bureaucrats and politicians. But this begs the

question: does the Ministry have the academic expertise and wherewithal to evaluate the needs

particularly academic, of the large number of HEIs ?

Promoting quality of education and research in HEIs can be achieved only through

commensurate funding, but when the two functions are separated, and the latter function vests

with the Ministry, funding of HEls would depend on how much in line a particular institution is

with the political agenda of the regime. This, as we have seen, is already evident in the case of

IITs. For example, according to insiders, while the Centre for Rural Development and Technology
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(CRDT) at IIT Delhi, which is spearheading the national programme on panchagavya (cow

science) research, seems to get funds for its dubious research activities, other departments have

to face the crunch or seek HEFA loans. So, with the proposed dispensation, even universities

will be forced to increase fees or raise funds through other revenue-generating mechanisms, such

as providing specialised services, and not focus on improving the quality of education.

According to the preamble to the Bill, one of its key objectives is to promote uniform

development of quality of education in HEIs through creation of uniform standards. This call for

uniformity goes against the very spirit of quality higher education, which calls for flexibility and

diversity, the latter especially in view of the diverse cultural and social environment that obtains in

the country and varying human, material and financial resource potential across States and regions.

The UGC, on the other hand, had the mandated role of prescribing minimum standards and

curricula across HEls, leaving room for individual HEIs to evolve their own syllabi and standards.

The other stated objectives, according to the MHRD press note, is to “reform regulatory systems

that provide for more autonomy and facilitate holistic growth of the education system” and

“downsizing the scope of regulations [and] no more interference in the management issues of

educational institutions”; but the draft Bill does exactly the opposite.

DIRECT INTERFERENCE

To maintain the UGC’s autonomy and prevent any kind of direct political interference by

the government, the UGC Act explicitly lays down the condition that the Chairman of the

Commission “shall be chosen from among persons who are not officers of the government or any

State government”. But the HECI draft Bill drops this requirement, and the composition of the

Commission is such that it is heavily packed with bureaucrats and government officials, leaving

space for only two academics. In contrast, the UGC Act mandates the inclusion of a minimum of

four university academics even as it makes provision for two government representatives. The

remaining four members of the 10-member Commission are mandated to include persons who

are knowledgeable in agriculture, commerce, forestry or industry, or are members of learned

professions like engineering, law or medicine, or are Vice Chancellors or educationists or persons
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with high academic distinction. So the space for any perspectives of HEIs is drastically shrunk.

There is also an Advisory Council, which is supposed to be chaired by the MHRD Minister.

Political diktat or interference is no longer camouflaged; it will be direct through this Council,

whose advice the HECI will take steps to implement.

In fact, direct ministerial interference on deciding the content of course curriculum to

render it uniform across institutions has been in evidence since 2014 itself when the MHRD

asked HEls to implement what is called the Choice Based Credit System (CBCS), which was

heavily criticised when introduced and is being continuously opposed by students and teachers

alike in universities across the country. Recently, the Minister has also sought to introduce

compulsory skill development training for 1,000 hours for undergraduates.

As Abha Dev Habib points out, there has been an increasing interference by the MHRD

during the last four years even in the daily affairs of universities. “With a total disregard for their

academic work, HEIs are issued notices by the MHRD every other day, forcing pet programmes

of the government such as Swachh Parisar Abhiyan, Yoga Day and so on,” she says.

As regards “downsizing of regulation” claimed in the background press note on the

HECI, the provisions of the Bill amount to over-regulation, far more than ever before. According

to the Bill, the HECI  will “evaluate the yearly academic performance of the HEIs by monitoring

the performance criteria laid down”. The performance parameters, as specified by the Commission,

will include “learning outcomes for courses of study”, “standards of teaching/assessment/research

or any other aspect that has bearing on outcomes of learning in the HEls, including curriculum

development, training of teachers and skill development”.

The HECI is also supposed to evolve a robust system of accreditation for evaluation of

academic outcomes by HEls. The consequent burden of this mandated yearly appraisal on both

the HECI and HEls can well be imagined. Firstly, it is not even clear if the HECI would have the

wherewithal to evaluate the 800-odd universities and the 40,000 colleges on a yearly basis.

