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G
iven that India slid to 138 on the Press Freedom Index 2018, two ranks lower 
than the previous year and five since 2016, the fierce and inclusive reportage by 
Grantees of the Independent and Public-Spirited Media Foundation reflects an un-
shakeable determination to uphold the raison d'être of journalism: moral commit-
ment to truth and an ethical pursuit of holding power to account in public interest. 

Newsroom 2018 has selected stories from Grantee publications that showcase the breadth 
of subject covered meticulously by digital platforms in the course of this calendar year. More 
importantly, these represent a landmark logbook from a historical standpoint: a country in 
countdown-mode to election year 2019. The narratives underpin some of the most contentious 
issues in preceding months.

The Foundation’s support to independent media allows the very essence of journalism to 
prevail on digital platforms whereas traditional media may face greater challenges led by 
conflict of ownership interest, paucity of space and faltering resources and revenues. The 
cross-pollination of the Grantee media outlets through syndication with legacy and broadcast 
media has also extended the impact of their stories. 

As is well-established globally, journalism practised through online multimedia outlets has 
enabled far-reaching democratisation of media itself. For instance, media being consumed on 
smartphones is rising exponentially. Reports say that by 2022, more than 500 million Indians 
would own a smartphone. Most Indians under the age of 25 get their news primarily from 
phones. 

Wide-ranging access to news is to be welcomed. With a caveat. 
For, it is also true that, in turn, the Fourth Estate has found itself besieged from within its folds 

as the intrinsic mission of journalism vies with its “echo chamber” electronic and digital media 
hydra-heads. Without access to principled grants and aid, diligent “first drafts of history” may 
diminish dramatically in a country where ruler-interpretation and revisionism constantly lurks. 

There is also the palpable fear of rumour-mongering and social media ̀ forwards’ passing off 
as news. Without the encouragement of the Foundation’s philanthropists and the unflinching 
vision of the trustees the survival of quality media entities would be impaired dramatically and 
a vital distinction between information and informed journalism would blur even more rapidly 
into inanity. Instead, the Foundation has noted, happily, that Grantees have been enabled to 
steadfastly do the heavy-lifting for independent reportage. 

Embedded in the DNA of digital news platforms is the characteristic mother lode of technology 
that enables it to spawn but also frequently casts them as headline subjects. In other words, 
media processes are dismantling, reshaping and catalysing journalism itself. While this is most 
obvious in the conflation of social media, digital media and the fake news industry, newer fault 
lines are emerging in the manner in which traffic is driven towards or away from credible news 
platforms; how media is consumed, and the business of new media itself. 

The `big picture story’ and long-form journalism apart, Newsroom 2018 also showcases 
new media forms such as podcasts and videos, citizen journalism and hyperlocal stories 
and selections from Kannada, Malayalam and Hindi.  The stories are taken from 18 Grantee 
publications with corresponding outlines of the impact these have had.  The main narratives 
are reproduced in full and edited to meet the format of this journal. The remaining selections 
are presented as brief summaries accompanied by impact statements.

We hope this publication will enthuse both our donors and our Grantees.
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S
anitation in India’s cities relies heavily on the 
most oppressed castes – the erstwhile un-
touchables, the Dalits. Not only is the work 
itself degrading, it is also performed under 
extremely hazardous conditions. But it is only 

when tragic incidents occur in the metros –  as they 
did last year in Delhi and the beginning of this year in 
Mumbai and Bangalore, where manual scavengers 
died while fixing and cleaning sewers and cleaning 
septic tanks in hotels – that their social background, 
the indignities they face and the risks they take to keep 
cities clean come to public notice.

Results of a study conducted  by the authors in the 
industrial town of Angul in Odisha shed light on how 
urban sanitation work perpetuates caste stereotypes, 
which are further reinforced by city residents.

Angul is an industrial city surrounded by a number of 
public and private sector mining companies. It became a 
Notified Area Council (NAC) in 1955, and was extended 
in 1977 to include two villages – Hulurisingha and 

Baniabahal – and a part of the Turanga forest. Angul 
became a municipality in 2008. It is spread over 19.24 
square km and has 23 municipal wards. According to 
the 2011 Census, Angul has an urban population of 
43,794, of whom 5,039 belong to Scheduled Castes 
and 1,473 to Scheduled Tribes. The Angul municipality 
has 27 slums, out of which 13 are unauthorised and 14 
are authorised. The slum population is 10,950.

Sanitation in Angul city comes under the purview of 
the municipality. Currently, on-site sanitation with septic 
tanks and pit latrines is the practice in the city. The city 
largely has open drains, with only limited closed drains. 
Household waste, waste in the market place, garbage 
dumped by people, household toilet waste (from toilets 
connected to drains) and sludge collected by manual 
scavengers are all dumped into the drains.

Manual sanitation in urban centres rests on the caste 
system. The lowest castes, whose traditional occupation 
has been sweeping, scavenging and dealing with dead 
animals, work as sweepers and scavengers in urban 

What would urban sanitisation 
look like without caste?

The Wire

A case study of Angul in Odisha highlights just how much urban centres rely on 
lower castes when it comes to sanitation.

The Wire carries an ongoing series titled Grit with a focus on 
the issue of manual scavenging and how various state and 
local governments are tackling it. On July 10, 2018 the headline 
was What would urban sanitisation look like without caste?

 In this follow-up exposé, the reporters investigated how a 
district administration in Odisha ensures that the number 
of manual scavengers is recorded as zero even though it 
continues to use the services of the lower castes for this work.

GOVERNANCE
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centres as well, keeping them clean. Their work as 
manual scavengers continues despite legal prohibitions. 
All municipal sweepers in Angul municipality are from 
the the Hadi and  Ghasi SC communities, who live in 
slums and separate hamlets away from other castes. 
The Angul municipality employs sweepers both directly 
and through contractors. People from nearby villages are 
also recruited as sweepers, but no one other than lower 
castes is willing to work as a sweeper. The sweepers say 
that their work though considered dirty and degrading, 
and is readily available to them because there is no 
competition. A majority of them work as contractual 
labourers for low salaries.

The caste dimension escapes municipal officials. They 
do not see this as an anomaly; it is expected: ‘Those who 
know the best are in the job’ is the rational a municipal 
official gave, thus attaching a professional skill dimension 
to what is otherwise a consolidation of caste status quo.

The cleanliness of the city depends on a host of services 
– sweeping the streets, garbage collection, rag picking, 
cleaning the open drains, removal and disposal of dead 
animals, cleaning sewers and sometimes desludging 
toilet tanks where on-site sanitation is practiced and 
mechanisation is either not available or expensive, or 
manual cleaning is preferred by the residents for the 
reasons such as long gap of desludging turns faecal 
matter into solids that it becomes difficult for machines 
to clean, or because of the cost involved in diluting the 
solid waste that clients have to pay when they opt for 
mechanised cleaning.

The sweepers collect door-to-door garbage as well 
as garbage from the market and public buildings, they 
sweep the streets and clean the drains, cut bushes, 
spray mosquito oil, chlorinate the open wells and collect 
unknown dead bodies, both human and animal.

While the sweepers are mostly provided with gloves 
and boots – gloves to handle the garbage and cleaning 
of the drain, and boots to prevent contamination when 
they step into the drain to clean – they don’t use them 
as they find them unwieldy. The officials are of the view 
that sweepers find these accessories/aids an obstruction 
to free movement. However, given the risk involved, the 
officials should be enforce the service rules that make it 
mandatory for sweepers to take precautions. But official 
will for that is missing.

Manual scavenging, though legally prohibited, is widely 
prevalent in Angul city. The state government is currently 
undertaking a survey to identify them. The sweepers work 
also as manual scavengers and clean private toilet tanks. 
The practice is not a secret, and is allowed to continue in 
the absence of mechanised methods of sludge disposal 
as well as residents’ preference to get toilet tanks cleaned 
manually. High-income households, though well equipped 
with modern sanitation technology, use traditional ways 
of toilet cleaning by employing people from lower castes.

The sweepers take contracts privately and work during 
their free hours, usually at night. Though people who 
get their tanks cleaned manually say that they pay for 
gloves and a nasal band/cover, in most cases, there is no 
separate payment for this safety equipment; it is included 
in the payment for cleaning the tank.

Disposal of sludge is often the responsibility of the 

sweepers, as most households do not want to dump the 
sludge in their backyards. The sweepers have to take the 
waste away discreetly on their trolleys so as not to annoy 
the neighbours with the foul smell. They usually empty it 
into drains or water bodies, or on waste/forest land away 
from the city.

The city residents avoid the question of legality, often 
remarking that they are not the only ones who are using 
manual labour, or say that the law is not imposed. Some 
even say that the scavengers are willing to do the work; 
that they do not view manual scavenging as degrading. 
The municipal officials avoid talking about it, shrugging off 
the question with a brief answer that it is a deal between 
the employers and the scavengers, and the municipality 
is not involved.

Sweepers and manual scavengers are often treated 
with disdain. As one manual scavenger said, “People 
have an image about our caste – we are seen as dirty, 
alcoholic, badly behaved and wayward.” His remarks 
reiterate the fundamental schism between the so-called 
upper and lower castes: the perceived purity and impurity 
of body.

Sanitation workers suffer policy negligence, and the 
nature of their occupation makes them vulnerable to risks 
involved in handling toxic waste manually. While it can 
be hoped that with an improved sanitation infrastructure 
there will be less physical risks to manual labour 
deployed in keeping the cities clean, the current policies 
and programmes are not adequate to eradicate manual 
scavenging. Though the National Urban Sanitation Policy 
2008 directs cities to make city sanitation plan, most cities 
overlook this in their planning, let alone any systematic 
approach to eliminate manual scavenging. It is doubtful 
whether small municipalities that have a limited budget 
and mostly implement programmes have even the vision 
and resources to make strategic plans to eradicate manual 
scavenging. The national policies and programmes are 
based on assumptions that once insanitary latrines are 
replaced with sanitary ones, manual scavenging will stop. 
However, as we witnessed in Angul, the well-off sections 
do not hesitate to use manual scavengers to clean their 
toilet tanks.

The caste system is thus a visible presence in 
the sanitation practices in a city that otherwise is a 
modern industrial centre. The practices that have  
been legally challenged have social legitimacy due to 
traditional caste divisions and practices. Without caste, 
sanitation in Angul, as in other cities in India, threatens 
to get paralysed. Given the caste stratification, it seems 
quite unlikely that the social composition of the sanitation 
workforce will change in near future.

The challenge is to implement the legal restrictions 
as well as to make strategic plans to eliminate 
manual scavenging. While Swachh Bharat strives 
to make India open defecation free by 2019,  
it will be a fitting tribute to Mahatma Gandhi on his 150th 
birthday, if India can free itself from the practice of manual 
scavenging.

Ranjita Mohanty is a research consultant with the 
Centre for Policy Research, New Delhi. Anju Dwivedi is 
a senior researcher with the Centre for Policy Research, 
New Delhi. n

Data-journalism non-profit organisation IndiaSpend 
headlined the encouraging statistics of a decline in farmer 
suicides in a report on March 21, 2018. Not only were the 
suicides down 21%, in 2016 overall suicides in the farming 

sector was at decade low. 

Journalists number-crunched and analysed government 
data to put the information in context. The detailed study of 
farming sector suicides was carried by Business Standard 
and other mainstream multimedia platforms, turning the 
necessary spotlight on a serious yet under-reported issue.

IMPACT
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Mumbai: As many as 6,351 farmers/cultivators 
committed suicide in 2016 across India, or 17 every 
day, according to the latest home ministry data. Suicides 
declined 21% from 8,007, or 22 every day, in 2015, data 
show.

Suicides in the farming sector declined 10%--from 
12,602 in 2015 to 11,370 in 2016--according to this 
reply to the Lok Sabha (lower house of Parliament) by 
Parshottam Rupala, minister of state for agriculture and 
farmer welfare, on March 20, 2018.

The minister’s reply, based on provisional data from 
the National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB), a division 
of the home ministry, did not reveal the causes for 
suicides in 2016.

"As per NCRB report of 2015, bankruptcy or 
indebtedness and farming-related Issues are reported 
as major causes of suicides among farmers/ cultivators,” 
the minister said in his reply. “Family problems followed 
by Illness are reported as major causes of suicides 

among agricultural labourers."
Suicides of agricultural labourers increased 9% to 

5,019 in 2016 (14 every day) from 4,595 in 2015 (13 
every day).

Suicides in the agriculture sector declined 32% in 
2016 from 2007, the lowest over the last decade. The 
most--17,368--suicides over the last 10 years were 
reported in 2009 .

India’s agriculture growth rate has been volatile: From 
1.5% in 2012-13 to 5.6% in 2013-14, -0.2% in 2014-15 
to 4.9% in 2016-17 and 2.1% in 2017-18 (based on the 
first advance estimate).

India’s agriculture sector is excessively 
dependent--52% of India’s farmland is not irrigated--on 
the annual monsoons, which climate change is making 
ever more erratic, IndiaSpend reportedon June 8, 2017.

“The preponderance of small and marginal holdings 
makes this high volatility even more worrisome as small 
and marginal farmers are highly vulnerable to adverse 

Farmers suicide down 21% 
in 2016; Farming sector 
suicides at decade low

IndiaSpend

The minister’s reply, based on provisional data from the National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB), 
a division of the home ministry, did not reveal the causes for suicides in 2016.

climatic conditions,” said the State of Indian Agriculture 
2015-16 report.

Maharashtra reported most farmer suicides in 2016
Maharashtra reported the most (40%) farmer/

cultivators suicides (2,550 or seven every day) in 
2016, followed by Karnataka (1,212), Telangana (632), 
Madhya Pradesh (599) and Chhattisgarh (585).

Farmer suicides in Maharashtra declined 16% in 2016 
from the previous year.

Maharashtra also reported the most (22%) suicides 
by agricultural labourers (1,111 or three every day) in 
2016, a 12% decline over the previous year.

Maharashtra was followed by Karnataka (867), 
Madhya Pradesh (722), Andhra Pradesh (565), and 
Gujarat (378).

Over 35,000 farmers--landless and landed--from 
across Maharashtra marched 180-km to Mumbai 
demanding complete loan waivers and transfer of tribal 
land to farmers, IndiaSpendreported on March 12, 2018.

Maharashtra features among the top four states with 
forest areas over which traditional dwellers such as 
tribal cultivators can be given land rights, IndiaSpend 
reported on March 16, 2018.

However, the state rejects nearly two-thirds of claims 
of community or individual tribal ownership of forest 
land, shows an IndiaSpend analysis of tribal ministry 
data. Of the 364,358 claims received until October 10, 
2017, the state had rejected 64% (231,856 claims).

Farmer suicides in Tamil Nadu increased 18 times 
from two in 2015 to 36 in 2016. In all, 381 suicides in 
agriculture sector were reported in Tamil Nadu in 2016.

As many as 144 cultivators and agricultural labourers 
ended their lives in Tamil Nadu between October and 
December 2016, and 106 farmers were reported to 
have committed suicide in one month, IndiaSpend 
reported on January 10, 2017.

The retreating northeast monsoon in 2016 was the 
worst ever over the last 140 years since 1876. On 
January 5, 2017, reservoirs in Tamil Nadu were at less 
than 20% of their capacity, citedas the worst ever for 
the state.

Farmers from Tamil Nadu were protesting in Delhi 

between April and July 2017, demanding loan waivers, 
revised drought packages, a Cauvery Management 
Committee, and fair prices for their products, the 
Hindustan Times reported on July 19, 2017. The 
farmers protested with skulls and pairs of femur bones 
supposedly of farmers who had committed suicide due 
to drought and debt.

Stressed and burdened by indebtedness, successive 
crop failures and low yields, 4,659 farmers ended their 
lives in 2015, IndiaSpend reported on January 2, 2017.

About 52% of India’s agricultural households are 
indebted; with an average outstanding loan of Rs 
47,000, according to Agricultural Statistics 2016 based 
on the National Sample Survey Office–Assessment 
Survey of Agricultural Households (Jan-Dec 2013), 
IndiaSpend reported on August 1, 2017.

Agricultural households with marginal holdings are 
the most indebted (64%) compared to 0.6% households 
holding large farms.

Nearly 70% of India’s 90 million agricultural 
households spend more than they earn on average 
each month, pushing them towards debt, IndiaSpend 
reported on June 27, 2017.

Nine other states--Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan, Uttar 
Pradesh, Punjab, Haryana, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, 
Andhra Pradesh, and Telangana--witnessed farmer 
agitations and protests demanding farm loan waiver 
and fair pay over the last year.

More than 3,000 farmers from seven states protested 

in February 2018 demanding loan waivers and higher 
prices for their crops from the central government on 
February 23, 2018, Scroll.inreported on February 25, 
2018.

In June 2017, farmers in Madhya Pradesh’s 
Mandsaur protested demanding better fair for produce 
and loan waivers in drought-affected regions of the 
state, The Hindustan Timesreported on June 7, 2017. 
Farmers agitated due to lack of government’s response, 
according to sources, the report said. n

(Mallapur is an analyst with IndiaSpend and FactChecker.)
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Modi govt wants to change 
how civil service entrants are 
allocated IAS, IPS, IFS, IRS.

The Print 

The PMO has proposed allocating the cadre and service to probationers only after they 
complete three-month foundation course. Govt says just a suggestion, no final decision taken.

New Delhi: The Modi government is considering a 
significant change in the existing rules to allocate 
the service as well as the cadre or state to those 
qualifying in the prestigious All India Civil Services 
Examination.

The PMO has sought the opinion of the cadre-
controlling ministries on a proposal to allocate the 
cadre and the service to probationers only after they 
complete their three-month foundation course.

At present, qualifying candidates are immediately 
allocated the service as well as the cadre based on 
the ranks they secure in the examination, conducted 
by the Union Public Service Commission, for 24 
all-India services including the premier Indian 
Administrative Service, the Indian Police Service, 

the Indian Foreign Service, and the Indian Revenue 
Service, among others.

If the proposal does come through, those cracking 
the prestigious exam may now have to endure a 
nerve-wracking three-month wait, until they complete 
their foundation course, to know about the service 
and cadre they are being allocated.

An earlier version of this report triggered strong 
reactions, with DMK working president M.K. Stalin 
demanding the immediate withdrawal of the proposal, 
calling it a move aimed at nullifying reservation for 
Dalits and backward classes.

Responding to the report, the central government 
issued a clarification. “DoPT sources clarified that 
no final decision has been taken and it is one of 

On May 20, 2018 The Print scooped the news that the 
central government was keen to change the way civil 
service recruits are allotted to its administrative arms.  

The report contended that the Modi govt wants to change 
how civil service entrants are allocated IAS, IPS, IFS, IRS.

The government reacted to the news by quickly 
clarifying that they were merely exploring such  
a proposal. It has dropped the plan for the moment.

IMPACT
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the suggestions under consideration,” a government 
spokesperson said in a statement.

Although senior officials in the know claimed the PMO 
had not explained the rationale behind the proposal, 
they pointed to other efforts by the Modi government 
to finetune and mould the civil services by getting new 
recruits to work in the national capital.

The government has also introduced a new cadre 
allocation policy this year for India’s top bureaucracy to 
protect the national character of the all India services. 
The policy was aimed at stopping the services from 
turning regional in nature by letting officers choose from 
a variety of states as their cadre, aside from their home 
state by dividing the cadre into five zones.

One senior official, who spoke to ThePrint on condition 
of anonymity, cautioned that the government was only 
exploring the option and has hence invited views and 
suggestions of the cadre-controlling ministries, to see if 
the option is feasible. Nothing much should be read into 
it as of now, the official stressed.

Modalities unclear
The latest proposal has been incorporated into a letter 
that the Department of Personnel and Training (DoPT) 
last week forwarded to the cadre-controlling ministries.

The DoPT, while pointing out that the suggestions have 
come from the PMO, has sought the “consideration” and 
“necessary action” of the ministries so that the change 
could be implemented from this year. The letter has 
urged the ministries to examine the existing rules of 
service and provide their inputs on the matter within 
a week.

The letter has urged the ministries to study the 
feasibility of allocating service and cadre based on the 
combined score a candidate secures in the civil services 
examination and the foundation course.

The letter does not specify what criteria would be 
followed to assess a candidate’s performance during 
the foundation course. It does not make clear whether 
the ‘performance’ in the foundation course would be 
solely based on an objective written examination or on 
other aspects to be assessed by the faculty or other 
officers of the academy.

The letter also does not mention how candidates 
would be assigned to the training academies.

At present, IAS and IFS (foreign service) probationers 
have their foundation course at the Lal Bahadur 
Shashtri National Academy of Administration (LSBNAA) 
in Mussoorie, while the probationers of other services 
are divided among the three training academies for 
their courses — the LSBNAA, the State Academy in 
Hyderabad and the State Academy in Bhopal.

If it does go through with the new proposal, the 
government will have to find a way to divide the 
probationers into the three academies.

Bureaucrats wary
Although the new proposal is still only being explored 
by the government, serving officers ThePrint spoke to 
had mixed reactions, with most expressing reservations.

One senior officer, who spoke on the condition of 

anonymity, said that the intention of the move may be 
to better assess candidates.

“Today the qualifying candidates are assigned 
cadres and services just on the basis of their ranks, 
without adequate knowledge about the individual. 
The foundation course can help assess their conduct, 
behaviour and other such factors before they are 
assigned a premier service,” the officer said.

But it could have high potential for misuse, he added: 
“Service allocation after foundation course will have 
tremendous potential for misuse unless it is done 
objectively and in a transparent way.” With the proposal 
coming from the PMO, it would be difficult for the cadre-
controlling ministries to say no, he added.

Another senior bureaucrat termed the proposal as 
being “sinister”.

“If the service and the cadre allocation are determined 
on the combined score of the civil services examination 
and the score or performance of the foundation 
course, it will dilute the role of UPSC by increasing the 
interference of the executive,” the officer said.