More pertinently, imagine the amount of documentation and paperwork that HEls will be faced

with when they should be focussing on the teaching-learning process. “Deprived of the autonomy
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to develop their own curricula and specific learning outcomes and continually subjected to yearly

evaluation, [the HEls] will not be able to achieve excellence in teaching and learning, nor research

and innovation, nor in engagements with societal concerns as they would always be busy in

preparation of the ensuing inspections,” says Ved Prakash, former UGC Chairman.

Unlike the UGC, which could only derecognise HEls for not meeting the minimum

standards, the HECI can order closure of institutions that fail to meet the specified standards.

Non-compliance by any HEI of regulations/ rules/recommendations issued by the HECI will

attract penalties, “which may include fine, withdrawal of power to grant degrees/diplomas or

direction to cease operations”. Failure to comply with the penalty imposed can make the members

of the management of the institute liable for prosecution under the Code of Criminal Procedure

which could include a jail term of up to three years. These draconian provisions are questionable,

to say the least.

STANDARDS OF GRADED AUTONOMY

According to the Bill, the HECI will also evolve norms and standards for Graded

Autonomy to Central and State universities. Graded Autonomy is a system introduced early

this year by which universities will be granted increasing degrees of autonomy depending

upon the score HEls get through the evaluation and assessment by the National Accreditation

and Assessment Council (NAAC), an autonomous agency under the UGC. The scheme has

been controversial because it seeks to evaluate institutions on a countrywide uniform scale

that does not take into account the social realities and the availability of resources-human,

material and financial-under which a university has to operate. Sixty-two institutions were

recently placed at different rungs of the autonomy ladder depending on their “NAAC Scores”.

But as was argued earlier, a higher score or apparent increased autonomy is an ominous

sign for the institution. For, in the Indian context, it seems to imply a corresponding decline

of state support to it.

As Ved Prakash points out, there are other infirmities in the draft Bill. Though the phrase

“deemed university” occurs right in the opening (Sec.1(2)), it is not included among the definitions,
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nor is there any explicit article- corresponding to Section 3 of the UGC Act-regarding its

governance in the Bill. So how will the 129 deemed universities be treated?

One of the important innovations under the UGC that came about during the chairmanship

of  Yash Pal is the concept of Inter-University Centres (Section 12 (ccc) of the UGC Act), which

allowed the UGC to set up institutions to provide common facilities, services and programmes

for a group of universities or for universities in general. The idea was to make optimum use of

limited resources in experimental research. These have been enormously successful in attracting

people from universities to do front-line research and serve as models that deserve to be replicated.

Seven such IUCs exist, but what would be the fate of these institutes? The Bill does not even

take note of these, let alone facilitate creation of more such IUCs.

It is known that a new National Education Policy (NEP) has been in the works since

2015. This policy document should have been the basis for all things of consequence in the

field of education, points out Ved Prakash, including the proposed HECI Act. “It will probably

need much greater justification for repealing the UGC Act than replacing it with the present

alternative,” he says.

Frontline,
17 August, 2018.
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The Oil Crises in India and the Impact of U.S. Sanctions on Iran
V. Mohan Rao

Oil is considered to be the lifeline of Indian economy. Any disruption in the oil supply by

Iran and Gulf countries will have a disastrous effect not only on the Indian economy but also the

population as well. Consequent to the trade war between US and Iran, U.S. has imposed sanctions

on Iran in its supply of crude oil, all over the world. The U.S. dictate to curb India’s import of

Iranian oil is due to U.S. President Donald Trump withdraw from a 2015 deal between Iran and

rise world powers and passed orders for reimposition of sanctions on Tehran. Some of the

sanctions would take effect after a 90 days “Wind down” period ending 6th August 2018 and the

rest in the petroleum sector would take effect after a 180 days “Wind down” period ending on

4th November 2018.

To Increase its sales to India, Iran in the recent past had virtually offered free shipping and

extended credit period of 60 days. During the earlier sanctions of the U.S, India continued to

pay Iranian Oil despite it was forced to reduce imports as the shipping and banking channel

were almost closed due to the European and U.S. sanctions.

This time India has categorically stated that it does not recognize unilateral resolution

imposed by U.S. and would instead follow U.N. sanctions. However India which is second

largest buyer of Iranian Oil next to China, will require to take appropriate action to safeguard its

exposure to the U.S. financial system. To this end India has addressed its refineries to take

prompt action to face drastic reduction or total non supply of oil from Iran with effect from

November 2018.

During the Gulf war in 1990 India faced a severe crisis that saw the country with barely

3 days oil left for meeting its daily needs. The Gulf war culminated in oil prices shooting up

exponentially which in return triggered an inflationary spiral throughout the world with India

reeling under shortage of oil.  Added to this the government expenditure shot up alarmingly as

India had to shelve out huge amounts for high priced crude in dollars. This resulted in forex

reserves plummeting to $1.2 billion at the end of April 1991. The foreign currency assets stood

at $410.07 billion as of 15th June.
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Though the present  foreign reserves are reasonably better than during the time of Gulf war

nevertheless India had to handle the volatility in global prices in the recent past that led the

government to take urgent positive steps for policy changes. As a long term measure for solving

the problem India is looking towards caves that could store oil, which is known as strategic

petroleum reserves (SPRs). These caves would act as buffer from external price and supply

stocks.

India has three underground storage facilities built at a cost of Rs. 4100 crore that is capable

of storing 5.33 million tonnes of crude oil. The Vishakapatnam storage facility of 1.33 MMT of

oil the Mangalore storage facility has 1.55 MMT and the Padur storage facility in Karnataka is

awaiting oil for storage.

India is negotiating for a joint bidding for oil blocks with companies in UAE. India is also in the

process of bidding with some middle eastern nation companies like Mabalala Investment Co.

India will sign an MOU with Saudi ADNOC for investment in Ratnagiri. The MOU signed by

Saudi Arabia Company and AD NOC facilitates joint development and build an integrated refinery

and petrochemicals complex at Ratnagiri in Maharashtra. The project implementation will be by

Ratnagiri Refinery and Petro Chemicals Ltd. The Ratnagiri refinery will process 1.2 million barrels

of crude oil per day. Further it would produce a variety of refined petroleum products like petrol

and diesel that would adhere to BS-VI fuel efficiency norms.

One of the options for suitable replacement to Iranian oil is that OPEC has agreed with

Russia and other oil producing counters to raise output from July by one million bpd with

Soudi Arabia agreeing to supply significant quantity by pumping upto 11 million barrels of oil

per day in July.

The global trade war and the consequent rise in oil prices will impact the Indian rupee in

as much India will see a weaker Indian rupee over the next year. The rupee which hit an all time

low of 69.09 per dollar is at its worst and is presently the worst performing currency in Asia this

year. The reasons attributed for the plummeting of the rupee by more than 7% is the sell off in the
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emerging market due to the escalation in global trade wars and also due to the widening of

Current Account Deficit consequent to rise in oil prices.

India’s exposure to the commodities especially oil import has a salutary effect on the current

account deficit.  A new situation will emerge after the trade dynamics evolve after the deadline for

US to impose tariffs on some of the Chinese goods that are imported by US until then it would

keep the foreign investors at bay and the Asian Currencies and foreign exchange markets will

also be driven by the outcome.

As far as the impact of the oil crises on India is concerned it, will definitely have an

adverse affect. Iran has always been enjoying a cordial relationship with India and remains the

main supplier of oil next to Saudi Arabia with total exports of more than 27 million tonnes last

year. India is the largest buyer of oil from Iran after China. Now the Trump administration has

imposed sanctions to isolate Iran after US withdrew from the multilateral nuclear deal. India and

other oil importing countries have been asked by US to ensure that their oil imports are reduced

to “Zero” by cutoff date 4th November 2018. If India rejects US pressure it not only risks

sanction but will incur displeasure of its powerful international  friend and defence partner. On the

other hand, if India yields to, its risks the cordial relationship it has with Iran. This in turn would

have an adverse affect on its access to important trade routes through chabahar and International

North South Transport Corridor.

In 2012 the US pressurized Iran to secure nuclear deal or joint comprehensive plan of

action.  At that time US also pressurized India to cut oil imports drastically by 15 percent. Hence

New Delhi operationalised a ‘rupee rial’ mechanism which specified that what it owed Teheran

for oil imports would be deposited in UCO Bank account so as to make it available to the Iranian

companies for payment of imports from India.

Much water has flowed below the bridge since then and in 2018 the stakes are higher for

Indian government ties with US. As it is there are raptures in the relationship with US over

several issues like US trade tariff and India’s defence procurement from Russia. Further a tilt

towards Iran will exacerbate the problem with US. Further where Indian companies are competing
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in a global market US sanctions will  make it arduous for Indian refineries  insurers and transport

companies to trade in oil.