Yet another bureaucrat from the IAS said that it would 
lead to a lot of arbitrariness. “The papers, the subjects…
the faculty and also the overall standards ….everything 
is different for different foundation courses. As result, 
there would be a lot of arbitrariness in something as 
crucial as service allocation for which candidates put in 
so much effort,” the officer said.

“It is also unhealthy to make the probationers 
compete from day one of their foundation course; the 
camaraderie among them will be lost.” n

At present, IAS and IFS (foreign service) 
probationers have their foundation course at 
the Lal Bahadur Shashtri National Academy of 
Administration (LSBNAA) in Mussoorie, while the 
probationers of other services are divided among 
the three training academies for their courses — 
the LSBNAA, the State Academy in Hyderabad and 
the State Academy in Bhopal.

Economic and Political Weekly calls it The Aadhaar Game. 
It is a pictorial navigation puzzle of the obstacles related to 
the biometric authentication that is mandatory to get rations 
and subsidised goods through the public distribution system. 

The maze gives the reader a chance to virtually 
experience the PDS through the eyes of someone in, say, 
rural Jharkhand, who needs food rations. The maze follows 
the problematic features of the authentication system and 
works as a ready-reckoner for the complex processes that 
drive this delivery method.

IMPACT
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I
n the fragile and uncertain lives 
of poor people in Jharkhand, 
the public distribution system 
(PDS) provides a modicum of 
food and economic security. 

They keep their ration cards safely, 
visit the ration shop monthly, and 
get angry when the local PDS 
dealer cheats them.

A few years ago, a new system 
of Aadhaar-based biometric 
authentication (ABBA) for the PDS 
was first introduced in Ormanjhi 
block of Ranchi district, and 
then extended to other parts of 
Jharkhand. By May 2017, the entire 
state was covered, though some 
areas (about 15%–20%) were still 
in the “offline” mode.

Jean Drèze, Nazar Khalid, 
Reetika Khera and Anmol 
Somanchi  conducted a survey  in 
32 randomly selected villages in 
Jharkhand, publishing their findings 
in a paper titled "Aadhaar and 
Food Security in Jharkhand:Pain 
without Gain?" in the Economic 
and Political Weekly in December 
2017. In this feature, we map 
out scenarios using data from 
villages in which ABBA has been 
implemented.

Enter this maze to understand 
the many ways in which ABBA 
can create barriers and hurdles in 
the PDS, especially for the most 
vulnerable.n

The Aadhaar Game

Can you survive this maze  
to reach your food ration?

EPW

Live Law’s March 14, 2018 exclusive report questioned 
if judges’ appointments had become a “ping pong game” 

and whether the judicial system was choking due to the 
tardiness in filling vacancies. 

This cracker of a story was meticulously researched and 
led to two writ petitions being filed. The original online report 
was produced as annexure to the petitions. The Attorney 
General of India stated in court that the government started 
the appointments process. Follow-up stories were carried by 
a cross-section of the media.

Law

IMPACT
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L
iveLaw has been collecting data about the 
pending recommendation of names of per-
sons for appointment as judges to different 
High Courts. The data collected about the 
High Courts of Allahabad, Mumbai ,Calcutta, 

Chatisgarh, Delhi, Gauhati, Gujarat, Jammu and Kash-
mir, Jharkhand, Karnataka, Madras, Madhya Pradesh, 
Punjab & Haryana and Tripura shows a very sad state 
of affairs regarding the status of appointment of judges 
to the High Courts.

For the Allahabad High Court, name of  Basharat Ali 
Khan Khan is pending with the Central Government 
since 04.04.2016 after recommendation of the 
collegium. And the name of Muhammed Mansoor is 
pending with Central Government since 16.11.2016.

For the Calcutta High Court, name of Mohammed 
Nizamuddin was initially recommended by Supreme 
Court Collegium, which was returned by Central 
Government on 11.11.2016. The collegium again 
recommended the name on 15.11.2016 and that was 

returned again on 01.03.2017. The Collegium reiterated 
the name once again on 07.04.2017 and the name is still 
pending with the Central Government. Similarly names 
of Samba Sarkar , Sabyasaji Choudhary, RaviKapoor, 
Arindam Mukherji  ,and Sakya Sen were recommended 
on 04.12.2017 by collegium but still  the file is pending 
with the Central Government.  The Calcutta High 
Court is functioning at less than half the strength of of 
sanctioned posts of 72, with 33 judges. So much so that 
Calcutta lawyers called for five days strike to protest 
delay in filling up of vacancies.

For Karnataka High Court, the name of Narendra 
Prasad is also pending with the Central Government 
for 11 months . Following a hunger strike staged by 
Karnataka lawyers for filling up vacancies, the Centre 
notified the appointment of five judges in Karnataka 
High Court. For Madras High court, the names of 9 
persons including the name of  Subrahmaniam Prasad, 
who is a  Senior Advocate in the Supreme Court, are 
pending since 04.12.2017 with the Central Government

Judges Appointment: 
A Ping Pong Game?

Live Law

LiveLaw has been collecting data about the pending recommendation of names of persons 
for appointment as judges to different High Courts. 

Harnesh Singh Gill was 
recommended for appointment 
as Judge of Punjab & Haryana 
High Court on 06.04.2017 , the 
same is pending with the Central 
Government. For Tripura, the 
name of Mr. Arindham Lodh was 
recommended by Supreme Court 
Collegium on 01.11.2017 and the 
same is still pending with Central 
Government.

Though the Central Government 
is bound by the recommendation of 
the collegium, there is no stipulation 
as to the time frame within which 
the collegium recommendations 
have to be considered.  It appears 
that the Central Government is 
making use of use of this loophole 
of lack of time-limit by sitting 
over files to defeat collegium 
recommendations. Similarly, there 
are many names pending before 
Supreme Court collegium and 
decision is not taken in a time 
bound manner. 

The data collected by Live Law research team reveals 
that a staggeringly high number of more than 143 
names are pending for judicial appointment. Most of 
such names are pending at the Government level, after 
clearance by the Supreme Court Collegium.

The names of persons recommended for Judgeship 
for various High Courts collected by Live Law research 
team are given in a chart below:

What Prevents CJI To Request The Union To Take 
Time Bound Decision On Recommendations? The 
data shows that Governmental inaction is at a height 
when it comes to appointment of judges and filling of 
vacancies in the judiciary. In a country with enormous 
dunes of piled up cases and more number being filed 
every single day, what is it that we legitimately expect 
from our government? Isn’t the government aware of 
its crucial role in setting the justice delivery system in 
smooth functioning, with adequate number of judges to 
handle the work load?

The integrity of the judges is put to disrepute, because 
the common man, without understanding the huge 
pressure of workload on judges due to lack of adequate 
number of judges, attributes the case pendency to the 
effectiveness and attitude of the judges. 

This puts a former CJI to much stress, and that was 
what the nation witnessed when CJI Thakur failed to veil 
his emotions at a public function and had to dry his eyes, 
while speaking of the judicial workload. Imagine, the CJI 
of this country had to literally plead to the government 

to fill judicial posts and to appoint 
adequate number of judges. The 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi who 
witnessed the candid disclosure 
of feelings by the Hon’ble CJI, 

responded in his usual masterly style stating that he 
was not a person who would merely walk away from 
issues of importance; the Prime Minister assured that 
he would study the matter seriously and would find a 
way. All this happened in April 2016. 

The “way” is yet to be unravelled.
CJ, Thakur retired. Justice Khehar and after that 

Justice Dipak Misra took over the highest chair in the 
Supreme Court. None of them shared or expressed 
the concerns that Chief Justice Thakur did. Probably, 
the Chief Justice of India is over-stressed on matters 
that the whole nation has its eyes on, that judicial 
appointments might have taken a backseat priority. Still 
what prevents CJI to request the Union to take time 
bound decision on recommendations ?

Appointment To Supreme Court ; Case Of Justice KM 
Joseph And Sr. Adv. Indu Malhotra

The names of Justice K. M. Joseph and Indu 
Malhotra, Senior Advocate, have been pending with the 
Govenrment after their recommendations to elevation 
as SC judges by collegium during January 2018. 
Reportedly, the Centre is not favouring the elevation 
of Justice Joseph, and is objecting to his elevation for 
no reasons. However, the real reason for the objection 
is widely speculated as the Centre’s unhappiness 
over Justice Joseph rendering judgment against the 
Centre by quashing imposition of presidential rule in 
Uttarakhand in May 2016. The artificial objection on 
seniority does not hold water, and appears to be an 
empty ruse to block the elevation of Justice Jospeh. 
Because, in the Third Judges Case it was categorically 
stated that merit was the predominant consideration 
for appointment as SC judge.  Where, therefore, there 
is outstanding merit, the possessor thereof deserves 
to be appointed regardless of the fact that he may not 
stand high in the all India seniority list or in his own 
High Court– This was the pronouncement in ‘Third 
Judges Case’. It is clear from the Collegium resolution 
on January 10 that it is aware of his position in the all-
India seniority list, and yet recommended him, in view 
of his “outstanding merit”. n
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On May 16, 2018 Swarajya detailed How Old Kashi 
Became ‘Wireless’, probing the ancient quarters 

around the city’s ghats and their descent into messy 
contemporaneity before reviving to disguise its scarring 
cable lines. A team from the Integrated Power Development 
Scheme (IPDS) rose to the challenge. 

Tackling overhanging cables lines was complicated by the 
teeming populace of the city. The report detailed how the 
IPDS team, headed by Sudhakar Gupta, doggedly worked 
to ensure that all overhead cables in Old Varanasi were 
replaced with underground ones.

Community

IMPACT

A
merican author Samuel Langhorne Clem-
ens, popularly known as Mark Twain, once 
remarked about Benares that it “is older 
than history, older than tradition, older even 
than legend and looks twice as old as all of 

them put together”. That was decades before Varanasi 
got electricity.

Until about three years ago, if Twain’s ghost had 
visited old Kashi and noticed the maze of electrical 
wires running through its narrow lanes, he would’ve 
thrown in lots more “old” to his original quote. That’s 
how dilapidated the city’s power infrastructure looked.

During one of his earliest visits to his parliamentary 
constituency, Prime Minister Narendra Modi had 
quipped there were more wires in Varanasi than the 
number of power connections. He exhorted government 
officials to do something about it “so that some sun 
rays could penetrate the thick mesh and enter people’s 
homes and streets”.

Apart from being an eyesore, such labyrinthine 
model of power transmission is also to be blamed for 
electricity theft, transmission losses, faster infrastructure 
degradation, which in turn leads to frequent cuts, repairs 
and extra costs. Worse, people on the streets are in 
constant danger of falling victims to these hanging and 

swinging live wires.
In its very first budget, the Modi government 

announced the Integrated Power Development Scheme 
(IPDS), which was launched in Varanasi on 28 June 
2015. Though primarily aimed at ensuring 24x7 power 
to all, it also intended to strengthen the sub-transmission 
network, metering, provisioning of solar panels at 
government buildings and so on, and was sanctioned 
an amount of Rs 572 crore. In the city, one of the themes 
was to replace overhead cables with underground ones, 
that is, to make the city “wireless”.

It was no mean task.
"Kashi is thousands of years old. But its modern 

infrastructure looks as ancient. No civic body has kept 
any record of how the city has developed over the years. 
We didn’t have any data on existing sewer and water 
pipelines, of BSNL [Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited] or 
DISCOM [Distribution Company] cables. All this is very 
daunting for anybody who wants to fix the mess,” says 
Sudhakar Gupta, the official-in-chief of IPDS project in 
Varanasi.

But he has done it.
Three years and several thousand man-hours 

later, the project is nearing completion and should be 
wrapped up by end of this month.

How Kashi Became “Wireless”
Swarajya

American author Samuel Langhorne Clemens, popularly known as Mark Twain, once remarked 
about Benares that it “is older than history, older than tradition, older even than legend and looks 
twice as old as all of them put together”. That was decades before Varanasi got electricity.
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"The two-year work has finally concluded. As you talk 
to me, I am sending the last email related to the project," 
said Gupta, when we met him on Tuesday (8 May) at 
his office in the city’s Nagar Nigam complex. Gupta is 
a senior official with Powergrid, the consultant for the 
project.

Incidentally, Gupta has family roots in Kashi. “Though 
I worked and stayed in Delhi all my life, this project 
brought me to my ancestral city. It’s probably fate’s way 
of giving me an opportunity to serve,” he said.

Gupta has succeeded in executing arguably one 
of the most daunting power infrastructure projects in 
recent times not just in Varanasi but also in India. His 
formidable job entailed clearing the cramped, bustling, 
haphazard lanes of old Kashi of the maze of electrical 
wires running through them. He had to finish a long-
pending task of underground cabling in the heart of the 
city.

Gupta sums up the project in numbers: "More than 
700 people, 150 engineers, 25 consultants worked for 
months to lay down 1,500 km of cables underground 
in the 16 square km area: eight km along the ghats 
and stretching two km into the city. Around 50,700 
consumers were given service connections. We had 40-
50 different Whatsapp groups running at any given time 
during the course of the project. Any issues or problems 
that arose were solved quickly and without delay thanks 
to such an efficient communication channel that we had 
set up."

The numbers are impressive. Besides improving the 
aesthetics, the project has had a spillover effect. Power 
theft, which costs power DISCOMS hundreds of crores 
each year, has been curtailed drastically in the old Kashi 
area. The project has also brought down the aggregate 
technical and commercial (AT&C) losses from 45 per 
cent to less than 10 per cent. Legal connections have 
increased substantially. Customer complaints have 
come down from 8.7 per cent to 0.99 per cent. There 
are fewer power cuts. People no longer worry about 
winds or rains which were excuse enough for the power 
department to cut supply for fear of untoward incidents.

Gupta and his team have managed to save taxpayers’ 
money too in the process. "The project is unique in the 
sense that we delivered the work at a lesser cost than 
estimated. We were sanctioned Rs 432 crore for the 
work but we are concluding it at Rs 370 crore," he 
said. Almost 60 per cent of the cost was borne by the 
government while the rest came from the local DISCOM. 
But it was Powergrid which had the keys to money 
coffers. It was the final authority in awarding contracts to 
various players and paying them for the work executed. 
This helped speed things up as the work didn’t stop on 
account of lack of grants.

It’s not just the money that Gupta and his team have 
saved. They have completed the project comfortably 
before the deadline. He is all praise for the cooperation 
his team received from the people. “People of Benaras 
have high tolerance. Barring one or two incidents, we 
got support of the people. Junction boxes would lay 
there for days in the open and they weren’t misplaced,” 
he said.

However, Gupta is upset at the way civic authorities 
are handling the boxes. “We have installed them. Now, it 
is the municipality’s job to make sure they are well kept. 
At many places, one can see garbage accumulating 
under and near the boxes. Then, stray animals try to 
eat from that. They may get electrocuted. People should 
also take care that they don’t litter near the boxes,” he 
complains.

How are residents of old Kashi taking to this idea of 
going ‘wireless’?

The IPDS team had divided old Kashi into 16 zones. 
It started its work from the spacious and less congested 
Kabir Nagar. In fact, a month after the project started, 
in November 2016, PM Modi dropped by Kabir Nagar 
during a tour of Varanasi before the crucial Uttar 
Pradesh polls, mainly to check the progress of his pet 
programme.

He was pleased and so are the residents. A retired 
professor from Banaras Hindu University Devesh Chand 
Pant told Swarajya that the mesh of electrical wires has 
disappeared and residents enjoy 24X7 power supply.

"Fantastic. The impact is just fantastic," Pant, 60, said.
A few kilometres away at Dashashwamedh Ghat, 

shop owners are less enthusiastic. While the main street 
leading to the Ghat has none of the unsightly wires, the 
narrow lanes on the sides still do. "Galiyan baaki hai (the 
lanes are left). Where is this hundred per cent electricity 
connection they are talking about," said Supaat Jaiswal, 
a shop owner. Jaiswal's neighbour, who did not wish to 
be named, complained that several streets that were 
dug up are not restored yet. Surprisingly, he also rued 
that the junction boxes set up under the IPDS have 
partially blocked the view of his shop. "Hamara toh 
nuksaan hi hua hai (We have suffered a loss)," he said.

Zonal IPDS officer Swapnil Soni, however, said the 
shop owners are so used to dodging electricity bills that 
paying for its use hasn't exactly pleased them. He added 
that the pending civic works of the project is out of the 
purview of IPDS. "It's the municipal body's job," he said.

As in the narrow side lanes near Dashashwamedh 
Ghat, those leading to famous temples like Kashi 
Vishwanath and Kaal Bhairav, and Ghats like 
Manikarnika and Harishchandra, too don't provide a 
respite from the unpleasant view of dangling wires.

"Unlike what they say, not more than twenty-five per 
cent of the mesh has been cleared. A lot of houses, 
including my own, have not got new power connections," 
said Sanjay Pandey, a shop owner near Manikarnika 
Ghat.

IPDS officials admit that there are some lanes that 
could not see 100 per cent underground cabling. "Some 
15-20 lanes are left. It just wasn't possible," said Gupta. 
"Not all the wires are electricity cables. Most of the 
wires that you see still hanging in streets are those of 
telephone and cable."

A walk in these bustling lanes of old Kashi reveals the 
complexities involved. These serpentine routes are so 
narrow they can't fit a four-wheeler. In the particularly 
busy Kachauri Gali leading to Manikarnika Ghat - 
where many Hindus want to be cremated in the hope 
of attaining moksha - a pedestrian can't walk for half-a-

minute straight without stopping and leaning to give way 
to a cow or an arthi (dead body carried on shoulders 
by a group).

How does one dig up earth to lay cables without 
interrupting or causing inconvenience to the aggrieved 
families?

"In such lanes, all we would get was three to four 
hours. From past midnight to dawn," said Soni. "We 
would dig up the street and dump the soil manually in 
hand-driven carts in order to lay the wires. Before dawn, 
the street had to be restored to its previous state," he 
said.

"These lanes are always abuzz with festivities so the 
crowd never thins down. Some dignitary or the other 
keeps visiting too. Work slowed down several times 
due to such VIP [Very Important Person] movement," 
another officer Antariksh said.

There were also unexpected hurdles. Almost four 
months in 2016 and three months in 2017 were wasted 
due to heavy rains and floods along the Ganga, said 
Gupta.

In some areas, wary residents resisted the project 
fearing that the high density wires pose a danger. But 
such fears were finally allayed and work resumed.

In the absence of maps detailing existing water and 
sewer pipes, Powergrid workers often damaged them. 
Work would resume only after compensation was paid 
to the concerned agency.

A phrase you would often hear from proud residents 
of Kashi is that the city is made up of "mandir, galiyan 
and seedhiyan (temples, lanes and steps)". But while 
these may be the very pulse of the holy city, unregulated 
development around them has ensured that Kashi 
remains an unholy mess. "The tasks that normally take 
a couple of days cost the team well over two months in 

many cases," said Gupta.
He shared an anecdote, when the team stumbled 

upon a historical finding that would otherwise be exciting. 
"In one of those lanes, we discovered layers and layers 
of loose soil while digging up. The lane was more than 
a kilometre away from the Ganga. But our finding meant 
that the Ganga possibly flowed in a larger area than we 
know," he said. "It was an exciting discovery but for the 
job at hand, it was a headache."

In old Kashi, the degree of aesthetics and fresh power 
connectivity varies from area to area, but what residents 
throughout the city note is an increase in power supply, 
in many cases uninterrupted. In Chowk, Bhelupur, 
Maidagin and Godhowlia, residents said they see only 
occasional short power cuts, as opposed to nine to ten 
hours a day in the past.

"Earlier, even the slightest rains or winds would lead to 
power cuts. Not anymore," said a resident of Godhowlia 
Sanjay Yadav. "This has brought about major relief."

A resident of Bhelupur Shankar Lal Baranwal said 
he is saving money as he hardly uses generators for 
power now.

It was at Varanasi that Prime Minister Modi had 
launched the Rs 45,000-crore IPDS for the country. Last 
week, the project kick-started in Haridwar too, another 
city that needs urgent attention.

"The scale of the work was much larger in Varanasi. 
Haridwar seems so doable now," said Gupta.

"I can tell you, this was an ambitious project. And 
unprecedented in India.”

Gupta has blazed a trail in this very first and 
a most complicated IPDS project in the country.  
The other officers heading similar programmes in 
different parts of the country have their work cut out 
for them. n
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Dool News

In a candid video documentary When gender becomes 
liability that aired on January 30, 2018 Dool News delved 

into the taboo subject of the life of transgenders in Kerala 
and the sex reassignment surgery that they undergo. 

The documentary reveals that primitive methods such 
as heated knives continue to be used for the surgery 
within the community. The video was widely shared on 
social media platforms. It has already had 682173 views. 
Law makers subsequently discussed initiatives to make 
the state transgender-friendly. In August 2018, the Kerala 
government announced it would help the community with 
sex reassignment surgery that met medical standards.

IMPACT
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The bilingual environmental magazine Down to Earth 
published Azaadi Ka Sangharsh on April 26, 2018. The 
story described the Adivasis’ long-standing tradition of 
Patthargarhi stone inscriptions which morphed into a 

movement to save their community land from modern 
exclusionary definitions of development. 

DTE’s story triggered a discussion about the momentum 
in the Patthargarhi movement and the Adivasis’ sense of 
neglect. Over 20 national and regional dailies that previously 
dubbed the tribal agitation `anti-national’ did a rethink after 
learning that the Patthargarhi tradition was not a fad but an 
assertion of community rights to natural resources and their 
management. Around 50 journalists from Jharkhand, Odisha, 
Chhattisgarh and Maharashtra and activists, academicians, 
government representatives and members of the civil society 
attended the public meeting on developments in the India’s 
tribal heartland that DTE hosted in Ranchi subsequently.