India’s age old relationship with Iran has culminated in its committing to invest $510 million at

Chabahar Shahid Behestha Port besides investment of $2 million for building a rail line through

the Zahedan province to Afghanistan so as to surpass restrictions by Pakistan.
Southern Economist,

August 15, 2018.
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BOOK REVIEW

The China Dossier
(A Review of the Book ‘India - China Relations 1947-2000 : A Documentary Study,

Vols I- V’ Edited by A.S. Bhasin)

Shivshankar Menon

This is a monumental work in every sense of the word. Physically, it consists of five large

volumes, 2,523 documents, 5,318 pages! Besides, in terms of sheer mastery over material, this

is remarkable work and is a worthy follow on to A.S. Bhasin’s earlier works, making the archives

on India’s relations with her neighbours accessible to scholars and the public. And it is monumental

in the detailed introduction that Bhasin, the former director of the Ministry of External Affairs,

(MEA) Historical Division, has written for these volumes. He has so far produced documentary

studies of India’s relations with Nepal, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh, Pakistan (in 10 volumes) and

now with China. For this dedication and productivity, he deserves our thanks.

There is considerable value to this work that Bhasin has undertaken in his retirement, which

should, in my opinion, be a function of a working and well-supported Historical Division in the

MEA itself. It is valuable because it helps scholars and the public who are interested in the

subject and enables a better understanding of India’s policies by our own people-something that

is essential in a democracy like ours. That in itself is enough of a reason to encourage and support

such work and to open our archives and to follow the 30-year rule that is on our books, but is

followed more in the breach than in practice on important relationships like China.

But there is another, equally important reason why such work has value. If we do not

release our documents, we leave the field to others’ narratives, based on imagination, whimsy

and, in some cases, malice. We cannot then blame others or our own people for their lack of

understanding of the big foreign policy issues that India faces. I find it amazing that a former

Sunday Times correspondent could peddle a narrative combining New Delhi dinner party gossip,

a one-sided version of history and unqualified admiration for an unknown and closed China as an
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authoritative version of the 1962 war, and that there are those in India who accept it as such.

It is sometimes argued in government that we should not reveal our thinking when China

does not do so, and that it will somehow weaken our case to show the amount of consideration

that goes into it. This is a false argument. Bhasin has produced similar documents on other

sensitive relationships, like his 10-volume study on Pakistan, and the skies have not fallen.

As for the substance of what the documents reveal, this is a treasure trove that we will be

dipping into for many years to come. I would recommend starting with the introduction, all 86

pages of it, to see the conclusions that Bhasin has come to after his great labours.

Let me try and summarise what I found of particular interest:

• The centrality of Tibet to the relationship in the fifties and sixties comes through very

clearly. India and China became neighbours with physical congruity for the first time in

history in 1950 when the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) marched into Tibet.

Throughout the fifties, India underestimated the importance of this factor and failed to

draw the necessary conclusions from it. Incidentally, the People’s Republic of China

(PRC) chose to ‘liberate’ Tibet and postpone the invasion of Taiwan, even though US

Secretary of State Dean Acheson had withdrawn the military umbrella from both

Taiwan and South Korea. Kim Il-sung seized his opportunity, Mao didn’t in Taiwan.

Besides, Tibet was also the only part of China with which they signed a separate

agreement about ‘liberation’, the 17-point Agreement of May 1951, thus

acknowledging implicitly Tibet’s unique status among all the territories claimed by the

PRC. These also show how important Tibet was to China.

• As the story proceeds, however the salience of Tibet in the India-China relationship

diminishes. Both countries grow so does their self-perception of their interests, which

now involve multiple points of contact and interaction between India and China. This

both complicates the relationship and gives policy makers on both sides more to

work with.

• The world has always impinged on the India-China relationship, and the Chinese
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have been acutely conscious of this fact; India less so, judging by Indian reporting and

Chinese actions, which may,  perhaps be an unfair comparison. The original impact of

the Cold War world on India-China relations was not benign-it made China suspicious,

maybe paranoid. The end of the Cold War was probably the most propitious

international climate for India and China to deal with the relationship on their own

terms, without looking over their shoulders at the rest of the world. Now again, the

international situation is complicating India-China relations. China’s drive for primacy

and contention with the US make life harder for others, who are asked by both China

and the US to choose one or the other. Between themselves, China and the US are

both contending and co-dependent and they reserve the right to work together and

cooperate with each other while denying it to others.

• There are fascinating documents here about India-China triangles with our other

neighbours, such as Nepal and Burma/ Myanmar.

As for a boundary settlement, which will possibly get the most public attention, Bhasin

sets the record straight about some wilder public allegations about Deng Xiaoping’s 1982 ‘offer’

to G.P. Parthasarathi of a package settlement, making clear the limited and hedged nature of what

was said. Bhasin’s broader conclusion after reviewing the entire available documentation till

2000 is that a boundary settlement is probably ‘impossible’ (pp. 86, Introduction). I am not so

sure. Nothing is impossible in politics. What is impossible is a settlement on the terms the Chinese

have announced in public, which include Tawang and significant Indian concessions in the eastern

sector in Arunachal.  But as the history of the last 69 years of India’s relations with the PRC

show, nothing should be assumed to be set in stone.

The book is also fascinating for what it reveals of China’s behaviour and propensity to

take risks. Under internal and external pressure in 1962, Mao opts for war against India, dealing

with internal and external enemies simultaneously at one stroke, forcing the Soviets to stand with

China when preoccupied with the Cuban missile crisis, and eliminating Wang Jiaxiang and others

to gain control of China’s foreign policy at the September 1962 Lushan plenum. Today again,
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when China is under internal and international pressure, she has opted for an assertive policy in

her periphery. This makes one wonder about the motivations behind China’s assertion of her

global ambitions and regional pre-eminence since 2012, and what they reflect of Chinese leaders’

sense of their own vulnerability.

All in all, this is a book that will repay detailed study, an invaluable resource which is

unlikely to be bettered as a reflection of official Indian thinking on China during a critical period.

If only one could get a similar insight into Chinese consideration of the India- China relationship.

India Today,
August 6, 2018.
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RESUME OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED DURING THE
3rd SESSION OF THE 4th UTTARAKHAND

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

The third session of the fourth Assembly commenced on 07th December, 2017 and

concluded on 081h December, 2017. There were two sittings in all and the average attendance of

Hon’ble Members during the session was 94%.

On 07th December, 2017 Hon’ble Finance Minister presented the Demand for Grants

for a part of the Financial Year 2017-18, which was considered and passed on 081h December,

2017. On the same day,  the Uttarakhand Appropriation (First Supplementary for the year

2017-2018) Bill, 2017 was introduced, discussed and passed.

During the Session, notices of 1090 questions including Short Notice Questions, Starred

and un-Starred Questions were received from Members. Out of these, 920 were received as

Starred Questions and Unstarred Questions, while 170 were received as Short Notice Questions.

A total of 215 Questions were answered out of which 29 were Starred, 215 Un-starred and 04

were Short Notice Questions.

Under Rule 300 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business In

Uttarakhand Legislative Assembly, 31 notices were received, out of which, 27 ·were admitted.

14 notices of Adjournment motion were received under Rule 58, out of which 13 were heard on

admissibility.  22 notices were received under Rule 53 related to calling attention, out of which 04

were admitted for Statement, 12 were admitted for calling attention of the Government.

On 07th December, 2017, the Secretary, Legislative Assembly announced that the

following Bills passed by the House had received the assent of Hon’ble Governor and have

become Acts of 2017 of the State osf Uttarakhand as follows :-
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During the session, following papers were laid on the Table of the House :-

1. The Uttarakhand (UP. Municipal Corporation Act, 1959) (Amendment)
Ordinance, 2017

2. The Uttarakhand (UP. Excise Act, 1910) (Adaption and Modification

Order, 2002) (Amendment) Bill, 2017

3. Action taken report on notices received under rule 300 of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Business of Uttarakhand legislative Assembly in accordance
with direction no 14(3) of directions issued by the Speaker, Uttarakhand Legislative
Assembly.

4. Sixteenth Annual Report of Uttarakhand Public Service Commission (01 April 2016 till

31 March, 2017)

5. Audit Report of Uttarakhand Forest Corporation for the year 2011-12, 2012- 13 &

2013-14 under section 26(1) of The Uttar Pradesh Forest Corporation Act, 1974 (as

applicable in Uttarakhand State)

Date Sl. 
No. 