IMPACT
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Down to Earth

आजादी का सघंर्ष
झारखडं में इन दिनों आदिवासियों और प्रशासन क ेबीच शीत यदु्ध जसैा माहौल है। एक तरफ गावं 
स्वशासन की घोषणा करत ेजा रह ेहैं, दसूरी तरफ सरकार इस ेगरैकाननूी और सख्ती स ेकचुलन ेकी 
बात कह रही ह।ै इस तनावपूर्ण माहौल में किसी भी िदन सरकार और आदिवासियों क ेबीच सघंर्ष छिड़ 
सकता ह।ै कुदंन पाण्डेय और भागीरथ की रिपोर्ट

खूंटी जिले के कांकी गांव में मंगलवार को उत्सव का माहौल रहता है। इस दिन गांव के लोग मिलकर विकास और अन्य मुद्दों पर बातचीत करते हैं 

रखंड के खूंटी जिले के कांकी गांव में चर्चा है कि गांव वालों ने पिछले 
साल अगस्त में पुलिस वालों को कई घंटे बांधकर रखा क्योंकि उन्होंने 
गांव में प्रवेश करने के पहले ग्रामसभा से इजाजत नहीं ली थी। इसी गांव 

के सामने खड़े होकर हम ग्रामसभा से प्रवेश करने की अनुमति चाह रहे थे। 
हमने बगल से गुजरते हुए युवक को बुलाया। उसका नाम बिरसा मुंडा था। हमने उसे 

समझाया कि हम दिल्ली से आए हैं और गांव वालों से बात करना चाहते हैं। इतने में एक 
और अजनबी (शायद उसी गांव का) आया और उसने उस लड़के से पूछा कि क्या इन 
लोगों ने ग्रामसभा से इजाजत ली है। हमारे नहीं कहने पर उसने बिरसा मुंडा को हमसे बात 
करने से मना किया पर बिरसा ने उसे समझाया कि अगर ये लोग किसी से बात नहीं करेंगे 
तो आखिर ग्रामसभा से इजाजत भी कैसे मिलेगी।  

बिरसा हम लोगों को आश्वस्त करके गांव में गया। संयोग से वह मंगलवार का दिन 

था। सारे गांव वाले पत्थर से बनाए एक बोर्डनुमा सरंचना के सामने मौजूद थे। उस पत्थर 
पर हरे बैकग्राउंड पर सफेद रंग का इस्तेमाल कर हाथ से संविधान के कुछ अनुच्छेद 
का जिक्र था जिसके तहत संविधान, पांचवी अनुसूची और उसके अनुच्छेद के हवाले 
से आदिवासी इलाके में ग्रामसभा की ताकत समझाया गया है। यह भी बताया गया है कि 
आदिवासी गांवों में बाहरी लोगों का बिना अनुमति के प्रवेश वर्जित है।  

प्रत्येक मंगलवार को इस गांव के निवासी इस संरचना के सामने जमा होते हैं। वहां 
पूजा पाठ करते हैं और गांव से जुड़ी समस्या और विकास के लिए जरूरी विमर्श करते हैं। 
पत्थर गाड़कर इस तरह से अपने अधिकार और नियम की बात करने को वहां स्थानीय 
भाषा में पत्थरगड़ी कहते हैं। झारखंड में यह मामला इन दिनों काफी गरम है।

बिरसा ने गांव वालों को समझाया कि दिल्ली से एक पत्रकार आए हैं और पत्थरगड़ी 
पर आप लोगों से बात करना चाहते हैं। हम कुछ दूरी पर खड़े होकर उनकी बात समझने 

झा

की कोशिश कर रहे थे। गांव वालों ने फिर पूछा कि 
दिल्लीवाले के साथ एक दूसरा आदमी कौन है? उस 
लड़के ने बताया कि वह यहीं के स्थानीय मीडिया से 
जुड़े हैं। बातचीत के बाद गांव वाले डाउन टू अर्थ से 
बात करने को तो तैयार हो गए पर उन्होंने स्थानीय 
मीडिया के साथी से बात करने से इनकार कर दिया। 
जब मैंने उन लोगों से इसकी वजह जाननी चाही तो 
सबने एक स्वर में कहा, “सर, इन अखबारों को 
बंद हो जाना चाहिए। ये बेईमान लोग हैं। बोलना तो 
छोड़िए, हम अगर इनको लिख कर भी कुछ देते हैं 
तो भी दूसरे दिन ठीक उसके उल्टा छपता है। ये लोग 
अखबारों में लिखते हैं कि हम गांव में किसी को 
प्रवेश नहीं करने देते। जबकि ऐसा नहीं है। अगर हम 
लोग किसी को घुसने नहीं देते तो आपलोग कैसे घुस 
गए? हमने अपने संवैधानिक अधिकारों का इस्तेमाल 
कर बस इतना कहा है कि आप ग्रामसभा के महत्व 
को समझिए और गांव में आना है तो इजाजत लेकर 
आइए। बस।”

बातचीत की शुरुआत में ही गांववालों ने निवेदन 
किया कि उनका नाम न छापा जाए। वजह कि “पुलिस 
को बांधने” वाली घटना से हालात तनावपूर्ण है। गांव 
वालों का कहना था कि पुलिस प्रशासन ने एक खबर 
फैलाई कि गांव वालों ने इन लोगों का बांधकर बैठा 
दिया था जबकि कहानी एकदम अलग है। 24 अगस्त 
को कुछ पुलिस वाले बिना नम्बरप्लेट की गाड़ियों 
में बिना अनुमति आए। हम लोगों ने उन्हें बैठने को 
कहा और साथ में ग्रामसभा से इजाजत लेने की बात 
की। यह सुनकर वे भागने लगे, भागते-भागते उन्होंने 
छः राउंड फायर किए और कुछ महिलाओं से गलत 
व्यवहार भी किया। अगले दिन अखबारों में प्रकाशित 
हुआ कि गांव वालों ने पुलिसवालों को बंधक बनाकर 
रखा।  

इस गांव ने चार जून, 2017 को अपने गांव के 
सामने एक पत्थर गाड़ दिया या कहें कि पत्थरगड़ी 
कर दी। अखबारों में रोज किसी नए गांव में इससे 
संबंधित खबरें प्रकाशित हो रही हैं। ये खबरें अमूमन 
नकारात्मक होती हैं जिसमें पत्थरगड़ी को देश की 
स्वतंत्रता और संप्रुभता पर खतरे के तौर पर पेश किया 
जाता है। जैसे दैनिक जागरण के 27 फरवरी 2018 
को पहले पन्ने पर सबसे बड़ी खबर थी, “मोमेंटम 
झारखंड में कोरियाई कंपनी के लिए चिन्हित जमीन पर 
पत्थरगड़ी।” इसका उप शीर्षक था “पुलिस मुख्यालय 
से महज आठ किलोमीटर दूर स्थित गांव में ग्रामसभा 
का सरकार को ठेंगा, 210 एकड़ जमीन पर की गई 
पत्थरगड़ी।”

इसी तरह हिन्दुस्तान अखबार के दिल्ली संस्करण में 12 मार्च को प्रकाशित किया 
गया कि “झारखंड में पत्थरगड़ी चुनौती बनी।” दैनिक भास्कर के 27 फरवरी के पहले 
पन्ने के पहली खबर का उपशीर्षक था, “पूर्वी सिंहभूम के गांव में स्कूलों व सार्वजनिक 
स्थानों पर संविधान विरोधी स्लोगन लिखे गए।”

इसी गांव के पड़ोस में एक गांव है भंडरा। उस गांव के कुदा टोली के रहने वाले 
बाली मुंडा संविधान की पुस्तक लेकर हमसे बात करने बैठते हैं। जब तब उसके पन्ने 
पलट कर अपने संवैधानिक अधिकारों को लिखित में दिखाते हैं। उनका कहना है कि 
पत्थरगड़ी हमारी एक पुरानी परम्पराओं में से एक है और सदियों से होती आई हैं। हम लोग 
पत्थर को उन खास जगहों पर गाड़ते हैं जो हमारे लिए महत्वपूर्ण हैं। जैसे एक पूरी पीढ़ी 
अगर खत्म हो जाती है तो उसकी याद में पत्थर गाड़ते हैं।

यह पूछने पर कि जब यह अधिकार और परंपरा इतनी पुरानी है तो अचानक पिछले 
साल ऐसे करने का खयाल क्यों आया, इस पर बाली मुंडा कहते हैं, “आजादी को सत्तर 
साल हो गए और हम लोगों को कोई अधिकार नहीं मिला। न कोई सुविधा, न रोजगार 
और न ही किसी तरह का विकास। हमारे गांव में सारे घर कच्चे हैं। सरकारी तो छोड़िए, 
हमारे गांव में किसी कि पास एक प्राइवेट नौकरी तक नहीं है।” इन सारे वाक्यों से बाली 
मुंडा यह बताना चाह रहे थे कि कैसे आदिवासियों को अब तक सिर्फ छला गया है। 

इस गांव के प्रधान जिनकी उम्र 70 थी और उनका 
नाम भी बिरसा मुंडा ही बताया गया, वह कहते हैं कि 
प्रशासन सिर्फ फरेब करता है। किसी आदिवासी को कहीं 
पकड़ता है और दिखाता है कि कहीं और पकड़ा है। कुछ 
भी इल्जाम लगा दिया जाता है। अगर शौचालय का पैसा 
आता है तो अधिकारी उसका आधा हमसे मांगते हैं। ऐसे 
में शौचालय नहीं बन पाता, उलटे हमसे पूछा जाता है कि 
पैसा लिया तो शौचालय क्यों नहीं बनाया।

ग्राम प्रधान ने कहा कि यह सब देखते हुए 
आदिवासी अब अपने संवैधानिक अधिकारों का 
इस्तेमाल कर अपना विकास खुद करना चाहते हैं। गांव 
वालों का कहना है कि पिछले सालों में पूर्वी सिंहभूम, 
चाईबासा और अन्य कुछ जगहों को मिला दिया जाए तो 
कम से कम 200 गांव ने पत्थरगड़ी की है और अभी कई 
गांव ऐसा करने का प्रयास कर रहे हैं। खबर लिखते हुए 
यह सूचना मिली कि लातेहार जिले में भी आदिवासियों ने 
पत्थरगड़ी करना शुरू कर दिया है।   

अखिल भारतीय आदिवासी महासभा के स्थानीय 
अध्यक्ष मुकेश बरुआ का कहना है कि इसको सही 
या गलत साबित करने के लिए सरकार और सिविल 
सोसाइटी कई तरह की वजह बता रहे हैं। सरकार कह रही 
है कि आदिवासी अफीम की खेती करते हैं और पुलिस 
कार्रवाई नहीं करे, इस डर से ये लोग संविधान से मिले 
कानूनी सुरक्षा का सहारा ले रहे हैं। वहीं सिविल सोसाइटी 
का कहना है कि सरकार को राज्य के कुछ इलाकों में 
सोना होने की बात पता चल गई है इसलिए सरकार 
जमीन लेने के लिए पुरजोर प्रयास कर रही है। सरकार 
अब तक भूमि बैंक के नाम पर 20 लाख 81 हजार एकड़ 
से ज्यादा जमीन ले चुकी है (देेेखें जमीन की जंग)। 
जानकार बताते हैं कि इस कारण भी लोगों में असुरक्षा 
की भावना घर कर रही है और स्वशासन की मांग जोर 
पकड़ रही है। 

कानूनी या गैरकानूनी
अगर मीडिया में छप रही खबर या मुख्यमंत्री की बातों 
का तस्दीक किया जाए तो लगेगा कि देश में वृहत स्तर 
पर एक गैरकानूनी कार्य हो रहा है। जैसे मुख्यमंत्री उन 
लोगों को नेस्तनाबूद करने की बात कर रहे हैं ऐसी चीजों 
को बढ़ावा दे रहे हैं। 18 मार्च को झारखंड पुलिस ने 
आदिवासी महासभा के थिंकटैंक तथा पत्थरगड़ी मामले 
को जोर शोर से उठाने वाले विजय कुजूर को दिल्ली के 
महिपालपुर से गिरफ्तार कर लिया। कुछ लोग फोन पर 
बात करने से इसलिए मना कर दे रहे हैं क्योंकि उनका 
मानना है कि पुलिस उनको ट्रैक कर लेगी।  

दिल्ली में भी अंग्रेजी अखबार इसे भारत की संप्रभुता का खतरा बता रहे है। हाल 
ही में अंग्रेजी अखबार हिन्दुस्तान टाइम्स ने कुछ ऐसी ही खबर चलाईं। पिछले साल 17 
जून को इस अखबार ने खबर लिखी जिसका शीर्षक था “Death stalks outsiders 
in Jharkhand village” और इस खबर ने आदिवासी ग्रामीणों द्वारा पत्थरगड़ी करने 
पर सवाल खड़ा किया। इसके जवाब में डाउन टू अर्थ 30 जून को ‘The Media and 
The Republic’ लेख में बताया कि कैसे एक समय महाराष्ट्र के राज्यपाल को भी गांव 
में प्रवेश करने के लिए ग्रामसभा की अनुमति लेनी पड़ी थी। उन्होंने लिखा कि ऐसा कोई 
पहली बार नहीं हो रहा है जब ग्रामीण गांव को स्वशासित बनाने की घोषणा कर रहे हैं। 
यह भारतीय संप्रभुता को चुनौती नही है बल्कि स्वशासन को प्रोत्साहन देना है। अंग्रेजी 
अखबार की खबर के हवाले से उन्होंने लिखा कि इस तरह की रिपोर्टिंग अज्ञानता की 
वजह से है।

आदिवासी कार्यकर्ता जेरोम जेराल्ड कुजूर का कहना है कि खूंटी इलाकों के 
आदिवासियों और जिला प्रशासन के बीच नासमझी की मुख्य वजह है पुलिस प्रशासन 
द्वारा भारतीय संविधान में उल्लेखित 5वीं अनुसूची के तहत आदिवासियों के अधिकारों 
को न समझना। उन्होंने बताया कि अनुच्छेद 244 (1) और (2) में पूर्ण स्वशासन 
व नियंत्रण की शक्ति दी गई है। उनके अनुसार, झारखंड के 13 अनुसूचित जिलों में 
राज्यपाल को शासन करना है लेकिन आजादी के सात दशक बाद भी किसी राज्यपाल 

उतार-चढ़ाव
भारत के गांव गणराज्यों ने अंग्रेजी 
हुकूमत से लेकर अब तक कई  
उतार-चढ़ाव देखे हैं

1800-1820 
गावं गणराज्य गावं क ेमामलों का खदु ही निपटरा 
करत ेथ।े य ेगावं परूी तरह स्वततं्र थे

1830-1850
अपन ेसाम्राज्य क ेविस्तार क ेलिए अगं्रेजों न ेगावं 
गणराज्य को कमजोर करन ेकी कोशिश की

1860-1900
वनों और भिूम स ेसबंधंित केंद्रीय काननूों न ेगावं 
गणराज्यों की ताकत को कमजोर किया

1900-1920
विकेंद्रीकरण क ेलिए बन ेरॉयल कमीशन न ेसरकार 
की पचंायतों का समर्थन किया

1930-1940
आजादी क ेआदंोलन में ग्राम स्वराज मदु्दा बनकर 
उभरा लकेिन 1935 क ेइडंिया गवर्नमेंट काननू ने 
गावंों पर नौकरशाही थोप दी

1950-1960
विनोबा भाव ेन ेभदूान आदंोलन शरुू किया, बलवतं 
राय महेता न ेत्रिस्तरीय पचंायत का सझुाव दिया 

1970-1980
अशोक महेता कमिटी न ेपचंायतों की आलोचना की

1990
सरकार न ेत्रिस्तरीय पचंायत व्यवस्था लाग ूकी। 
शक्तियों का विकेंद्रीकरण नहीं हआु

1996
पाचंवी अनसूुची क ेक्षेत्रों क ेलिए पसेा काननू बना

2002-2010
दशेभर क ेगावंों में स्वशासन घोषित करन ेकी 
घटनाओं में तजेी आई

2017
झारखडं में स्वशासन क ेलिए आदंोलन तजे हआु
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ने इन क्षेत्रों के लिए अलग से कोई कानून नहीं बनाया। इसका परिणाम यह हुआ कि गैर 
अनुसूचित (अर्थात सामान्य) जिले के नियम कानून ही आज तक आदिवासियों के ऊपर 
लादे जाते रहे हैं।

इस विषय पर काम कर रहे लोग बताते हैं कि भारतीय प्रशासनिक सेवा के 
अधिकारी और पेसा कानून के प्रणेता दिवंगत बीडी शर्मा अपने जीवन के अंतिम दिनों 
में झारखंड के पांचवी अनुसूचित इलाकों में घूमते हुए गांव गणराज्य की बैठकें और 
पत्थरगड़ी करते थे। न केवल शर्मा बल्कि एसटी/एससी आयोग के पूर्व अध्यक्ष बन्दी 
उरांव भी इन चीजों को बढ़ावा देने के लिए झारखंड के इलाकों में घूमते थे। उन्होंने कई 
दफा शर्मा के साथ राज्य का भ्रमण किया। इन लोगों ने खूंटी जिले में भी ऐसे प्रयास किए।

विजय कुजूर की गिरफ्तारी, मुख्यमंत्री के बयान इत्यादि पर झारखंड विकास मोर्चा 
के केंद्रीय महासचिव और पूर्व मंत्री बंधु तिर्की का कहना है कि यह सरासर गलत है। 
अपने अधिकारों के प्रति लोगों को जागरुक करना कहीं से गलत नहीं है। पत्थरगड़ी 
आदिवासियों की एक सामाजिक परंपरा है और सदियों से चली आ रही है। तिर्की कहते हैं 
कि इस क्षेत्र में पांचवी अनुसूची लागू है और अगर सरकार इसे नहीं मान रही है तो इसका 
मतलब सरकार संविधान को नहीं मान रही है।

जल, जंगल, जमीन की लड़ाई
ग्रामसभा का अधिकार सालों से है और पत्थरगड़ी की परंपरा भी। पर अचानक पिछले 
दो साल से पत्थरगड़ी की घटनाओं में इजाफा हुआ है, साथ ही इसके खिलाफ बातचीत 
भी। जब कुछ स्थानीय लोगों से इस पर बात की गई तो उनका कहना था कि जब से यह 
सरकार आई है तब से आदिवासियों की जमीन हड़पकर उद्योगपतियों को देने की कोशिश 
की जा रही है। 

बीडी शर्मा इत्यादि के प्रयासों का हवाला देते हुए, रांची के गैर सरकारी संगठन 
जल-जंगल-जमीन से जुड़े संजय बासु मलिक कहते हैं कि ऐसे प्रयास बहुत सालों से 
हो रहे हैं। पिछले दो सालों में इस दिशा में हो रहे प्रयास तेज हुए हैं। सरकार के येन केन 
प्रकारेन आदिवासियों की जमीन लेने के प्रयास में है।  

उन्होंने बताया “जब से यह सरकार आई है, तब से आदिवासियों के जमीन लेने 
के लिए कई सारे कानून में संशोधन के प्रयास किए गए, जैसे छोटा नागपुर काश्तकारी 
अधिनियम (सीएनटी), 1908 और संथाल परगना अधिनियम (एसपीटी), 1949। 
सरकार ने 2016 में इसे संसोधित करने के प्रयास किए। इससे लोग उद्वेलित हो गए। बहुत 
बड़ा आंदोलन खड़ा हुआ और उसी समय लोगों को लगने लगा कि ऐसा इसलिए हो रहा 
है क्योंकि सरकार इस क्षेत्र को पांचवी अनुसूची के अंतर्गत मान्यता ही नहीं दे रही है।” 
पेसा कानून का भी प्रतिपालन नहीं हो रहा है।

वर्ष 2016 में सरकार ने अंग्रेजों द्वारा बनाए गए सीएनटी और एसपीटी में फेरबदल 
की कोशिश की। सरकार ने सीएनटी कानून की धारा 49, 21 और 71ए में संशोधन की 
कोशिश की। इसके अलावा सरकार ने निजी कंपनियों के जमीन अधिग्रहण के मामले 
में हाथ मजबूत करने के लिए एसपीटी कानून में नई धारा 13ए जोड़ने की भी पहल 
की। सरकार के इस प्रयास का स्थानीय लोगों ने पुरजोर विरोध किया और राज्यपाल को 
विभिन्न समूहों द्वारा 96 ज्ञापन दिए गए। आखिरकार राज्यपाल को लोगों के प्रतिरोध के 
आगे झुकना पड़ा और उन्होंने झारखंड के विधानसभा के द्वारा पास बिल को राष्ट्रपति के 
पास भेजने से मना कर दिया।   

उस समय तो लोगों ने राहत महसूस की पर उन्हें महसूस हुआ कि जब तक इन 
कानूनों को लागू नहीं कराया जाएगा तब तक सरकार जमीन लेने के लिए कुछ न कुछ 
हथकंडा अपनाती रहेगी। वर्तमान में भूमि अधिग्रहण कानून में भी संशोधन कर सरकार 

जमीन लेना चाहती है। इन सब को देखते हुए आदिवासियों भी अपनी जमीन बचाने के 
लिए जो कुछ कर सकते हैं वह कर रहे हैं। अपनी जमीन बचाने के लिए जो भी कानून है 
उसका सहारा लिया जा रहा है। लोग पांचवीं अनुसूची में आने वाला कानून, फिर पेशा 
और वनाधिकार कानून 2006 का इस्तेमाल लोग कर रहे हैं। इन्हीं कानूनों की मदद से 
अकेले खूंटी जिले में पिछले 6 महीने के दौरान करीब 200, पूर्वी-पश्चिमी सिंहभूम में 
50-50 और गुमला में 70 गांव पत्थरगड़ी कर चुके हैं।

अब सरकार ने इससे निपटने के लिए नया तरीका खोजा। जमीन तो सरकार को 
चाहिए थी तो इसलिए उसने लैंड बैंक बनाने की घोषणा की। सरकार ने अधिकारियों 
को आदेश दिए और कुछ ही दिन में पूरे राज्य से 21 लाख एकड़ जमीन इस लैंड बैंक में 
डाल दी गई और कंपनियों के सामने पेश कर दी गई। फरवरी 2017 में सरकार ने मोमेंटम 
झारखंड नाम से उद्योगपतियों का एक आयोजन किया था और इसका प्रतीक उड़ता हाथी 
था।  उसमें मुख्यमंत्री ने उद्योगपतियों को बताया कि सरकार के पास कितनी जमीन मौजूद 
है। जमीन लेने की मंशा इतनी मजबूत है कि सरकार आदिवासियों के पूजा स्थलों तक को 
भी नहीं छोड़ रही है।

आदिवासी कार्यकर्ता और लेखक सुनील मिंज कहते हैं कि खूंटी जिले में 531 
सरना की जमीन इस बैंक में डाल दी गई। सरना से तात्पर्य है उस हिस्से से है जहां 
आदिवासी पूजा पाठ करते हैं।  

बंधु तिर्की का कहना है कि सरकार की नजर जमीन पर है और लोग अपनी जमीन 
बचाने के लिए इस तरह के कदम उठाने के लिए बाध्य हैं। सरकार ने पहले कानून बदलने 
की कोशिश की फिर गैर मजुरवा (सामूहिक) जमीन की सूची तैयार की है। विकास के 
नाम पर सरकार यह जमीन उद्योगपतियों को देना चाहती है। अगर ये जमीन चली गई तो 
आदिवासी अपने मवेशी कहां ले जाएंगे? इनका जीवनयापन कैसे चलेगा? यही सब 
सोचते हुए लोगों ने अपने तरीके से अपनी जमीन बचाने की कोशिश शुरू कर दी है।  

सरकार का नया पैंतरा
झारखंड सरकार ने हाल ही में एक नया शिगूफा छोड़ा है जिसमें राज्य के प्रत्येक गांव में 
सरकार ने विकास समिति गठित करने की घोषणा की है।  
इस घोषणा के अनुसार, जिन गांव में आदिवासियों की संख्या पचास प्रतिशत या उससे 
अधिक है  
वहां आदिवासी विकास समिति बनाने की बात  
की गई है। 

मुख्यमंत्री ने घोषणा की है कि इस विकास समिति की अध्यक्ष महिला ही बनेगी और 
उसके सदस्य युवा होंगे। मुख्यमंत्री ने चन्दनकियारी में स्वर्गीय पार्वती चरण महतो की 
जयंती पर विकास मेले में 26 फरवरी को बोलते हुए कहा कि अप्रैल से गांव के विकास 
का पैसा सीधे गांव समिति को दिया जाएगा।  

यह एक तरह से पंचायती राज संस्था के समानांतर एक और संस्था खड़ा करने 
जैसा है।  ऐसे प्रयास कई राज्यों में पहले भी हो चुके हैं। जिसके तहत राज्यों ने गांव में कई 
तरह की अलग समिति बनाने के प्रयास किए जो कानूनन पंचायत के निगरानी में किया 
जाना चाहिए था। 2001 में खुद एनडीए के प्रधानमंत्री अटल बिहारी वाजपेयी को आंध्र 
प्रदेश के मुख्यमंत्री चंद्रबाबू नायडू को 27 अप्रैल, 2001 को पत्र लिखकर ऐसा करने से 
मना करना पड़ा था। उन्होंने पत्र में लिखा, “कानून पास होने के बाद पंचायती राज और 
ग्रामसभा को संवैधानिक वैधता मिल गई है... पंचायती राज के समानांतर ऐसी संस्था नहीं 
बनाई जानी चाहिए जो संवैधानिक संस्था के लिए ही खतरा बन जाए।”

संजय बासु मलिक कहते हैं कि सरकार ने पहले पुलिस बल का इस्तेमाल कर 
आदिवासियों को डराना चाहा पर सफल नहीं हुए तो अब आपसी मतभेद कराकर इन 
आदिवासियों को नियंत्रित करना चाहते हैं। अखिल भारतीय आदिवासी महासभा के 
स्थानीय अध्यक्ष मुकेश बरुआ का कहना है कि सरकार ने यह प्रयास पहले ही शुरू कर 
दिया है। गांवों में कमल क्लब बनाया जा रहा है जो वैसे तो युवाओं के उज्ज्वल भविष्य 
की बात करता है लेकिन उसका उद्देश्य लोगों को बांटना ही है। इस क्लब के माध्यम से 
सरकार कुछ लोगों को फायदा पहुंचाकर अपने खेमे में करना चाहती है। 

संघर्ष के मायने
पत्थरगड़ी करने वाले या कहें खुद को स्वायत्त घोषित करने वाले ज्यादातर गांव ऐसे हैं जो 
गरीबी का दंश झेल रहे हैं। आजादी के बाद जो फायदा इन्हें मिलना चाहिए थे, वे इससे 
वंचित हैं। यही वजह है कि ये गांव खुद को स्वायत्त घोषित कर गांव का शासन और 
स्थानीय संसाधन जैसे जंगल, जमीन, खनिज और जल स्रोत अपने हाथ में ले चुके हैं।

दरअसल ग्रामीणों में स्वशासन की इच्छा अस्तित्व पर संकट का नतीजा है। मसलन 
कर्नाटक के नागरहोल में राजीव गांधी राष्ट्रीय उद्यान से 125 गांवों के अस्तित्व पर खतरा 
मंडराया तो वे एकजुट हो गए और उन्होंने स्वशासन घोषित कर क्षेत्र को अपने नियंत्रण 
में ले लिया। हर गांव में एक टास्क फोर्स गठित कर दी गई। क्षेत्र में साइन बोर्ड लगाकर 
बाहरी लोगों को हिदायत दी गई कि गांव में व्यापार करने से पहले यजमान ले अनुमति 

लें। इन गांव गणराज्यों के लिए आजादी के संघर्ष का अर्थ जल, जंगल और जमीन पर 
नियंत्रण से है।

पांचवीं अनुसूची
भारतीय संविधान की पांचवीं अनुसूची 10 राज्यों के आदिवासी इलाकों में लागू है। 
यह अनुसूची स्थानीय समुदायों का लघु वन उत्पाद, जल और खनिजों पर अधिकार 
सुनिश्चित करती है। कुछ क्षेत्रों में लोग संविधान प्रदत्त अपने इन अधिकारों को हासिल 
करने के लिए ग्राम सभा की मदद से स्वशासन को अंगीकृत कर रहे हैं। राजस्थान 
बांसवाडा जिले के डूंगरपुर में स्वायत्तता की घोषणा कर जंगल और खनिजों पर 
नियत्रण स्थापित कर लिया। राज्य के आदिवासी इलाकों में ग्राम गणराज्य आंदोलन ने 
गहरी पैठ बनाई। गुरुंडा तहसील में पहले गांव गणराज्य तलैया ने 1997 में स्वायत्तता 
घोषित कर दी और एक तालाब को अपने नियत्रण में ले लिया। यह तालाब वन विभाग 
के तहत आने वाले संरक्षित क्षेत्र में था। इससे पहले ग्रामीणों ने वन विभाग को पत्र 
लिखकर कहा था कि वह उन्हें तालाब का इस्तेमाल करने दे नहीं तो वे उसे अपने 
नियत्रण में ले लेंगे। जब वन विभाग ने कोई कार्रवाई नहीं तो ग्रामीणों ने तालाब अपने 
कब्जे में ले लिया।

अंग्रेजों हुकूमत में गांव गणराज्य
लार्ड रिपन ने 1832 को हाउस ऑफ कॉमन्स की चयन समिति को लिखा था “ग्रामीण 
समुदाय कुछ हद तक गणराज्य हैं। इन्हें जिस चीज की जरूरत होती है, उसका इंतजाम 
खुद कर लेते हैं। किसी भी विदेशी संपर्क से वे लगभग अछूते हैं।”

रिपन की चेतावनी और 1857 के विद्रोह के बाद गांव गणराज्य अंग्रेजों के निशाने 
पर आ गए। ब्रिटिश सरकार ने व्यवस्थित तरीके से गांवों का नियंत्रित करने की कोशिश 
की ताकि वे अपना महत्व खो दें। अंग्रेजों ने सबसे पहले गांव क परंपरागत प्रशासनिक 
व्यवस्था और कानूनी शक्तियों को कमजोर करने की कोशिश। हालांकि इसमें वे पूरी तरह 
सफल नहीं हो सके क्योंकि इसके लिए हर गांव में पूरे समाज से लड़ने की जरूरत थी। 
अंतत: वे आदिवासी क्षेत्रों से पीछे हट गए और इसे एक्सक्लूडेड क्षेत्र के रूप में संबोधित 
किया (बाद में भारतीय संविधान की पांचवीं और छठी अनुसूची में इस क्षेत्र को स्वायत्तता 
का दर्जा हासिल हुआ)।

भारत क ेदसूर ेगावंों को 1856 में उस वक्त झटका लगा जब भारत में वनों क ेपहले 
इसं्पेक्टर जनरल व जर्मन वनस्पतिशास्त्री डटे्रिक ब्रेंडिस न ेवनों का लखेाजोखा तयैार 
किया। इसक ेनौ साल बाद 1865 में वन काननू अस्तित्व में आया। भारत क ेगावं गणराज्य 
में तब केंद्रीयकरण और बाहरी लोगों का हस्तेक्षप शरुू हआु। काननू क ेतहत सरकार का 
वनों और इसमें मौजूद उत्पादों पर अधिकार स्थापित हो गया और ग्रामीण ब्रिटिश सरकार 
की दया पर निर्भर हो गए। इसक ेबाद सरकार न ेपरपंरागत व्यवस्था को बदलन ेक ेलिए 
ग्रामीण स्तर क ेसगंठन तयैार किए। 1907 में गठित रॉयल कमिशन न ेतय किया कि जिला 
स्तर क ेबजाय ग्रामीण स्तर स ेस्थानीय शासन शरुू होना चाहिए लकेिन उसन ेसरकार द्वारा 
गठित सगंठन जसै ेपचंायत को कार्यक्रमों को क्रियान्वित करन ेक ेलिए जरूरी बताया। 
गावंों पर शासन करन ेक ेलिए अगं्रेजों द्वारा बनाई गई पचंायतें 1947 स ेअस्तित्व में हैं। 
भारत क ेस्वततं्रता सनैानियों न ेइसका विरोध किया था। यही वजह ह ैकि स्वाधीनता 
क ेसगं्राम में ग्राम स्वराज मखु्य अजेंड ेक ेरूप में उभरकर सामन।े 1940 क ेदशक में 
भारत छोड़ो आदंोलन क ेवक्त इन पचंायतों की काट क ेरूप में गावं आधारित समानातंर 
व्यवस्था खड़ी की गई। ऐस ेबहतु स ेगावं खदु को अब स्वायत्त घोषित कर चकु ेहैं।

आजादी के बाद
स्वतंत्रता के बाद संविधान निर्माताओं ने गांव गणराज्य पर बहस की और बहुतों ने इसकी 
जरूरत पर जोर दिया। लेकिन संविधान के अंतिम प्रारूप में अंग्रेजों की नीति को अपनाने 
का निर्णय किया गया, वह भी और आक्रामक रूप में। संविधान सभा परंपरागत ग्रामीण 
संस्थानों को शासन की ईकाई के रूप में कानूनी मान्यता देने में असफल साबित हुई। तब 
संविधान के रचयिता बीआर आंबेडकर ने कहा था “मुझे खुशी है कि संविधान के मसौदे 
में गांव के बजाय व्यक्ति को एक इकाई के रूप में स्वीकार किया गया है।” संविधान 
में केंद्र सरकार के महत्व के साथ राज्यों को अनेक शक्तियां दी गई हैं। जबकि गांवों में 
स्वशासन पर जोर नहीं दिया गया है। केवल अनुच्छेद 40 में प्रावधान किया गया कि ग्राम 
पंचायत की पुनर्संरचना के लिए कदम उठाए जाएं और उन्हें ऐसी शक्तियां दी जाएं जिससे 
वे एक इकाई के रूप में स्वशासन कर सकें।

पिछले कई दशकों से एक तरफ जहां केंद्र और राज्य सरकारों के बीच इन गणराज्यों 
के भविष्य पर बहस हो रही है, वहीं दूसरी तरफ ऐसी नीतियां बनाई जा रही हैं जिससे 
उनके सीमित संसाधनों पर नियंत्रण स्थापित किया जा रहा है। सरकार के व्यवसायिक 
हितों की पूर्ति का माध्यम वन कानून बन गया है। इस कानून के जरिए भूमि का बड़ा 
हिस्सा वन में तब्दील कर दिया गया है। 1871 का कैटल ट्रेसपास एक्ट अब भी बना हुआ 
है। यह कानून में वन क्षेत्र को संरक्षित करने की वकालत करता है।  इस कानून के कारण 
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ग्रामीण चारा लेने के लिए वन में जाने से वंचित कर दिए गए। पशुओं की 
भी वनों में चरने की मनाही है। वनों से लकड़ी का व्यवसाय करने के लिए 
वन निगम गठित कर दिए गए। स्थानीय लोगों का इन निगमों से संघर्ष बढ़ 
रहा है (देखें वजूद पर सवाल, फरवरी अंक 2018)। ग्रामीणों का मजबूरी 
में इन निगमों का अपने वन उत्पाद बेचने पड़ रहे हैं।

इसी तरह 1894 के भूमि अधिग्रहण कानून की मदद से सरकार ने 
आदिवासी गांवों में भूमि का अधिग्रहण शुरू कर दिया। पूर्व प्रधानमंत्री 
जवाहरलाल नेहरू की नीति के तहत पानी का केंद्रीयकरण कर दिया गया। 
सभी जलस्रोत सिंचाई विभाग के अधीन कर दिए गए। पंचायत ऐसे विभागों 
के लिए एजेंट के रूप में काम करती रही।

1960 के दशक के मध्य में राष्ट्रीय ग्रामीण विकास संस्थान ने एक 
राष्ट्रव्यापी सर्वेक्षण किया और यह पाया कि ये संस्थान सरपंच की जागीर 
बन गए हैं। सर्वेक्षण में स्वशासन के लिए नोडल एजेंसी के रूप में ग्रामसभा 
के पुनरोद्धार की सिफारिश की गई। 1957 में जाने माने समाजसेवी बलवंत 
राय मेहता की अध्यक्षता में एक समिति गठित की गई। समिति को ग्रामीण 
स्तर की सामुदायिक कार्यक्रमों के पतन के कारणों का पता लगाना था। 
समिति ने अपनी रिपोर्ट में त्रिस्तरीय पंचायती राज व्यवस्था की सिफारिश 
की। सरकार को आधिकारिक रूप से इस व्यवस्था को अपनाने में 35 
साल लग गए। 1992 में पंचायती राज अधिनियम के बाद इसे लागू 
किया गया। स्वशासन के संवैधानिक प्रावधान के बावजूद राजनीतिक 
इच्छाशक्ति की कमी के चलते इसे लागू नहीं किया जा सका। राजीव गांधी 
फाउंडेशन की स्टेटस रिपोर्ट के अनुसार, पंचायतों पर प्रभाव डालने क लिए 
ग्रामसभा को आवश्यक अधिकार नहीं दिए गए।

पेसा का प्रावधान  
1996 में पंचायती (अनुसूचित क्षेत्रों पर विस्तार) कानून अर्थात पेसा 
लागू हो गया। यह कानून पांचवीं अनुसूची क्षेत्रों के लिए है। यह कानून 
सैद्धांतिक रूप से गांवों को स्वायत्तता देता है। भूरिया समिति की सिफारिशों 
के बाद यह कानून बन पाया। पेसा ग्रामसभा को सशक्त बनाता है और उसे 
लघु वन उत्पाद, सिंचाई और लघु खनिजों पर स्वामित्व प्रदान करता है। 
इसके तहत ग्राम सभा की सिफारिशें मानने क लिए पंचायतें बाध्य हैं। सही 
अर्थों में इसकी व्याख्या की जाए तो पता चलेगा कि गांव में प्रवेश के लिए 
ग्रामसभा की अनुमति की जरूरत है। 

1996 में उच्चतम न्यायालय के एक आदेश के बाद पांचवी अनुसूची 
के प्रावधान प्रकाश में आए। न्यायालय का आदेश था कि अनुसूचित 
क्षेत्रों में सभी प्रकार के खनन और उद्योग गैरकानूनी हैं क्योंकि इसके लिए 
ग्रामसभा की इजाजत नहीं ली गई। न्यायालय ने ग्रामसभा की भूमिका को 
परिभाषित किया और खनन व अन्य कंपनियों को आदेश दिया कि वे अपने 
राजस्व को कोऑपरेटिव के माध्यम से स्थानीय लोगों के साथ साझा करें।

एक तरफ जहां उच्चतम न्यायालय ने ग्रामसभा के महत्व पर प्रकाश 
डाला वहीं दूसरी तरफ केंद्र सरकार ने 2001 में संविधान में संशोधन 
कर ग्रामसभा के अधिकारों को सीमित करने की कोशिश की लेकिन पूर्व 
राष्ट्रपति केआर नारायण के कारण अपने मकसद में सफल नहीं हो पाई।

न्यायालय के आदेश और सांवैधानिक प्रावधान के बावजूद राज्यों ने 
अनुसूचित क्षेत्रों में ग्रामसभा को अधिकार नहीं दिए हैं। केवल मध्य प्रदेश ने 
इस दिशा में पहल की है और ग्रामसभा के अधिकारों को स्पष्ट किया। पेसा 
कानून के तहत वन और भूमि से संबंधित कानूनों में संशोधन की जरूरत है 
क्योंकि इस संसाधनों पर ग्रामसभा का अधिकार है। इसके उलट सरकार ने 
इंस्पेक्टर जनरल एससी चड्डा की अध्यक्षता में एक समिति गठित कर दी। 
समिति को यह देखना था कि पेसा के तहत लघु वन उत्पाद ग्रामसभा को 
सौंपने कितना कारगर है। समिति ने न केवल ग्रामसभा को यह अधिकार 
सौंपने का विरोध किया बल्कि सरकार को इसे अपने अधीन रखने की 
सिफारिश कर दी। यही वजह है कि बहुत से गांव गणराज्यों ने लघु वन 
उत्पाद को अपने हाथों में लेने के लिए संघर्ष शुरू कर दिया है। 

कुल मिलाकर कहा जा सकता है कि देश में एक के बाद एक गांव 
विकेंद्रीकृत व्यवस्था की मांग कर रहे हैं। सरकार को इतिहास से सबक लेते 
हुए सत्ता का विकेंद्रीकरण करना चाहिए ताकि विकास का स्वाद गांव का 
अंतिम आदमी भी चख सके। स्वशासन की मांग को विद्रोह नहीं कहा जाता 
सकता, यह तो ग्रामीणों का संविधान प्रदत्त अधिकार है। सरकार अगर अब 
भी नहीं चेती तो बहुत देर हो चुकी होगी। n

कामयापेटा, विशाखाट्टनम, आंध्र प्रदेश
पूर्वी घाट में बसे इस गांव ने मार्च 1999 को पत्थरगड़ी कर खुद को स्वायत्त घोषित किया था। 
यह गांव करीब 5 दशकों तक सरकारी रिकॉर्ड में नहीं था। मानसून में कामयापेटा दूसरे इलाकों 
से पूरी तरह कट जाता था। सड़क न होने पर न तो ग्रामीण बाजार जा सकते थे और न ही अपने 
वन उत्पाद या उपज बेच सकते थे। ग्रामीण जब भी सरकारी अधिकारियों के पास मदद की गुहार 
लगाते, उन्हें पुलिस द्वारा खदेड़ दिया जाता था। पत्थरगड़ी कर स्वायत्त घोषित करने के बाद 
हालात बदल गए। ग्रामीणों ने पहली बैठक में सरकार को पुल बनाने और प्राकृतिक संसाधनों 
जंगल, जमीन और जल स्रोतों पर अधिकार देने को कहा। तीन साल के भीतर सरकार ने ढाई 
करोड़ रुपए की लागत से पुल बनाने का काम शुरू कर दिया। अब अधिकारी ग्राम सभा के 
सम्मन को हल्के में नहीं ले सकते।

कामयापेटा के लिए यह दूसरी आजादी जैसा था। कामयापेटा आदिवासी स्वतंत्रता सेनानी 
मारी कामया का गांव है जो अपनी जमीन और जंगल बचाने के लिए अंग्रेजों के खिलाफ आजादी 
की लड़ाई में शामिल हुए थे लेकिन आजादी के बाद मारी की जमीन और घर जब्त कर लिया 
और गांव को अपराधी का तमगा दे दिया गया। मारी को उम्मीद थी कि आजादी के बाद गांव का 
परंपरागत शासन तंत्र बहाल होगा लेकिन हुआ उलट। इस कारण भी लोगों के मन में असंतोष की 
भावना पनपी और उन्होंने खुद को स्वायत्त घोषित करने का निर्णय लिया।

स्वराज की सीख

डोंगरीपाडा, धमतारी जिला, छत्तीसगढ़
छत्तीसगढ़ का डोंगरीपाडा गावं “डोंगरीपाडा गावं गणराज्य” क ेनाम स ेचर्चित ह।ै आजादी मिलने 
क ेकरीब 50 साल बाद 18 अक्टूबर 1997 को इस गावं न ेस्वायत्तता की घोषणा की। इस दिन 
में गावं में उत्सव मनाया जाता ह ैऔर सभी ग्रामीण बसेब्री स ेइस दिन का इतंजार करत ेहैं। यह 
गावं हल्वा, गोंड और कवेट जनजातियों का घर ह।ै गावं की आबादी मखु्य रूप स ेखतेी और 
वन उत्पादों पर निर्भर ह।ै ग्रामीणों और प्रशासन क ेबीच सघंर्ष उस समय बढ़ा जब पचंायत ने 
ग्रामीणों को परपंरागत अधिकारों स ेवचंित कर दिया। गावं का तालाब मछली का कारोबार करने 
क ेलिए ठके ेपर द ेदिया गया, साथ ही लोक निर्माण विभाग को पहाड़ियों स ेपत्थरों को निकालने 
का अधिकार दिया गया। इसी सघंर्ष न ेग्राम सभा को जन्म दिया। ग्रामसभा न ेसबस ेपहल ेसरकारी 
अधिकारियों क ेलिए गावं क ेदरवाज ेबदं कर दिए फिर डोंगरी यानी पहाड़ी और तालाब को अपने 
कब्जे में ल ेलिया। गावं क ेसवंिधान (जो पत्थर पर अकंित कर दिया गया ह)ै में सभी लोगों को 
बराबर कर अधिकार द ेदिया गया। ग्राम सभा की पहल स े10 सदस्यीय वन रखवाली समिति 
गठित की गई, नतीजतन 10 साल क ेभीतर ही डोंगरी हरी-भरी हो गई। ग्राम सभा सामदुायिक 
मछलीपालन करती ह ैऔर इसस ेजो पसैा मिलता ह ैउस ेगावं क ेविकास पर खर्च किया जाता 
ह।ै लोक निर्माण विभाग को डोंगरी स ेएक टकुड़ा भी लने ेकी इजाजत नहीं ह।ै डोंगरीपाडा में ग्राम 
सभा इतनी शक्तिशाली हो गई ह ैकि वह गावं की हर गतिविधि पर नजर रखती ह ैऔर कार्यकारी 
समिति क ेमाध्यम स ेअपन ेनिर्णय लाग ूकराती ह।ै

मेंढा लेखा, गढ़चिरौली, महाराष्ट्र
“हमारे गांव में हमारी हम सरकार हैं, दिल्ली मुंबई में हमारी सरकार है” मेंढा लेखा के गांव के 
लोगों के मन में यह वाक्य रच-बस गया है। महाराष्ट्र का यह गांव ग्राम स्वराज की अवधारणा 
को फलीभूत कर रहा है। गोंड आदिवासी बहुल इस गांव का 80 प्रतिशत क्षेत्र घने जंगलों से 
आच्छादित है। यही वजह है कि 1950 में वन विभाग की नजरें इस गांव पर टिकी थीं। वन कानून 
का हवाला देकर विभाग ने इस पर नियंत्रण कर लिया था। मेंढा लेखा की ग्राम सभा कितनी 
ताकतवर है, इसका अंदाजा इस तथ्य से लगाया जा सकता है कि साल 2000 में गांव में प्रवेश 
करने के लिए महाराष्ट्र के पूर्व उपराज्यपाल पीसी एलेक्जेंडर को ग्राम सभा से अनुमति लेनी 
पड़ी थी। यह गांव की स्वायत्तता का सम्मान था। यह भारत का शायद पहला ऐसा गांव है जहां 
सामुदायिक काम को निजी काम के तौर पर देखा जाता है और सभी को इसमें अपना योगदान देना 
होता है। गांव में हर व्यक्ति अपनी सालाना आय से 10 प्रतिशत ग्राम सभा के फैसलों का लागू 
करने के लिए देते हैं। गांव में कोई भी काम शुरू करने के लिए ग्रामसभा की अनुमति अनिवार्य है।

1950 में सरकार न ेगांव को सरंक्षित क्षेत्र घोषित कर इसके वनों पर अपना अधिकार 
स्थापित कर लिया था। ग्राम सभा न ेइस ेचनुौती दने ेके लिए परपंरागत घोटलू ततं्र को विकसित 
करन ेका फैसला किया। घोटलू लकड़ी के एक बाडे जसैा होता है जिसके अदंर लड़के और 
लड़कियों को आदिवासियों की परपंराओं स ेअवगत कराया जाता है। वन विभाग न ेदलबल के 
साथ पहंुचकर घोटलू को तोड़ दिया। इसस ेग्रामीण भड़क उठे और उन्होंन े32 गांवों की महासभा 
बलुाई। इसमें वनों के अधिकार पर मेंढा लखेा की लड़ाई का समर्थन किया गया। विरोध स्वरूप 
12 अन्य गांवों में घोटलू बनाया गया और वन विभाग को पीछ ेहटना पड़ा। 1992 में गांव न ेवनों 
के अधिकार के लिए निर्णायक लड़ाई लड़ी। उस समय 80 प्रतिशत जगंल सरंक्षित क्षेत्र घोषित कर 
दिया गया था। ग्राम सभा न ेसरकार के इस निर्णय को चनुौती दी और वनों पर नियतं्रण और प्रबधंन 
के लिए वन सरुक्षा समिति का गठन किया। ग्राम सभा न ेबड़ी सखं्या वाटरशडे कार्यक्रम शरुू किए। 
इन प्रयासों के चलते मिट्टी की गुणवत्ता में सधुार हुआ। अतंत: वन विभाग न े1996 में वन विभाग 
न ेवनों को प्रबधंन ग्रामीणों को सौंप दिया। बाद में राज्य सरकार न ेसभी परपंरागत अधिकार ग्रामीणों 
को सौंप दिए। मेंढा लखेा की यह बड़ी जीत थी।

On August 16, 2018 Down To Earth published a Centre 
for Science and Environment study that tested 65 

manufactured food products and found genetically 
modified ingredients in 32 % of them. Eighty percent of 
the contaminated products were imported.

The story prompted angry concern. Civil society groups 
urged the FSSAI to ban sale of those foods that were tested 
positive for GM ingredients. Within a week of the publication, 
FSSAI initiated action to codify regulations for GM food. Twelve 
news dailies and online news portals covered the study and 
over 3000 users have reacted online across DTE’s social media 
networks. The story has crossed 39,000 page views.

Science & 
Environment

IMPACT
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CSE study finds genetically 
modified ingredients in 
food products

Down To Earth

Manufactured and imported by American healthcare giant Abbott Laboratories, a 400 gram packet 
of Similac Alimentum costs Rs 2,800 and can meet Nikki’s requirement for about 10 days.

I
t all started at the weaning stage. Nikki (name 
changed) was about to turn one when it became 
evident that she was not gaining weight. After sev-
eral visits to pediatricians and multiple tests, she 
was diagnosed with cow milk protein allergy—a 

disorder found in some 7 per cent of children in the 
country. The doctors said that Nikki’s immune system 
considers the protein in cow milk as something that 
the body has to fight off. This leads to damage of the 
intestinal mucosa lining for which Nikki is not able to 
digest most of what she eats and suffers from chronic 
diarrhoea. They suggested changes in her diet—first 
eliminate all potentially allergenic foods from her diet, 

so that the intestinal lining can heal, and then reintro-
duce one food at a time to monitor possible reactions. 
Till she outgrows the allergy, doctors recommended a 
hypoallergenic infant formula, Similac Alimentum, to 
supplement her nutritional needs.

Manufactured and imported by American healthcare 
giant Abbott Laboratories, a 400 gram packet of 
Similac Alimentum costs Rs 2,800 and can meet 
Nikki’s requirement for about 10 days. But cost is the 
last thing on the mind of Nikki’s mother, an occupational 
therapist in east Delhi. Every day, she carefully prepares 
the formula milk meeting the prescribed calibration 
standards to ensure that Nikki regains health. Little 

does she know that all these months she has been 
feeding her toddler genetically modified (GM) food, 
whose safety to health has been a matter of concern 
worldwide. Researchers with the Centre for Science and 
Environment (CSE) in Delhi recently found evidence 
of GM ingredients in Similac Alimentum and another 
infant formula by Abbott—Similac Isomil, which is 
meant for the lactose intolerant (Access the full CSE 
Report). Infants with lactose intolerance cannot digest 
the sugar found in milk and dairy products and are 
often prescribed soya milk which is naturally lactose-
free. The finding is alarming because the products are 
being increasingly prescribed by doctors for infants with 
special health needs. 

It is also alarming because in an affidavit submitted 
to the Supreme Court last year, the Food Safety and 
Standards Authority of India (FSSAI) said, “The Central 
government has not notified any regulation under 
Section 22 of the Food Safety and Standards Act in 
regard to (sic) the manufacture, distribution, sale and 
import of genetically modified foods. Hence, genetically 
modified foods are not allowed in the country and 
neither can be regulated till such notification is issued.” 
But the list of such illegal GM products being sold in 
India does not end here.

Over the past six months, CSE researchers analysed 
65 food products that are likely to contain soyabean, 
corn, rapeseed (canola) or cottonseed oil in some form 
or the other. These are the crops whose genetically 

modified variants are grown on 99 per cent of the 
area under transgenic food crops in different parts of 
the world, and are used in everyday food like cooking 
oils, breakfast cereals, ready-to-cook and ready-to -eat 
foods, infant formula and protein supplements. Thirty of 
the food products are manufactured domestically; the 
remaining imported.

The products were tested at CSE’s state-of-the-art 
Pollution Monitoring Laboratory (PML), now at Nimli, 
Alwar, which has been credited for several hard-hitting 
exposé over the past two decades. To test food products 
for the presence of genetically modfied ingredients, PML 
acquired high-end machines and instruments that use 
the advanced analysis technology of qPCR (quantitative 
polymerase chain reaction) to amplify GM markers in 
a food product to detect their presence (see ‘Chasing 
GM marker 

“We had a hunch that genetically modified food is 
finding its way onto our dinner plate in ways more than 
we know. There have been media reports about illegal 
GM seeds being available across the country and crops 
being grown,” says Chandra Bhushan, deputy director 
general of CSE who led the research. “But we did 
not know the nature of ingredients used in packaged 
snacks and oils imported into the country. Since most 
such products are based on known GM crops like corn, 
soyabean and rapeseed, we decided to do a reality 
check,” he adds.

The evidence of genetically modified ingredients was 
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found in 32 per cent of the 65 products tested. Almost 
80 per cent of these are imported. All the 16 imported 
products that CSE found GM-positive were from USA, 
Canada, the Netherlands, Thailand and the UAE. 
USA and Canada are the leading countries growing 
genetically modified crops and producing genetically 
modified food products. Though the remaining do not 
allow commercial cultivation of GM crops, their food 
processing units heavily rely on raw material imported 
from USA and Canada. Hudson canola oil imported 
from the UAE says on its label that it is “extracted from 
Canadian oilseeds”.

What’s a GMO
Genetically Modified Organisms (GMOs) are those 
plants, animals or microorganisms, in which the genetic 
material (deoxyribonucleic acid or DNA) is altered in a 
way that does not occur naturally by mating or through 
natural recombination. They are produced using genetic 
engineering technology, also known as recombinant 
DNA technology, in which scientists transfer select genes 
from one organism into another of the same species or 
a non-related species so that the recipient acquires a 
desired trait. So far, the major use of the technology 
has been to make crops resistant to pest attacks, 
improve their tolerance to herbicides and to increase 
their nutritional content. For instance, scientists have 
developed Bt variants of cotton, corn and soyabean by 
inserting the gene of a bacteria, Bacillus thuringiensis 
(Bt), into the plants’ original genetic material. BT gene 
expresses codes for Bt toxin protein, which when 
ingested by bollworm insects attacks their gut cells 
and kills them. Similarly, scientists have developed 
herbicide-tolerant (Ht) corn, soyabean, cotton and 
rapeseed by modifying the gene that produces the 
enzyme EPSPS (5-enolpyruvylshikimate-3-phosphate 
synthase) in plants. The enzyme produced by the 
modified gene does not get degraded by herbicides 
like glyphosate and glufosinate, and therefore does not 
harm the plant. While there is no clear evidence of these 
claimed benefits outside confined laboratories, studies 
do indicate their impact on human health.

To the dismay of CSE researchers, some 17 per cent 
of the food samples manufactured 

domestically tested positive for GM. These were 
samples of refined cottonseed oil, or kapasia tel, sold 
under the brand names of Tirupati, Ankur, Ginni and 
Vimal. The sample of crude cottonseed oil also tested 
GM- positive. This finding clearly indicates that Bt cotton, 
which is the only genetically modified crop allowed for 
commercial cultivation in the country since 2002, and 
now occupies 94 per cent of the country’s cotton farms, 
has found its way into our food system.

These findings are alarming because some of the 
products found GM-positive are consumed on a daily 
basis. Consider cottonseed oil for instance. It is a cheap 
cooking medium—usually 30-40 per cent cheaper than 
the other vegetable oils like mustard oil and soyabean 
oil—and is used voraciously by the packaged food 

industry for making namkeen snacks like bhujia. It is also 
a permitted ingredient for vanaspati, which is referred to 
as poor man’s ghee and is used by the bakery industry 
for providing stability to the products and improving their 
shelf life.

Then there are those products that are becoming 
popular among the urban health conscious. Maya 
Mishra, a teacher in south Delhi, has recently switched 
to canola oil and vouches for its goodness. She says 
the oil is a healthy choice for her husband and son, 
both suffering from rheumatoid arthritis. While the oil is 
marketed with claims such as “the ability to reduce the 
risk of heart diseases”, CSE has found four of the seven 
canola brands GM-positive.

Consumers like Mishra and Nikki’s mother have 
no way of knowing the truth because labels do not 
always tell the whole story; some products even take 
the liberty of making false claims. CSE findings show 
most samples—74 per cent of the imported products 
and 96 per cent of the domestic ones—did not mention 
anything about GM on their labels. When tested, a 
quarter of them—24 per cent—were found using

 genetically modified ingredients. Three of the five 
brands whose labels suggested no use of genetically 
modified organisms (GMOs) were also found GM-
positive. These were Candrop canola oil from Canada, 
MORI-NU’s Silken tofu from the US and PromPlus 
sweet whole kernel corn from Thailand. While Candrop 
claims that the product is “GMO free” and MORI-NU 
tofu’s claim reads “Non-GMO Project Verified”, the label 
on PromPlus kernel corn declares “Non-GMO”.

These products are imported by industry behemoths 
like Jindal Retails (India) Pvt Ltd, Abbott Healthcare Pvt 
Ltd, Dalmia Continental Pvt Ltd and Jivo Wellness Pvt 
Ltd, and lesser-known Bajoria Food Pvt Ltd, Newage 
Gourmet Foods in Delhi, Century Edible Cooking Oils 
Pvt Ltd, Olive Tree Trading Pvt Ltd and Guru Kirpa 
Impex, Delhi.

Down To Earth (DTE) contacted some of the industry 
representatives to check if they had the approval to 
import genetically modified food. While the All Indian 
Cottonseed Crushers’ Association (AICCA) refused to 
comment, Jivo Wellness Pvt Ltd, which claims to be the 
largest seller of canola oil in India, evaded DTE’s queries 
and the Olive Tree Trading Pvt Ltd did not respond till the 
magazine went to press. n

Economic and Political Weekly tackled the phobia against 
caste-based reservation policies in a pictorial representation 

that sought to dispel popular misconceptions. 

Both EPW’s innovative maze and the myth-buster have been 
well-received on social media owing to the ease of use and 
what EPW describes as an “evergreen” quality, which enables 
frequent posting either as retweets, replies or shares.

Combating 
Fake News

IMPACT



40 41

A
nti-discrimination 
laws and reser-
vation policies 
were brought in 
to ensure that 

Scheduled Castes (SCs) and 
Scheduled Tribes(STs) are 
protected from discrimination 
in the spheres of employ-
ment, education and political 
representation. The idea was 
to not just improve their eco-
nomic status, but to address 
the denial of rights and op-
pression meted out to these 
groups over the years, and to 
work towards rectifying their 
utter lack of representation in 
public office.

The question of caste still 
looms large in India, yet many 
among us refuse to see, hear 
or understand caste and what 
it means for those who suffer 
because of it.

In this feature, we bust 
some of the common myths 
regarding caste-based 
reservation policies. This is 
based on the empirical and 
theoretical analyses offered 
by Sukhadeo Thorat, Nitin 
Tagade and Ajaya K Naik in a 
special article published in the 
Economic & Political Weekly, 
Vol 51, Issue No 8: "Prejudice 
against Reservation Policies: 
How and Why?" n

Busted: Four myths 
on caste-based 
reservation policies

EPW

The debate around reservation policies in India is deeply polarised.
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T
hose of us even sparsely active on social 
media must have at some point of scrolling 
through an ocean of posts come across im-
ages of Indian army soldiers, with the caption 
– “share if you are a true Indian”. The not-so-

subtle nudge at our patriotism gets us to do as intended 
and the post goes viral; rarely do we wonder that the 
image might have an ulterior motive.

A thriving business
They say sharing is caring and a closed Facebook 
group by the same name seems to live the thought on 

a daily basis. The group asks for a government ID proof 
if you wish to join it and once you’re inside the circle of 
over 18,000 individuals, you can buy or sell patriotism, 
misogyny, politics, Bollywood, nationalism and even 
God.

Essentially, Sharing is Caring – Advertising Deals is 
a marketplace for social media pages. You can buy/sell 
Facebook, Twitter, Instagram pages, get paid for getting 
views on a video, offer to do SEO work for social media 
posts, rent pages and also create fake websites for 
potential buyers. The group’s agenda is simple – get 
paid for sensationalism. Alt News tracked several topics 
that are most popular on the group:

Decoded: The business of 
Facebook pages – selling Modi, 
God, patriotism and more

Alt News

Those of us even sparsely active on social media must have at some point of scrolling through 
an ocean of posts come across images of Indian army soldiers, with the caption – “share if you 
are a true Indian”.

On August 6, 2018 Alt News ran a two-part investigation 
into how an entire underground network of closed/
secret Facebook groups are used to buy/sell Facebook 
to promote celebrities, army, sports and religion before 

rebranding the pages as political affiliates. The story 
illustrates how such online pages are then used to earn 
money by promoting fake/sleazy/low quality content.

The story revealed how the false propaganda machinery works.

IMPACT

Combating 
Fake News
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1. Modi and BJP
With the advent of the internet, social media has become 
a money-making factory. Facebook is no longer limited 
to connecting with friends and playing Farmville but a 
place to easily connect with potential buyers. As more 
and more people got politically active on Facebook, a 
silent market emerged.

Members of Sharing is Caring are not ignorant of the 
country’s political winds and their deals are in tandem 
with the same. There are numerous individuals on 
the group selling pages dedicated to PM Modi, often 
charging hefty amounts. For instance, in the example 
below, one of its members is offering a page related 
to the Prime Minister for Rs 0.12 cost per like (CPL). 
He claims to have 3,86,000 followers, meaning that his 
“hell active” page would fetch him Rs 46,320. A member 
who wishes to purchase a page dedicated to PM Modi 
is willing to pay up to Rs 0.09 CPL for a minimum of 9 
lakh followers. He is offering Rs 81,000.

Another related topic that we found commonly sold 
was BJP; APP, Congress, Rahul Gandhi, etc., weren’t 
popular choices.

A marketplace like Sharing is Caring exists because 
social media pages are a good source for making a 
quick buck. However, apart from monetary reasons, 
many members of Sharing is Caring are a part of 
the misinformation ecosystem. Two examples that we 
picked up are Ankit Pandey and Rajesh Jindal. Alt News 
has in the past written articles on both these individuals.

Ankit Pandey
In a May 2017 article, we chronicled the activities of 
Pandey – how he made a mint in sleazy and pro-BJP 
websites that supplied regular content to Facebook 
pages.

His website, InsistPost, isn’t as active as it used to 
be but a Facebook page by the same name has quite 
a presence. Insist (the name of the page was changed 
to ‘Insist’ from ‘Insist Post’ in May 2018) has nearly 15.3 
lakh followers. A scroll through the page shows that it 
regularly shares articles by numerous websites. All of 
these articles are either misogynistic, politically charged 
or related to God, among others.

Pandey’s social media profiles have several pictures 
of him posing with senior leaders of BJP like Amit Shah, 
Smriti Irani and BJP IT Cell head Amit Malviya.

Ankit Pandey is a member of Sharing is Caring from 
two Facebook IDs (1 and 2).

We followed his conversations on the group and found 
him wanting to buy Facebook pages and websites. As 
Pandey is a recent member (from his personal IDs), 
there were only a couple of chats we could track.

Rajesh Jindal
In an article published last year, Alt News revealed the 
workings of Rajesh Jindal – the man behind Hindutva.
info.  A Facebook event by Blog’s creed stated that 
Jindal makes more than Rs 10 lakh per month.

A scroll through Jindal’s Facebook profile is enough 
to reveal his propaganda. Not only does he share posts 
praising the government, but his profile is filled with fake 

news. In one of his posts, he can also be seen speaking 
at an event by Swadeshi Jagaran Manch, which is 
affiliated to RSS.

He had also posted a picture with BJP Haryana MLA 
Gian Chand Gupta.

Rajesh Jindal has been a part of Sharing is Caring 
for six months now (at the time of writing this article).

He is quite an active member. In one of his posts, he 
writes, “If someone does not have money to start a big 
page but knows instant (article) work, etc., I will provide 
money. Come on inbox.”

In another post, he is offering to buy 20 pages with 
a combined following of 1 million. The categories he is 
interested in are ‘bhakti (devotion)’ and ‘cricket’.

There are several other such offers from Jindal.
 While there are many more such individuals profiting 

from running Facebook pages, the focus of this article 
is Sharing is Caring and what sells most on the group.

2. Indian army
One of the simplest ways to engage people is to stroke 
their beliefs and things they are most passionate about, 
which explains the numerous offers of Indian army 
pages. Members are not only buying and selling these 
pages but also offering them for rent.

There are also rate cards mentioning the CPL of 
pages.

The video below shows the popularity of Indian army 
pages on Sharing is Caring.

3. Girls
One of the most trending topics on the group is “girls”. 
Members of Sharing is Caring regularly make deals on 
pages that feature images of women, Instagram being 
a popular platform.

What’s even more astonishing is that pages are 
started with random names of girls and are sold once 
they get popular. We found a member selling a page 
named Neha Kumari. It has a following of over a lakh 
and all that the page does is share images of girls and 
women.

Misogynistic content is a quick way to gain followers. 
Once this is achieved, pages are renamed and its 
content completely altered, though this may not be the 
norm.

It has been observed that pages started with names of 
random women and actresses are metamorphosed into 
political pages. Alt News had in the past come across a 

Facebook page ‘Rashmi Patel 1 Million Fan’s’ which is 
now called ‘NAMO 2019 – We Support Narendra Modi‘. 
The page has over 4 lakh followers.

This pattern is also noticeable in Sharing is Caring, 
where people are offering pages, including “girls pages”, 
with the option of renaming.

4. Bollywood
Bollywood is yet another favourite topic of the group. 
They offer deals on celebrity pages and a lot of times 
give the option to rename the pages. But more often 
than not, you’ll find pages dedicated to actresses 
selling more than those dedicated to actors. Below is 
a screenshot of a conversation on the group where 
one of the members declines the offer of an actor page 
because it wouldn’t fetch him the needed “activeness”.

5. Cricket
As the most popular sport in the country, cricket could 
not be left behind in Sharing is Caring. One of the 
members offered a Dhoni page with 3.5 lakh followers 
for Rs 24,500. Another member was selling a 20,000 
followers cricket page for Rs 5,500.

Members seem to have a fair understanding of social 
media, which explains the buying and selling of not only 
Facebook/Instagram pages dedicated to the sport but 
also pages dedicated to popular players like Dhoni and 
Kohli.

6. Devotion
By this point in the article, Alt News was hitting random 
searches and we came across another popular tropic – 
pages dedicated to God, devotion and religion. One of 
the members on the group was offering two pages with 
a combined following of nearly 7.5 lakh for Rs 1.5 lakh 
(in the collage below).

One of the admins of the group offered a total of four 
pages (combined following of 5 million) and mentioned 
that the pages are a part of the same “brand”.

We have noticed the proclivity of individuals to open 
multiple Facebook pages in the past well. For instance, 
a member of another Facebook group ‘Vote 4 BJP,’ 
which has over 9 lakh members, urged people to follow 
another group called – “100 crore rashtravadi Hindus ka 
group (add hote hi 50 Hindus ko add kare)”. In merely 2 
months, it has over 33,000 followers.

This group is owned by the Facebook page ‘Namo- 
Mission 2019’, which was created in March 2018 and 
has already gained nearly 1.3 lakh followers.

7. Jokes, shayaris and love
Humour sells in the group too, and a lot of times, with 
the option of changing it to something completely 
different. In the screenshot below, a member is offering 
a “love shayari” page with over 1.2 lakh following. He 
adds that the option to rename and/or merge the page  
(with other pages) is available and asks people 
to start bidding above Rs 4,500. There are  
many more such deals on pages related to love, jokes 
and shayari.

8. Buying and selling followers/views
It is the number of followers that make a page/account 
on social media popular and decides its influential 
power.

While a Facebook page is easy to start, supplying 
regular “viral” content to increase followers might be 
time-consuming. Sharing is Caring recognised this 
demand; its member can be seen giving rate cards 
for Instagram and Facebook followers, selling 5,000 
followers for merely Rs 100.

A page’s popularity also depends on its likes and the 
views its posts can garner. A member was selling 500 
likes for Rs 20; another member was charging Rs 0.50 
per Instagram view.

But it isn’t always possible to buy real views in large 
quantities, and if Facebook’s algorithm favours popular 
content, yours might stay hidden in a corner despite 
your page having lakhs of likes. This is where fake views 
come into play. A lot of people on Sharing is Caring 
ask for deals on “fake views” for Facebook and Youtube 
videos.

 

9. Fake offer websites
Alt News had recently published a story on fake 
government offers doing rounds on WhatsApp, claiming 
that the Prime Minister is giving away free helmets and 
bicycles. The message included a link that opened up 
a form, which asked for your personal details, including 
residential address. The one-page form had at least 
two Google ads. Last year, another WhatsApp forward 
claimed that PM Modi is giving free balance. This too 
redirected users to a form that asked for their name, 
phone number, mobile service operator and the state 
of residence.

We found similar websites selling on Sharing is 
Caring. There were many others too offering websites 
with fake Paytm offers and Patanjali SIM cards.

 While at face value such websites might seem 
harmless, their repercussions could be massive. 
Recently, a fake poll doing rounds on Whatsapp 
asked for people’s preference for Ram Mandir  
or Babri Masjid in Ayodhya. The communally-
charged fake website only had a polling form  
a d o r n i n g  G o o g l e  a d s .  
When the desire to make money surpasses ethics, it 
gives birth to such provocative content.

While reading through Facebook’s terms and 
conditions, Alt News found that a Facebook employee 
explicitly mentions that buying and selling pages is 
against the website’s policy.

Members also seem to be aware of this regulation, as 
we inferred from a lot of conversations.

Despite the violation, thousands of individuals on 
Sharing is Caring are making deals every day; and this 
is only one such group we have written about.

Alt News had in the earlier article of this series 
revealed how Facebook pages drive enormous traffic 
to sleazy websites to make money. Our next article 
will elaborate further on the business model of these 
Facebook pages and websites. n
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E
ven a casual look a the video will make it ap-
parent that there are serious issues with lip 
sync in the video. Alt News decided to dig 
deeper into this and do an audio analysis of 
the above video. We examined this video from 

3 independent sources.

Suspect Audio Waveform
We analysed the three videos using an audio editing 
software called Audacity. What is observed consistently 
across all the three videos is that in two spots in the 
video, the volume or the audio level is ZERO (circled).

If you listen to the video, you’ll hear a sound of a 
vehicle in the background, one which resembles a tuktuk. 
There is also other kinds of commotion going on in the 
background that is audible. However, all that background 
noise becomes ZERO at the above mentioned time 
intervals which raises the initial suspicions about this 
video and its authenticity.

There is no audio-video sync
As we mentioned earlier, the very first observation 
about the video was that it didn’t seem to have lip sync. 
To ascertain whether the audio and video are in sync, 
we examined individual frames from the video against 
the audio waveform.

For those who are interested in knowing how to break 
down a video into individual frames, we used ffmpeg 
which is a cross-platform video editor. The following 
highlighted command will break down the video into 
individual frames at a rate of 30 frames per second and 
add a timestamp to the top left. The timestamp reflects 
the position of an individual frame with respect to the 
start of the video.

A zip file with all the frames obtained using the above 
command can be downloaded here.

From the above images, we created various collages 
to see the lip positions of the subjects in the video. The 
following collage has frames from 3.100 seconds to 
3.767 seconds of the video.

As can be seen in the above collage, only the person 
on the right has his mouth visibly open while the other 

two people have their mouth shut. The person on the 
right has his mouth visibly open from 3.200 seconds 
to 3.700 seconds. If the audio and video are in sync, 
the audio waveform should show increased audio levels 
during this period. Does it?

The audio waveform shows almost nil audio levels 
in the duration 3.250 seconds to 3.500 seconds. This 
shows that while the subject on the right had his 
mouth open and is visibly exulting, the audio for the 
corresponding period doesn’t match and shows close 
to nil audio levels. This shows that the audio and video 
are not in sync.

The above observations necessitate that the video 
be examined by a certified forensic laboratory for its 
authenticity. With so many easy-to-use software tools 
available which allows one to dub an audio over an 
existing video, news channels or journalists shouldn’t be 
propagating such videos without doing an independent 
analysis of their own.

Videos like the one above can cause friction between 
communities of an area and can be used as part of 
a political agenda. It is therefore of utmost importance 
that when these videos become viral, extra care must 
be taken before mainstream media further popularises 
such videos.

Two persons have been reportedly arrested with 
regards to the above video and we hope that police 
investigation will throw further light on the authenticity 
of the video. The audio analysis of the videos  
circulating on social media raise several red flags 
and hence a detailed forensic analysis of the video  
should be done. n

Audio analysis of the viral 
Araria video with alleged pro-
Pak slogans raises suspicions

Alt-News

After BJP’s loss in Araria, Bihar, in the bypoll elections, a video has become viral which is 
allegedly from Araria and where it is being claimed that supporters of the winning candidate 
Sarfaraz Alam are raising pro-Pakistan slogans. The video can be seen below.

On March 16, 2018 Alt News published its analysis of 
a viral video from Araria, Bihar where three boys were 
“caught” raising seditious slogans. Alt News found that 
the audio and video were not in sync.

The forensic fact-checking by Alt News helped to mitigate 
the incendiary effect of the mainstream media’s coverage 
based on the assumption that the video was genuine. 
There was little attempt made by news outlets to verify the 
original video. Alt News’ findings were relayed later by many 
media outlets. The website believes that its intervention 
shook popular perception, which indirectly aided the boys’ 
legal case. Currently, all three are out on bail.

IMPACT

Combating 
Fake News
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The Malayalam online portal Azhimukham carried a 
hard-hitting series over several months on the murky 

land deals by senior clergy of the Syro-Malabar 
Church in Kerala.

The scandal finally forced Cardinal George Alencherry to 
step down from administrative responsibilities. A criminal 
case was registered against him. What started out as a 
gossipy tidbit ended up being investigated seriously and 
mainstreamed by Azhimukham.

Business

IMPACT

`‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v]_\b‑ns‑e {‑Iat‑¡S‑nÂ 
Deª‑p FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]X; Bt‑c‑m]W§f‑ps‑S 
I‑p´a‑p\ a‑mÀ Bet‑©c‑n¡‑v t‑\s‑c 
c‑mt‑Ij‑v k\Â

Azhimukham

Dd t‑]‑mb D ‑̧v he‑ns‑̈ d‑nª‑p Ifb‑pI F¶‑mW‑v. aä‑pÅhc‑mÂ 
h‑ni‑z‑mk‑w \ãs‑¸« Hc‑phs‑â I‑mc‑y¯‑ns‑e¶t‑]‑ms‑e... 
FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑nÂ \S¶ 

‑̀qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑nÂ AX‑nc‑q]X‑m[‑y£s‑â t‑]c‑nÂ Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡s‑̧ S‑p¶ 
I‑pä ‑̄nÂ Bc‑v̈ ‑v‑w _‑nj ‑̧v Ic‑vZ‑nj\‑mÄ a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑v‑n Bet‑©c‑nb‑ps‑S 
I‑mc‑y¯‑nÂ k`‑mh‑ni‑mh‑mk‑nIf‑v¡‑p‑w] k`s‑b {‑]X‑n\‑n[‑m\‑w 
s‑N¿‑p¶ s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑v¡‑p‑w  Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ Dï‑mb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑p‑w h‑ni‑z‑mk‑w 
\ãs‑¸SÂ Xs‑¶b‑ms‑W¶‑mW‑v SAVE ARCHDIOCESE 
CAMPAIGN Â A‑wK§f‑mb s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIf‑p‑w 
]db‑p¶X‑v. C§s‑\s‑b‑mc‑p X«‑n ‑̧v AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S Nc‑n{‑X ‑̄nÂ 
CX‑mZ‑ya‑mb‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w C\‑nb‑n¯c ‑̄nÂ H¶‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
I‑og‑nÂ \S¡‑mX‑nc‑n¡‑m\‑pa‑mW‑v X§f‑ps‑S t‑]‑mc‑m«s‑a¶‑p‑w ChÀ 
]db‑p¶‑p.

2015 a‑pXÂ FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
k‑m¼ ‑̄nIþ ‑̀qa‑n CS]‑mS‑pIs‑f¡‑pd‑n ‑̈v ]e Dl‑mt‑]‑ml§f‑p‑w {‑]
Nc‑n¡‑pIb‑pï‑ms‑b¶‑p‑w C‑u h‑njb ‑̄ns‑â \‑nPØ‑nX‑ns‑b¡‑pd‑n ‑̈v 
At‑\‑zj‑n¨t‑̧ ‑mÄ e ‑̀n¨ h‑nhc§Ä AX‑nc‑q]Xs‑b k‑v--t‑\l‑n¡‑p¶ 
Bs‑cb‑p‑w s‑R«‑n¸‑n¡‑p¶X‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]X k‑wc£W 
I‑m¼b‑ns‑â `‑mKa‑mb ]‑pt‑c‑ml‑nX³ ]db‑p¶‑p.

AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v s‑s‑]X‑rI k‑z ‑̄mb‑n I‑n«‑nb‑n«‑pÅ ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v 
N‑neÀ t‑Nc‑v¶‑v  IÅ¡¨hS‑w \S ‑̄n k`t‑bb‑p‑w h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIs‑fb‑p‑w 
Hc‑pt‑]‑ms‑e h©‑n¨‑v k‑z‑mc‑v°he‑m`‑w t‑\S‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑mW‑v 
a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vPs‑‑v Bet‑©c‑ns‑¡X‑nt‑c Bt‑£]‑w D¶b‑n¡‑p¶hÀ 
]db‑p¶X‑v. FÃ‑mhc‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w I®‑ne‑vs‑]‑mIS‑nb‑n«‑v \S¯‑ms‑a¶‑p 
h‑nN‑mc‑n¨ C‑u `‑qa‑nI‑p‑w`t‑I‑mW‑w s‑hf‑n¨¯‑nÂ h¶t‑¸‑mÄ 
AX‑ns‑\ {‑]X‑nt‑c‑m[‑n¡‑m³ t‑]‑me‑p‑w Ig‑nb‑ms‑X‑, F¶‑mÂ 
[‑mc‑vj‑vT‑y‑w  \‑ndª s‑]c‑pa‑mä ‑̄ms‑S k‑zb‑w c£‑ns‑̈ S‑p¡‑m\‑pÅ 
h‑y{‑KXb‑mW‑v I‑pä‑w s‑Nb‑vXhÀ I‑mW‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. \‑n§Ä t‑hWs‑a¦‑nÂ 
t‑I‑mSX‑nb‑nÂ t‑]‑mbt‑¡‑mf‑q F¶‑p ]db‑p¶ Al¦‑mc‑w t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w 
s‑N¿s‑¸S‑ps‑a¶‑p‑w h‑yàa‑mb s‑Xf‑nh‑pIf‑mW‑v Bc‑v¨‑v‑m _‑nj¸‑v 
Df‑vs‑¸bs‑Sb‑pÅhc‑vs‑¡‑nX‑ns‑c DÅs‑X¶‑p‑w C‑u h‑njbh‑pa‑mb‑n 
_Ôs‑̧ «‑v {‑]X‑y£ kac ‑̄n\‑p hs‑c X¿‑md‑mI‑p¶ s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]
db‑p¶X‑v. s‑s‑Zhi‑mk\‑w XÅ‑n¡fb‑p¶ Xc ‑̄ne‑pÅ {‑]hc‑v̄ ‑n 
IÄ s‑N¿‑p¶hc‑ps‑S {‑]X‑n\‑n[‑nIf‑mb‑n h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIf‑v¡‑nhSb‑nÂ {‑]
hc‑v̄ ‑n\t‑¡ï‑n hc‑p¶X‑v k‑zb‑w A]a‑m\‑n¡s‑̧ Se‑mI‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑p‑w 
ChÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑m«‑p¶‑p.

AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S s‑s‑]X‑rI k‑z ‑̄ph‑ne‑v̧  \b‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑̧ «‑v 
\S¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v h³ {‑Iat‑¡S‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w t‑I‑mS‑nIf‑ps‑S \ãh‑p‑w 
k‑m¼ ‑̄nI_‑m[‑yXb‑pa‑mW‑v Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v Dï‑m¡‑n 
h¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡‑m³ ChÀ \‑nc¯‑p¶ h‑mZ§Ä 
]eX‑mW‑v.

Ct‑¸‑mÄ Dbc‑v¶‑p  h¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¸I\b‑ns‑e 
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{‑Iat‑¡S‑pIf‑v¡‑p  ]‑pds‑a `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑¸«‑p‑w 
h³ X«‑n¸‑v \S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑mW‑v Bt‑c‑m]W‑w. t‑hï‑ms‑b¶‑p 
X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨ s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v s‑{‑]‑mPÎ‑n\‑v a‑mÀ Bet‑©c‑n 
a‑p\‑vs‑s‑IUs‑bS‑p¯‑v \S¯‑nb CS]‑mS‑pIf‑mW‑v Ct‑¸‑mgs‑¯ 
`‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¸a\b‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑¸« Ag‑naX‑nb‑nt‑e¡‑v {‑i² 
s‑I‑ms‑ï ‑̄n¨s‑X¦‑ne‑p‑w CX‑n\‑pa ‑̧pd‑w Ag‑naX‑nIÄ AX‑nc‑q]
Xb‑v¡‑pÅ‑nÂ \S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑mW‑v X§Ä At‑\‑zj‑n¨t‑¸‑mÄ 
a\k‑ne‑mbs‑X¶‑v Bt‑£]‑w Dbc‑v¯‑p ¶hÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. 
s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v Bc‑w`‑n¡‑ms‑\¶ t‑]c‑nÂ aä‑qc‑nÂ 
23.22G¡À h‑m§‑m³ t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯X‑nÂ Xs‑¶ he‑nb 
IÅ¯c‑w \S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑p ]db‑p¶‑p. 43.21 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] 
Øe‑w h‑m§‑m³ s‑Neh‑n«t‑̧ ‑mÄ C‑u t‑]c‑nÂ k‑u ‑̄v C ‑́y³ 
_‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]X t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯X‑v 58 t‑I‑mS‑n‑! 43 
t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] a‑m{‑X‑w h‑nehc‑p¶ ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m³ 58 t‑I‑mS‑n t‑e‑m¬ 
FS‑p¯X‑n\‑v D¯ca‑nÃ. _‑m¡‑n h¶ 15 t‑I‑mS‑n F´‑n\‑v D]
t‑b‑mK‑n¨‑p F¶X‑n\‑p‑w ad‑p]S‑nb‑nÃ‑! C‑u ]W‑w IÅ¸Wa‑mb‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]X DSaØ\‑v \e‑vI‑n‑nt‑b‑m? hI a‑mä‑n D]t‑b‑mK‑nt‑¨‑m? 
At‑X‑m Bs‑c¦‑ne‑p‑w s‑s‑I¡e‑m¡‑nt‑b‑m? t‑N‑mZ‑y§f‑vs‑¡‑mD¶‑p‑w 
D¯ca‑nÃ. ]t‑£ H¶‑pï‑v‑, 58 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯X‑n\‑v 
Ig‑nª a‑q¶‑phc‑vj‑w§f‑mb‑n GIt‑Zi‑w 18 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] (Hc‑p 
hc‑vj‑wc Bd‑pt‑I‑mS‑n ]e‑ni F¶ \‑neb‑nÂ‑) AX‑nc‑q]X ]
e‑ni\b‑n¯‑nÂ s‑Neh‑n«‑n«‑pï‑v. C‑u ]W‑w Bc‑ps‑S s‑s‑Ib‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w t‑]‑mI‑p¶‑p? CShIIf‑v¡‑vS I‑n«‑p¶ hc‑pa‑m\¯‑ns‑â 
Hc‑p ]¦‑v AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑nt‑e¡‑v \e‑vI‑p‑w‑p. C§s‑\ I‑n«‑p¶ ]
Wa‑mW‑v ]e‑nibSb‑v¡‑m³ D]t‑b‑mK‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. AX‑mbX‑v ]
hs‑̧ « h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIf‑ps‑SbS¡‑w ]Wa‑mW‑v Hc‑p k‑wL‑w Ahc‑ps‑S 
IÅ¯c§f‑v¡‑v  D]t‑b‑mK‑n¡‑p¶X‑v; ]‑nS‑nbc‑n t‑iJc‑n¨‑p‑w 
aä‑p‑w hc‑pa‑m\‑w Dï‑m¡‑n hfc‑vs‑¶‑m]c‑p AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑mW‑nX‑v. 
AX‑mW‑v C¶‑v N‑neÀ t‑Nc‑v¶‑v  X§f‑ps‑S k‑z‑mc‑v°‑vt‑\«§f‑v¡‑m 
b‑n D]t‑b‑mK‑n¡‑p¶X‑v; s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p.

t‑e‑m¬ _‑m[‑yX X‑oc‑v¡‑m‑vs‑\¶‑mW‑v X‑r¡‑m¡c‑, acS‑v‑, 
s‑h®e‑, I‑m¡\‑mS‑v F¶‑nh‑nS§f‑ns‑e‑ms‑¡b‑pÅ Øe§Ä 
h‑näX‑n\‑p I‑mcW‑w ]db‑p¶X‑v. AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ 
X‑pï‑p `‑qa‑nIf‑mW‑v h‑näs‑X¶‑mW‑v \‑y‑mb‑w. \Kc`‑mK¯‑v 
e£§Ä s‑kâ‑n\‑v h‑nehc‑p¶ `‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v X‑pï‑p `‑qa‑ns‑b¶‑v 
\‑nÊ‑mchX‑vIc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. C‑u h‑ne‑v¸a\ t‑]‑me‑p‑w X‑nI¨‑p‑w 
t‑K‑m]‑ya‑mb‑n«‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p \S ‑̄nbX‑v. AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ 
s‑s‑hZ‑nI ka‑qlt‑a‑m e£¡W¡‑n\‑v h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIf‑p‑w Ad‑nb‑ms‑X‑, 
Ht‑¶‑mct‑ï‑m t‑]c‑ps‑S X‑mX‑v]c‑y¯‑n\‑v ]‑pd¯‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p 
CX‑v. Bt‑e‑mN\ ka‑nX‑n‑, k‑m¼¯‑nI‑mc‑y ka‑nX‑n‑, s‑s‑hZ‑nI 
ka‑nX‑n‑, ]‑mÌÀ ka‑nX‑n t‑]‑ms‑e ]e ka‑nX‑nIf‑p‑w Dï‑mb‑n«‑p‑w 
t‑I‑mS‑n¡W¡‑n\‑p h‑nehc‑p¶ `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑v \S¡‑pt‑¼‑mÄ 
Bc‑v ‑̈v‑n _‑nj ‑̧p‑w t‑{‑]‑mI‑y‑qäd‑p‑w h‑nI‑mÀ P\de‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡ a‑m{‑X‑w 
Adª‑p I¨hS‑w \S¯‑pI ]‑n¶‑oSt‑X¡‑pd‑n¨‑v t‑N‑mZ‑y§Ä 
Dbc‑pt‑¼‑mÄ BZ‑y‑w \‑nt‑j[‑n¡‑pI‑, ]‑n¶‑oS‑v A[‑nI‑mc¯‑ns‑â 
[‑mc‑vj‑vT‑y‑w I‑mW‑n¡‑pI; CX‑mW‑v \S¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w Bt‑£]‑w.

k`b‑ps‑S s‑s‑]X‑rIa‑mb k‑z ‑̄p¡f‑ps‑S ]c‑n]‑me\ ‑̄n\‑p‑w 
{‑Ibh‑n{‑Ib§f‑ne‑p‑w A\‑nXck‑m[‑mcWa‑mb {‑i²b‑p‑w t‑hï{‑X 
a‑ps‑¶‑mc‑p¡§f‑p‑w \‑nc‑v_cÔa‑mb‑p‑w ]‑me‑n ‑̈nc‑n¡Ws‑a¶‑mW‑v 
I‑mt‑\‑m³ \‑nba§Ä (I‑mt‑\‑m³ 1035‑, 1036‑, 1037‑, 1038‑, 1042‑, 
934) \‑nj‑v--Ic‑vj‑n ¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. k‑nh‑nÂ \‑nba§f‑vs‑¡‑m 
¸‑w I‑mt‑\‑m³ \‑nba§f‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w ]¨b‑mb e‑wL\a‑mW‑v 
Ct‑̧ ‑mgs‑̄  ̀ ‑qa‑n¡¨hS ‑̄nÂ \S¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑p s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ 
N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶‑p.

2016 P‑qW‑nÂ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S s‑s‑Ihia‑pÅ X‑r¡‑m¡c 
s‑s‑\]‑pW‑y k‑v--I‑qf‑n\‑v FX‑nc‑zLi‑w k‑ot‑]‑mc‑v«‑z Fbc‑vt‑]‑mcc‑v«‑v  
t‑d‑mUc‑nI‑ne‑pÅ 70.15 s‑kâ‑v‑, X‑r¡‑m¡c ̀ ‑mcX‑v a‑mX t‑I‑mt‑fP‑n\‑v 
FX‑nt‑c‑z‑mi ‑̄v k‑ot‑]‑mc‑v«‑v  Fbc‑vt‑]‑mIc‑v«‑v  t‑d‑mUc‑nI‑nÂ 62.33 
s‑kâ‑v‑, X‑r¡‑m¡c Ic‑pW‑mebt‑¯‑mS‑v t‑Nc‑v¶‑pI I‑nS¡‑p¶ 
Ht‑c¡À A©‑v s‑kâ‑v (C‑u `‑qa‑n AeI‑v--k‑nb³ {‑_t‑Zg‑v--k‑v 

P‑ohI‑mc‑pW‑y{‑]hc‑v¯k\§f‑vs‑¡ ¶ \‑n_Ô\b‑nÂ 
\e‑vI‑n‑yX‑mW‑v‑)‑, I‑m¡\‑mS‑v \‑ne]‑w]X‑nª a‑pIf‑nÂ I‑pk‑paK‑nc‑n 
Bi‑p]{‑X‑n¡‑v ka‑o]a‑pÅ 20 s‑kâ‑v (CX‑nÂ 10 s‑kâ‑v Bt‑c‑m 
s‑s‑It‑bd‑nbX‑mb‑n ]db‑p¶‑p‑)‑, s‑h®eb‑nÂ 23.05 s‑kâ‑v 
(C‑u Øe‑w a‑p\‑vt‑]‑mÀ Xs‑¶ e‑nk‑n Bi‑p]{‑X‑n¡‑v B[‑mc‑w 
s‑Nb‑vX‑p s‑I‑mS‑p¯X‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w ]db‑p¶‑p‑)‑, acS‑ne‑pÅ 52 s‑kâ‑v 
F¶‑n§s‑\ s‑a‑m ‑̄w a‑qt‑¶¡À 30 s‑kâ‑v Øe‑w 9‑,0‑,5000 c‑q]
b‑nÂ I‑pdb‑ms‑X s‑kâ‑n\‑v IW¡‑m¡‑n h‑ne‑v¸a\ s‑Nb‑vX‑p 
s‑I‑mS‑p¡Ws‑a¶ h‑yhØb‑nÂ X‑r¡‑m¡c h‑os‑I GP\‑vk‑oSk‑n 
(veekay agencies)s‑\ Ge‑v¸‑nb¡‑pIb‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑pht‑{‑X.

s‑kâ‑n\‑v 9‑,0‑,5000 c‑q] {‑]I‑mc‑w Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¸‑o\b‑ne‑qs‑S 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v I‑nt‑«ïX‑v 2986‑,50‑,000 c‑q]b‑mW‑v. {‑]k‑vX‑pX 
Øe§f‑nÂ s‑h®eb‑nt‑eb‑p‑w acS‑nt‑eb‑p‑w Hg‑ns‑Ib‑pÅ‑nS ‑̄v 
h‑ne‑v̧  \ \S¶‑p Ig‑nªX‑mb‑n \h‑w_À Bd‑n\‑v _k‑ne¡b‑nÂ 
\S¶ t‑b‑mK ‑̄nÂ Bc‑v̈ ‑v _‑nj ‑̧v Xs‑¶ h‑yàa‑m¡‑nb‑n«‑pï‑v. 
h‑ne‑v̧ ‑v\ \S¶ \‑me‑p Øe§f‑ps‑S Bs‑I h‑nk‑vX‑oc‑vW‑w‑v cï‑v 
G¡À 55 s‑kâ‑v. h‑ne‑v¸B\ h‑yhØb‑nÂ Bc‑v¨‑vS _‑nj¸‑v 
]dª‑nc‑p¶ h‑neb\‑pkc‑n¨‑v C‑u Øe§f‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w 
23‑,0775000 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v I‑nt‑«ïX‑mW‑v. C‑u ]
db‑p¶ \‑me‑v Øe§f‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w X‑od‑m[‑mc§f‑ne‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]
X‑m[‑y£³ H ‑̧ph ‑̈n«‑p‑w e ‑̀nt‑¡ï X‑pIb‑ps‑S ]I‑pX‑nt‑]‑me‑p‑w 
e`‑n¨‑n«‑nÃ. Bs‑I I‑n«‑nbX‑mb‑n Bc‑v¨‑v` _‑nj¸‑v Xs‑¶ ]
db‑p¶X‑v FX‑mï‑v F«‑pt‑I‑mS‑n c‑q]b‑mW‑v. Øe ‑̄n\‑v I‑nt‑«ï 
a‑pg‑ph³ X‑pIb‑p‑w I‑n«‑n t‑_‑m[‑ys‑¸«‑n«‑p a‑m{‑Xt‑a {‑]a‑mW‑w 
B[‑mc‑w s‑Nb‑vX‑p s‑I‑mS‑p¡‑mh‑q F¶ t‑b‑mK\‑n_Ô\ s‑Xä‑n ‑̈v‑, 
I‑nt‑«ï X‑pIb‑ps‑S ]I‑pX‑n t‑]‑me‑p‑w e ‑̀n¡‑ms‑X {‑]a‑mW ‑̄nÂ 
Bc‑v¨‑v _‑nj¸‑v H¸‑v h¨X‑v F´‑n\‑ms‑W¶‑mW‑v ]c‑mX‑n¡‑mÀ 
t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w Dbc‑v¯‑p‑v¶X‑v.

Bc‑v¨‑vN _‑nj¸‑v Ic‑vZ‑nc\‑mÄ a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑v\ Bet‑©c‑n 
H¸‑n«‑p \e‑vI‑nNb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ B[‑mc{‑]I‑mc‑w X‑r¡‑m¡cb‑ne‑p‑w 
I‑m¡\‑m«‑p‑w h‑ne‑v¸N\ \S¯‑nb Øe§Ä t‑¹‑m«‑pIf‑mb‑n 
X‑nc‑n¨‑mW‑v h‑nä‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. X‑r¡‑m¡c s‑s‑\]‑pW‑y k‑v--I‑qf‑n\‑v 
FX‑nc‑z‑mi‑w k‑ot‑]‑mc‑v«‑vI Fbc‑vt‑]‑mYc‑v«‑v  t‑d‑mUc‑nI‑nÂ 70.15 
s‑kâ‑v Øe‑w h‑nä‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v Gg‑v s‑Nd‑nb t‑¹‑m«‑pIf‑mb‑n«‑mW‑v. 
Hc‑p s‑kâ‑n\‑v bY‑m{‑Ia‑w 10‑,74‑,113‑, 7‑,55‑,813‑, 3‑,08‑,823 (4 t‑¹‑m«‑pIÄ‑)‑, 
3‑,09‑,343‑, 8‑,20‑,000 e£¯‑n\‑mW‑v C‑u Øe‑w h‑nä‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. 
bY‑mc‑v° ̄ ‑nÂ Ch‑ns‑S aä‑p hk‑vX‑p t‑{‑_‑m¡c‑va{‑‑m‑v- \e‑vI‑pY¶ 
h‑nhc‑w A\‑pkc‑n¨‑v Ch‑ns‑S s‑kâ‑n\‑v 22 e£‑w a‑pXÂ 25 
e£‑w hs‑c h‑nehc‑ps‑a¶‑mW‑v. At‑̧ ‑mg‑mW‑v 10 e£ ‑̄n\S‑p ‑̄v 
h‑neb‑n«‑v Øe‑w h‑ne‑v̧  \ \S¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. 22 e£‑w h ‑̈v h‑ne 
IW¡‑pI‑q«‑nb‑mÂ t‑]‑me‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v \ã‑w GIt‑Zi‑w 
11 t‑I‑mS‑n¡S‑p¯‑v.

‑̀mcXa‑mX‑m t‑I‑mt‑fP‑n\‑v FX‑nc‑zii ‑̄v k‑ot‑]‑mc‑v«‑v  Fbc‑vt‑]‑m‑qc‑v«‑v  
t‑d‑mUc‑nI‑nÂ 60.26 s‑kâ‑v Øe‑w k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o‑vk‑v F¶b‑mf‑v¡‑v  
h‑nä‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 3‑,99‑,70‑,000 c‑q]b‑v¡‑v. Ch‑ns‑S s‑kâ‑n\‑v h‑neb‑n«X‑v 
6‑,63‑,292 e£‑w. Ch‑nS‑ps‑¯ bY‑mc‑v°] h‑ne s‑kâ‑n\‑v 25 
e£¯‑n\S‑p¯‑v hc‑ps‑a¶‑p ]db‑p¶‑p. A§s‑\b‑mI‑pt‑¼‑mÄ 
C‑u I¨hS ‑̄ne‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v \ã‑w 11 t‑I‑mS‑n¡‑p a‑pIf‑nÂ 
(as‑ä‑mc‑p I‑mc‑y‑w‑, Ct‑X Øe‑w h‑m§‑m\‑ps‑ï¶ Bhi‑yh‑pa‑mb‑n 
_Ôs‑̧ «t‑̧ ‑mÄ Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ Øe ‑̄ns‑â DSaIf‑mbhÀ ]dª 
h‑ne s‑kâ‑n\‑v 32 e£‑w‑!). AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅX‑mW‑v 
`‑mcXa‑mX t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v. t‑I‑mt‑fP‑nt‑\‑mS‑v t‑Nc‑v¶‑pcÅ Øe‑w 
h‑nät‑¸‑mÄ h‑ne‑v¡‑p ¶ I‑mc‑y‑w t‑I‑mt‑fP‑nt‑\‑mS‑p t‑]‑me‑p‑w 
t‑N‑mZ‑n¨‑nÃ F¶X‑p‑w as‑ä‑mc‑mt‑£]‑w.

I‑pk‑paK‑nc‑nb‑nÂ cï‑p t‑¹‑m«‑pIf‑mb‑n X‑nc‑n ‑̈v \S ‑̄nb h‑ne‑v̧  
\b‑nÂ 12 e£‑w h‑me‑y‑ph‑pÅ‑nS¯‑v s‑kâ‑n\‑v 2‑,43‑,243 e£‑w 
\‑nÝb‑n¨‑v 4‑,81 s‑kâ‑v Øe‑w 11‑, 70‑,000 e£¯‑n\‑p h‑nät‑¸‑mÄ 
4.96 s‑kâ‑pÅ as‑ä‑mc‑p t‑¹‑m«‑v s‑kâ‑n\‑v 2‑,44‑,354 e£‑w s‑kâ‑n\‑v 
\‑nÝ‑nb‑n¨‑v 12‑,12‑,000 e£¯‑n\‑v h‑nä‑p. C‑u hIb‑nÂ AX‑nc‑q]
Xb‑v¡‑v \ã‑w 93 e£¯‑n\‑p a‑pIf‑nÂ.

Ic‑pW‑meb ‑̄n\S‑p ‑̄pÅ Øe‑w F«‑v t‑¹‑m«‑pIf‑m¡‑nb‑mW‑v 
h‑ne‑v¸I\ \S¯‑nbX‑v. Ch‑ns‑S s‑kâ‑n\‑v F«‑pe£‑w c‑q] 
AS‑nØ\ h‑neb‑pï‑v. F¶‑mÂ CX‑v bY‑m{‑Ia‑w‑, \‑me‑p‑w A©‑p‑w 
e£‑w c‑q]b‑v¡‑v AS‑p¯‑v h‑neb‑n«‑mW‑v h‑ne‑v¸‑v\ \S¯‑nbX‑v. 
H‑mt‑c‑m t‑¹‑m«‑n\‑p‑w C‑uhIb‑nÂ Dï‑mb \ã‑w s‑a‑m¯¯‑nÂ 
IW¡‑pI I‑q«‑pIb‑ms‑W¦‑nÂ GIt‑Zi‑w 15 t‑I‑mS‑n¡S‑p ‑̄mW‑v‑!

`‑qa‑n¡‑v I‑nt‑«ï bY‑mc‑v°\ h‑net‑b¡‑mÄ hfs‑c I‑pd¨‑v 
h‑ne‑v¸ \ \S¶‑nc‑n¡‑pt‑¼‑mÄ C‑u Øe§f‑v¡‑y AS‑nØ‑m\ 
h‑ne \‑nÝb‑n¨X‑mc‑ms‑W¶ t‑N‑mZ‑yh‑p‑w t‑ae‑z‑n‑zc‑n¨ IW¡‑p¡Ä 
]db‑p¶X‑ns‑\‑m ‑̧w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ t‑N‑mZ‑n¡‑p¶‑p. I‑mt‑\‑m³ \‑nba§Ä 
Ic‑vi\\a‑mb‑n Bhi‑ys‑̧ S‑p¶ expert written evaluation 
Bc‑nÂ \‑n¶‑mW‑v e`‑n¨s‑X¶‑p h‑yàa‑mt‑IïX‑ps‑ï¶‑p‑w ]
c‑mX‑n¡‑mÀ D¶b‑n¡‑p¶‑p. CX‑ns‑\‑m¸a‑mW‑v as‑ä‑mc‑p {‑][‑m\ 
Bt‑c‑m]Wh‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]X k‑wc£W I‑m¼b‑n³ A‑wK§Ä 
Dbc‑v¯‑p ¶X‑v. `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¸ \ \S¯‑m³ Hc‑nS¯‑p‑w ]ck‑y‑w 
\e‑vI‑m]s‑X h‑ot‑I GP\‑vk‑o\k‑ns‑\ N‑paXe Ge‑v¸‑n ¨X‑v 
F´‑ps‑I‑mï‑v? AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑pï‑mb \ã‑w e‑m`a‑mbX‑v 
Bc‑vs‑¡‑m s‑¡b‑mW‑v?

h‑nä Øe§f‑ps‑S X‑pIb‑mb‑n 27 t‑I‑mS‑nb‑mW‑v AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v 
CS\‑ne¡‑mc³ \e‑vt‑IXïX‑v. CX‑nÂ s‑I‑mS‑p¯‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 
H¼X‑p t‑I‑mS‑n. _‑m¡‑n 18 t‑I‑mS‑n. t‑\‑m«‑p \‑nt‑c‑m[\h‑p‑w 
aä‑p‑w h¶X‑ps‑I‑mï‑mW‑v _‑m¡‑n X‑pI \e‑vI‑mI³ X‑mak‑w 
hc‑p¶s‑X¶ \‑y‑mb¯‑nÂ CS\‑ne¡‑mc‑pt‑SX‑mb t‑I‑m«¸«‑n‑, 
t‑Zh‑nI‑pf‑w F¶‑nh‑nS§f‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v C‑uS‑v h ‑̈p. 
F¶‑mÂ C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑nIf‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑̧ «‑v Dbc‑v¶‑p  h¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ 
k‑wib§f‑p‑w Bt‑£]§f‑p‑w Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ ]dªX‑ne‑p‑w he‑pX‑v...

AX‑nc‑q]X‑m²‑y£s‑âb‑p‑w kl‑mb‑nIf‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w t‑aÂ 
h‑ni‑z‑mk‑w ]‑qc‑vW]a‑mb‑n \ãs‑¸S‑p¯‑p¶ IÅ¯c§f‑mW‑v 
C\‑nb‑pa‑pÅs‑X¶‑mW‑v h‑ni‑zk‑n ka‑qlh‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nI k‑wL§f‑p‑w 
]dª‑p X‑pSc‑p¶X‑v...
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IS¯‑n\‑p t‑aÂ IS‑w Ibä‑p¶ ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§e‑pIÄ; 
FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]X h³ k‑m¼ ‑̄nI 
I‑pg¸¯‑nÂ

FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ `‑qa‑n 
h‑ne‑v̧ ‑w\b‑nÂ \S¶X‑mb‑n ]dbs‑̧ S‑p¶ {‑Iat‑¡S‑pIÄ t‑]‑ms‑e 
Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑n\‑p ]‑n¶‑ne‑p‑w DÅX‑v. ka‑o]I‑me ‑̄mb‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S t‑]c‑nÂ a‑q¶‑p Øe§Ä h‑m§‑nb‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑mW‑v 
SAVE ARCHDIOCESE CAMPAIGN A‑wK§Ä ]
db‑p¶X‑v. CX‑nÂ {‑][‑m\s‑̧ «X‑mb‑n ChÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 
aä‑qc‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v. FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
t‑aÂ \‑nI ‑̄m\‑mh‑m¯ k‑m¼ ‑̄nI _‑m[‑yX AS‑nt‑̈ e‑v ‑̧n ̈  
Hc‑p `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p Cs‑X¶‑mW‑v Bt‑£]‑w.

Z‑oc‑vL]h‑o£Wt‑a‑m aX‑nb‑mb Hc‑p¡t‑a‑m CÃ‑ms‑X s‑aU‑n¡Â 
t‑I‑mt‑fP‑ns‑\¶ t‑]c‑nÂ aä‑qÀ `‑mK¯‑v 23.22 G¡À `‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v 
AX‑nc‑q]X h‑m§‑nbX‑v. `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑p¶X‑n\‑mb‑n 43 t‑I‑mS‑n 
21 e£‑w c‑q]b‑mW‑v B[‑mc{‑]I‑mc‑w AX‑nc‑q]X DSaØ\‑v 
\e‑vI‑nXbX‑v. F¶‑mÂ Ct‑X hk‑vX‑ph‑ns‑â CS]‑mS‑ns‑\¶ 
t‑]c‑nÂ k‑u¯‑v C\‑vU‑y\³ _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]X 
t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 59 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q]. 43 t‑I‑mS‑nt‑b‑mf‑w 
c‑q] a‑m{‑X‑w h‑ne hc‑p¶ `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑n\‑v t‑hï‑n F´‑n\‑mW‑v 
C{‑Xb‑p‑w c‑q] t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯s‑X¶ t‑N‑mZ‑y¯‑n\‑v AX‑nc‑q]
X‑m[‑y£³ h‑yàa‑mb ad‑p]S‑n \e‑vI‑pX¶‑ns‑Ã¶X‑v Bt‑£]‑w 
D¶b‑n¡‑p¶hÀ \‑nc´c‑w Dbc‑v¯‑p ¶ t‑N‑mZ‑ya‑mW‑v. C‑u 
t‑e‑mW‑ns‑â ]e‑nib‑mb‑n Ig‑nª a‑q¶‑phc‑vj‑qa‑mb‑n 18 t‑I‑mS‑n 
c‑q] AX‑nc‑q]X AS ‑̈nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑p‑w t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w s‑N¿s‑̧ S‑pIb‑mW‑v. 
CX‑p t‑]‑ms‑e as‑ä‑mc‑p `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑mW‑v t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nt‑eX‑v. 2017 
G{‑]‑nÂ Gg‑n\‑mW‑v t‑I‑mXa‑wKe¯‑p \‑n¶‑p‑w 10 I‑nt‑e‑ma‑oäÀ 
AIs‑eb‑mb‑n t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nÂ h\t‑aJet‑b‑mS‑v t‑Nc‑v¶‑v‑n 25 G¡À 

Øe‑w h‑m§‑nbX‑v. CX‑n\‑mb‑n k‑u¯‑v C\‑vU‑y‑v³ _‑m¦‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w 4 t‑I‑mS‑n A¼X‑pe£‑w c‑q]b‑p‑w s‑^UdÂ _‑m¦‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w Hc‑p t‑I‑mS‑n 50 e£‑w c‑q]b‑p‑w t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑p.

C‑u Øe‑w h‑m§‑nbX‑n\‑p ]‑n¶‑nÂ as‑ä‑mc‑p X‑nc‑nad‑nb‑p‑w 
Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡s‑¸S‑p¶‑p. AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑nÂ Dï‑mb‑nc‑p¶ 
I‑m¡\‑ms‑« Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¡‑me³ Ge‑v̧ ‑nB¨ CS\‑ne¡‑mc\‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w _‑m¡‑nb‑mb‑n I‑n«‑m\‑pÅ 18 t‑I‑mS‑ns‑¡‑m¸‑w t‑e‑m¬ 
FS‑p¯ Bd‑p t‑I‑mS‑nb‑p‑w I‑qS‑n a‑pS¡‑n s‑a‑m ‑̄w 24 t‑I‑mS‑n¡‑mW‑v 
t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbs‑X¶‑mW‑v  Bt‑c‑m]W‑w. C{‑Xb‑p‑w 
X‑pI a‑pS¡‑n h‑m§‑nb ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑mIs‑« Ig‑nª 22 hc‑vjb§f‑mb‑n 
h‑ne‑v¡‑m \‑n«‑n«‑p‑w h‑nä‑pt‑]‑mh‑mX‑nc‑p¶ h\t‑aJeb‑ne‑vs‑¸ « 
Øeh‑p‑w‑! s‑kâ‑n\‑v a‑p¸X‑n\‑mb‑nc‑w t‑]‑me‑p‑w h‑neb‑nÃ‑m¯ 
C‑u `‑qa‑n AX‑nc‑q]X h‑m§‑nbX‑mb‑n ]db‑p¶X‑v 96‑,000 c‑q] 
s‑kâ‑n\‑v \e‑vI‑n‑nb‑p‑w. I‑m¡\‑ms‑«b‑p‑w X‑r¡‑m¡cb‑nt‑eb‑p‑w 
`‑qa‑n h‑näX‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w I‑n«‑m\‑pÅ X‑pIb‑ps‑S I‑mc‑y¯‑nÂ 
Dï‑mb I_f‑n ‑̧n¡e‑p‑w Ac£‑nX‑mhØb‑pa‑mW‑v C‑u Øe‑w 
C‑uS‑mb‑n Fg‑pX‑n h‑m§‑m³ AX‑nc‑q]X \‑nc‑v_‑pÔ‑nXa‑mbX‑v. 
AX‑mbX‑v hk‑vX‑p I¨hS¡‑mc³ AX‑nkac‑v°ca‑mb‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]Xs‑b If‑n ‑̧n ‑̈nc‑n¡‑p¶‑p. F¶‑mÂ C‑u If‑n ‑̧n¡e‑n\‑v 
Ab‑mf‑v¡‑v  kl‑mb‑w s‑Nb‑vXhÀ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑pÅ‑nÂ 
Xs‑¶b‑pÅhc‑p‑w‑, bY‑mc‑v° ¯‑nÂ Ch‑ns‑S If‑n¸‑n¡s‑¸«X‑v 
k`b‑p‑w k`‑mh‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIf‑pa‑mW‑v. CX‑nÂ t‑\«‑w s‑I‑mb‑vXhÀ 
NX‑n¨X‑p‑w Ahs‑cb‑ms‑W¶‑p AX‑nc‑q]X k‑wc£W I‑m¼b‑n³ 
{‑]X‑n\‑n[‑nIÄ Bt‑£]‑w D¶b‑n¡‑p¶‑p.

C‑u Øe‑w AX‑nc‑q]X h‑m§‑ns‑b¶‑v aä‑pÅhÀ Ad‑nb‑p¶X‑v 
t‑\X‑rX‑z¯‑ne‑pÅhÀ ]dª‑n«Ã Fs‑¶‑mc‑mt‑c‑m]Wh‑pa‑pï‑v. 
t‑I‑m«¸‑pds‑¯ `‑qa‑nb‑nÂ AX‑nc‑q]X hI Øe‑w F¶ 
t‑_‑mc‑vU‑vX h¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v Iï‑v Bt‑c‑m t‑^‑mt‑«‑ms‑bS‑p¯‑v 
h‑mS‑v--k‑vB¸‑nÂ {‑]Nc‑n¸‑n¨t‑X‑ms‑Sb‑mW‑v ]e s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w 
C¡‑mc‑y‑w Ad‑nb‑p¶X‑v. Ig‑nª s‑k]‑vX‑w_d‑ns‑e s‑I‑mb‑v--
t‑\‑m\‑nb‑mb‑nÂ t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w Dbc‑v¶‑nt‑¸‑mÄ Øe‑w h‑m§‑n¨‑n«‑nÃ‑, 
]W‑w s‑I‑mS‑p¯‑n«‑nÃ‑, A©‑v G¡À `‑qa‑nZ‑m\‑w I‑n«‑nbX‑mW‑v 
Fs‑¶‑ms‑¡b‑mW‑v c‑q]X‑m[‑y£³ Df‑vs‑¸‑vs‑S ]dªs‑X¶‑p 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. C‑u `‑qa‑n 2017 G{‑]‑nÂ a‑mk‑w B[‑mc‑w 
s‑Nb‑vXX‑mW‑v. F¶‑n«‑mW‑v ]‑n¶‑oSs‑X¡‑pd‑n¨‑v ]e IÅ§f‑p‑w 
]dªs‑X¶‑p‑w h‑nac‑viIIÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑m«‑p¶‑p.

aä‑qc‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m³ 59 t‑I‑mS‑n t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p ‑̄v AX‑ns‑â 
]e‑nib‑n\ ‑̄nÂ hc‑vj‑wI Bd‑pt‑I‑mS‑n AS ‑̈ps‑I‑mï‑nc‑n¡‑pt‑¼‑mÄ 
Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v h‑oï‑p‑w Bd‑p t‑I‑mS‑n t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯X‑v. C‑u 
t‑e‑m¬ t‑]‑me‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ Hc‑p I½‑nä‑nb‑ne‑p‑w 
Bt‑e‑mN‑n¡‑ms‑X s‑Nb‑vXX‑mW¶‑p‑w Bt‑c‑m]W‑w.

as‑ä‑mc‑p `‑qa‑n h‑m§Â CS‑p¡‑nb‑ns‑e t‑Zh‑nI‑pf¯‑mW‑v. 
2017 s‑^{‑_‑phc‑n 22 \‑mW‑v t‑Zh‑nI‑pf‑w ]©‑mb¯‑nÂ 17 
G¡À `‑qa‑n Hc‑p t‑I‑mS‑n 60 e£‑w c‑q]b‑v¡‑v h‑m§‑nbX‑mb‑n 
]db‑p¶X‑v. C‑u X‑pIb‑p‑w _‑m¦‑v h‑mb‑v]. C‑u `‑qa‑nb‑mIs‑« 
Ik‑vX‑qc‑nc‑wK³ d‑nt‑¸‑mc‑v«‑n Â ]c‑nØ‑nX‑n Z‑pc‑v» {‑]t‑Zia‑mb‑n 
ASb‑mfs‑̧ S‑p ‑̄nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑p‑w. C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑v A[‑nI‑mcs‑̧ « 
Hc‑p I½‑nä‑nb‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w A\‑ph‑mZt‑¯‑ms‑Sb‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑ns‑Ã¶
‑v Bc‑v¨‑vd _‑nj¸‑v Ic‑vZ‑nb\‑mÄ a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑vX Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑v Xs‑¶ 2017 \h‑w_À Bd‑n\‑v I‑qS‑nb t‑b‑mK¯‑nÂ ]
ck‑ya‑mb‑n k½X‑n¨‑n«‑pa‑ps‑ï¶‑v ]db‑p¶‑p. `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m³ 
t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¡‑m³ Gs‑X¦‑ne‑p‑w I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI I½‑nä‑nb‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w A\‑ph‑mZ‑w I‑n«‑nb‑nc‑pt‑¶‑m F¶X‑p‑w k‑wiba‑mW‑v. 
C¡‑mc‑y§s‑fÃ‑m‑w k‑q£aa‑mb ]c‑nt‑i‑m[\b‑v¡‑v h ‑̈mÂ CX‑ns‑â 
]‑n¶‑ne‑pÅ h´‑m«‑n¸‑pIÄ ]‑pd¯‑p hc‑ps‑a¶‑mW‑v SAVE  
ARCHODISESE S  CAMPAIGN { ‑ ]
X ‑ n\ ‑ n[ ‑ nIÄ N ‑ qï ‑ n¡ ‑ mW ‑ n¡ ‑ p¶X ‑ v .  X« ‑ n¸ ‑ v  
\S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶ I‑mc‑y¯‑nÂ k‑wiba‑nÃ. s‑Xf‑nh‑pIÄ 
kl‑nX‑w C¡‑mc‑y§Ä Hc‑n¡Â‑, I‑qS‑pXÂ h‑yàXt‑b‑ms‑S 
s‑Xf‑nb‑n¡‑ms‑a¶‑mW‑v AhÀ Dd¸‑v ]db‑p¶X‑v.
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k‑nt‑d‑m ae_‑mÀ k`b‑ps‑S “]‑p¯\‑v]‑vW‑w‑’ t‑a‑mUÂ 
d‑nbÂ Ft‑Ìä‑v CS]‑mS‑v; Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\ 
\‑o¡‑m\‑pÅ {‑ias‑a¶‑v Hc‑p h‑n`‑mK‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ

FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑¸« 
`‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑v h‑nh‑mZ‑w s‑I‑mg‑p¡‑pt‑¼‑mg‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xbb‑v¡‑p‑w 
Bc‑v¨s‑‑v _‑nj¸‑n\‑ps‑aX‑nt‑c Dbc‑p¶ Bt‑c‑m]W§s‑f ]‑ms‑S 
\‑nt‑j[‑n¡‑pIb‑mW‑v Hc‑p h‑n`‑mK‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ. a‑m\k‑nIa‑mb‑n 
i‑mc‑oc‑nIa‑mb‑p‑w ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\ Xfc‑v̄ ‑n‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑pIb‑mW‑v C¯c‑w 
AS‑nØ‑m\a‑nÃ‑m¯X‑p‑w h‑yà‑n h‑nt‑c‑m[‑w X‑oc‑v¡‑m \‑ms‑b¶ t‑]
c‑nÂ \S ‑̄p¶X‑pa‑mb Bt‑c‑m]W§s‑f¶‑mW‑v t‑{‑]‑m h‑nI‑mÀ P\
de‑mb ̂ ‑mZÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mS³ Ag‑na‑pJt‑¯‑mS‑v ]
db‑p¶X‑v. k`b‑v¡‑v Hc‑p Xc ‑̄ne‑pa‑pÅ k‑m¼ ‑̄nI _‑m[‑yXb‑p‑w 
Dï‑m¡‑nb‑n«‑nÃ‑m¯ H¶‑ns‑â t‑]c‑nÂ C¯c‑w Bt‑c‑m]W§Ä 
Dbc‑v¯‑p ¶hÀ k`b‑v¡‑pt‑hï‑n P‑oh‑nX‑w Dg‑nª‑ph¨hs‑c 
t‑X‑mt‑P‑mh[‑w s‑N¿‑pIb‑mW‑v. hfs‑c I‑pd¨‑p t‑]À t‑Nc‑v¶‑p  \
S¯‑p¶ C‑u Bt‑c‑m]W§Ä AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑Ss‑bÃ‑m‑w Bt‑£]§f‑mb‑mWhÀ {‑]Nc‑n ‑̧n¡‑p¶X‑v. 
a‑m[‑ya§Ä t‑]‑me‑p‑w FÃ‑mhih‑p‑w At‑\‑zj‑n¡‑ms‑Xb‑pÅ 
h‑mc‑v¯‑nIf‑mW‑v \e‑vI‑p‑v¶X‑v. Ct‑¸‑mÄ k‑w`h‑n¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 
a\‑x]‑qc‑z‑maÃ‑m¯ A_²a‑mW‑v. As‑X{‑Xb‑p‑w t‑hK‑w ]
c‑nlc‑n¡s‑̧ S‑p‑w. k‑w`h‑n ‑̈pt‑]‑mb A_²‑w Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v 
k½X‑n¨X‑mW‑v. ]t‑£ As‑X‑m¶‑p‑w s‑Nh‑ns‑¡‑mÅ‑ms‑Xb‑pÅ 
AkX‑y{‑]NcW§f‑mW‑v N‑ne s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w aä‑p‑w ̀ ‑mK ‑̄p 
\‑n¶‑p‑w Dï‑mI‑p¶X‑v; ^‑mZÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mS³ ]
db‑p¶‑p.

aä‑qc‑nÂ ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑̧ «‑v Dï‑mI‑p¶ FX‑nÀ 
{‑]N‑mcW‑w Xs‑¶ s‑Xä‑ms‑W¶‑v Bc‑v¨‑v‑m _‑nj¸‑v BØ‑m\
h‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑¸«hÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v t‑hï 
F¶‑p X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑w FS‑p¯‑nc‑p¶‑p F¶ {‑]N‑mcW‑w ic‑nbÃ. 
k`b‑ps‑S I‑og‑nÂ Hc‑p k‑q¸À k‑v--s‑]j‑y‑me‑nä‑n Bi‑p]{‑X‑n 
t‑hWs‑a¶ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑w Dï‑mb‑nc‑p¶X‑mW‑v. AX‑v I½‑nä‑nIÄ 
A‑wK‑oIc‑n¨‑n«‑pa‑pï‑v. ]‑nX‑mh‑p‑w B B{‑Ka‑mW‑v {‑]IS‑n¸‑n¨X‑v. 
AX\‑pkc‑n¨‑mW‑v aä‑qc‑nÂ 23.22 G¡À `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nX‑v. h‑ne 
I‑q«‑nb‑mW‑v `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbs‑X¶‑p I‑qS‑n CX‑nt‑\‑ms‑S‑m¸a‑pÅ {‑]
N‑mcWh‑p‑w AS‑nØ‑m\a‑nÃ‑m¯X‑mW‑v. C¡‑me ‑̄v s‑aU‑n¡Â 
t‑I‑mt‑fP‑pIÄ \S¯‑ns‑¡‑mï‑p t‑]‑mI‑p¶X‑v ]eb‑nS¯‑p‑w ]
c‑mPba‑mb‑n X‑oc‑p¶‑pï‑v. ]e DZ‑mlcW§Ä a‑p¶‑ne‑pï‑v. ̀ ‑qa‑n 
h‑m§‑nbt‑ija‑mW‑v C‑us‑b‑mc‑p Ø‑nX‑n h‑nt‑ij‑w h¶X‑v. s‑aU‑n¡Â 
t‑I‑mt‑fP‑n\‑p ]Ic‑w Hc‑p t‑{‑S‑ma s‑Ibt‑d‑m d^dÂ Bi‑p]{‑X‑nt‑b‑m 
\‑nc‑va‑n\¡‑ms‑a¶ Bt‑e‑mN\b‑mW‑v ]‑n¶‑oS‑pï‑mbX‑v. CX‑ns‑e‑m¶‑p‑w 
b‑ms‑X‑mc‑p IÅ¯c§f‑pa‑nÃ. FÃ‑m‑w k‑pX‑mc‑ya‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. C‑u 
`‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑n\‑p _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑n«‑pï‑v. 
As‑XÃ‑m‑w t‑cJIf‑pÅX‑mWt‑Ã‑m. ]‑ns‑¶s‑b´‑v IÅ¯c‑w 
I‑mW‑n¡‑m\‑mW‑v. C‑u t‑e‑m¬ AS¨‑p X‑oc‑v¡‑m‑v³ k`b‑ps‑S 
Xs‑¶ as‑ä‑mc‑p `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑m‑m³ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨X‑mW‑v. C‑u 
CS]‑mS‑v \S¶‑mÂ aä‑qc‑ns‑e `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑ns‑â _‑m[‑yX 
X‑oc‑v¡‑m‑va‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. F¶‑mÂ h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ Dt‑±i‑n¨ {‑]k‑vX‑pX 
‑̀qa‑nb‑ps‑S (As‑Xh‑nS‑ps‑̄  ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑ms‑W¶‑v h‑yàa‑m¡‑p¶‑ns‑Ã¶‑p 

]db‑p¶‑p‑) h‑ne‑v̧ ‑n\ XSÊs‑̧ «t‑X‑ms‑Sb‑mW‑v X‑r¡‑m¡cb‑ne‑p‑w 
I‑m¡\‑mS‑pa‑pÅ `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑m s‑a¶ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑w h¶X‑v. C‑u 
`‑qa‑nIÄ h‑ne‑v¡‑p ¶ I‑mc‑y‑w FÃ‑mht‑c‑mS‑p‑w Ad‑nb‑n¨‑n«‑p 
Xs‑¶b‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p; s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p.

_‑m¦‑v h‑mb‑v]b‑ps‑S _‑m[‑yX Ds‑ï¶ I‑mc‑y‑w FÃ‑mhc‑v¡‑p‑w  
Ad‑nb‑ma‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑n«‑p‑w As‑X§s‑\ X‑oc‑v¡‑m‑ws‑a¶‑v ]
db‑mX‑nc‑p¶hc‑mW‑v Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ Bt‑c‑m]W§f‑pa‑mb‑n hc‑p¶s‑X¶‑mW‑v 
C‑u s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶ as‑ä‑mc‑p I‑mc‑y‑w. C‑u 
I‑me ‑̄v Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v e‑nk‑n Bi‑p]{‑X‑n (k`b‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅX‑p 

Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v Bi‑p]{‑X‑n‑) I‑m¡\‑mS‑v C\‑vt‑^‑m‑v]‑mc‑v¡‑n \
S¯‑v `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑v. Akä‑v F¶ \‑neb‑nÂ. C‑u ]W‑w 
D]t‑b‑mK‑n¨‑nc‑ps‑¶¦‑nÂ _‑m¦‑v h‑mb‑v] AS¨‑p X‑oc‑v¡‑m 
a‑mb‑nc‑p¶t‑Ã‑m F¶‑p‑w Hc‑p s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ t‑N‑mZ‑n¡‑p¶‑p. A§s‑\
s‑bÃ‑ma‑pÅ HchØb‑ne‑mW‑v k`b‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ X‑pï‑p 
`‑qa‑nIÄ h‑ne‑v¡‑m s‑a¶ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑w Dï‑mI‑p¶X‑v. Bs‑cb‑p‑w 
Ad‑nb‑m¡‑ms‑Xb‑mW‑v h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨s‑X¶ Bt‑£]‑w 
H«‑p‑w ic‑nbÃ. FÃ‑mht‑cb‑p‑w Ad‑nb‑n¨‑p Xs‑¶b‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. ]
t‑£ Ct‑¸‑mÄ Bt‑c‑m]W§f‑pa‑mb‑n a‑p¶‑nÂ \‑ne‑v¡‑p ¶hÀ 
h‑ne‑v¡‑m \‑pÅ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑w FS‑p¡‑pt‑¼‑mÄ a‑u\a‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p; 
t‑]c‑p s‑hf‑ns‑̧ S‑p ‑̄m³ B{‑Kl‑n¡‑m¯ s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ ]db‑p¶‑p.

k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑oXk‑v F¶b‑ms‑f `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¸‑n\b‑pa‑mb‑n _
Ôs‑¸«‑v Df‑vs‑¸‑vS‑p¯‑nbX‑n\‑p ]‑n¶‑nÂ {‑Iat‑¡S‑v Ds‑ï¶‑p ]
db‑p¶X‑ne‑p‑w h‑mk‑vXha‑ns‑Ã¶‑v Bc‑v̈ ‑v  _‑nj ‑̧v BØ‑m\h‑pa‑mb‑n 
_Ôs‑¸« s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ h‑yàa‑m¡‑p¶‑p. k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o]k‑ns‑\ 
I‑pd‑n¨‑v e`‑n¨ h‑nhc§Ä h¨‑v Ab‑mÄ I‑mc‑y§Ä I‑rX‑ya‑mb‑n 
s‑N¿‑ps‑¶‑mc‑mÄ F¶X‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. k ‑̀m h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nb‑p‑w. Hc‑nS ‑̄p 
\‑n¶‑p‑w k‑wibIca‑mb b‑ms‑X‑mc‑p k‑qN\If‑p‑w k‑mP‑ph‑ns‑\ 
I‑pd‑n ‑̈v Dï‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑nÃ. Gs‑X¦‑ne‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑S h‑yà‑n]ca‑mb 
X‑mX‑v]c‑yaÃ k‑mP‑p hc‑v¤‑oek‑ns‑\ ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v̧  \ Ge‑v̧ ‑n ¡‑m³ 
I‑mcW‑w. Ab‑ms‑f¡‑pd‑n¨‑v ]ec‑nÂ \‑n¶‑mb‑n \Ã h‑nhc§Ä 
I‑n«‑nbt‑ija‑mW‑v ^‑n\‑m\‑vk‑y I½‑nä‑n s‑Nbc‑va‑m‑n\‑mb ^‑mZÀ 
t‑P‑mj‑n ]‑pX‑ph U‑oÂ k‑mP‑ph‑ns‑\ Ge‑v¸‑nd¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w 
ChÀ Ag‑na‑pJt‑¯‑mS‑v ]db‑p¶‑p.

`‑qa‑n s‑kâ‑n\‑v H¼X‑v e£¯‑nÂ I‑pdb‑ms‑X h‑ne I‑n«‑p¶ 
c‑oX‑nb‑nÂ h‑ne‑v¡\Ws‑a¶‑v Bc‑v̈ ‑v _‑nj ‑̧v ]dª‑nc‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑p‑w 
AX‑v s‑Xä‑n ‑̈mW‑v h‑ne‑v̧  \ \S ‑̄nbs‑X¶‑pa‑mW‑v as‑ä‑mc‑mt‑c‑m]
W‑w. B ̀ ‑qa‑nIÄ ]c‑nt‑i‑m[‑n ‑̈mÂ a\k‑ne‑mI‑p‑w‑, a‑pIf‑nÂ I‑qS‑n 
Ce{‑Î‑n¡Â s‑s‑e\