Name 
Passed by 
House 

Asset by Hon’ble 
Governor 

 
Act No. of year 
2017. 
 

01 The Uttarakhand 
Appropriation Bill, 2017 

15.06.2017 27.06.2017 
 

07 

02 
 

The Uttarakhand 
Cooperative Committee 
(Amendment) Bill, 2017 

01.05.2017 29.06.2017 08 

03 The Uttarakhand Value 
Added Tax (Amendment) 
Bill, 2017 

12.06.2017 30.06.2017 09 

04 The Uttarakhand Goods & 
Services Tax (First 
Amendment)Bill, 2017 

15.06.2017 30.06.2017 10 

05 The Uttarakhand Ground 
Water (Regulation a Control 
of Development) (Repeal) 
Bill, 2017 

15.06.2017 3006.2017 11 

06 The Uttarakhand  State 
Legislature (Prevention of 
Disqualification ) 
(Amendment)  Bill 2017 

08.06.2017 30.06.2017 12 
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6. Annual Audit Report on accounts of Uttarakhand Electricity Regulatory Commission for

the year 2014-15 & 2015-16 under Section 104 (4) of Central Electricity Act, 2003.

7. Annual Report on accounts of Uttarakhand Electricity Regulatory Commission for the

year 2014-2015 & 2015-16 under Section 105 of Central Electricity Act, 2003.

8. Uttarakhand Electricity Regulatory Commission’s regulation compilation part-9 Report

U/S 182 Central Electricity Act, 2003

9. The Uttarakhand Ayurveda University (Amendment) Bill, 2017 returned for

Reconsideration by Hon ‘ble Governor.

The following Bills were introduced, considered and passed by the Assembly during the

session:-

1. The Uttarakhand Annual Transfer of Public Servants Bill, 2017

2. The Uttarakhand Shops and Establishment (Regulation of Employment and Conditions

of Service) Bill, 2017

3. The Uttarakhand Madarsa Education Board, (Amendment) Bill, 2017

4. The Uttarakhand Cinema (Regulation) (Amendment) Bill, 2017

5. The Sarai Act (Repeal)Bill, 2017

6. The Uttarakhand Aadhar (Targeted Delivery of Financial and Other Subsidies, Benefit

and Services) Bill, 2017

7. The Uttarakhand (U.P. Zamindari Abolition and Land Reform Act, 1950) (Adaption

and Modification) (Amendment) Bill, 2017

8. The Uttarakhand (UP. Excise Act, 1910) (Adaption and Modification Order, 2002)

(Amendment) Bill, 2017

9. The Uttarakhand (UP. Municipal Corporation Act, 1959) (Amendment) Bill, 2017

10. The Uttarakhand Appropriation (First Supplementary of 2017-18) Bill, 2017

11. Sardar Bhagwan Singh University Bill, 2016

12. The Uttarakhand Ayurveda University (Amendment) Bill, 2017.
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13. The Uttarakhand Residential University (Amendment) Bill, 2017.

“The Uttarakhand Agricultural Produce Marketing (Development & Regulation) (Amendment)

Bill, 2017 was reintroduced by the Assembly during the session and is pending for consideration.

The following motions were passed by the House:-

Uttarakhand is full of natural beauty. Nature has blessed it with  incomparable

environmental features.  After formation as a separate state, Uttarakhand has developed rapidly.

But some challenges have appeared in the context of environmental balance. To solve these

issues state has initiated several solutions and projects from time to time. In this context, it is

hereby proposed that a seven members committee be constituted for effective supervision, study

and observation of the challenges, solutions and issues related to environmental protection.

In the year 2000 after formation of Uttarakhand, Migration from hills has emerged as a

big issue. It has been increasing at an alarming rate. This is a big challenge for the state’s sensitive,

strategic geographical location, economic and social development, environmental balance and

proper demographic distribution. Therefore, it is proposed that a Seven Member Committee of

Legislative Assembly be constituted for effective scrutiny, redressal and other issues related to

the problem of Migration.

After completion of important work, the House was adjourned sine-die by the Hon’ble

Speaker after its sitting on 15th June, 2017. The House was prorogued by Hon ‘ble Governor on

28th June, 2017.


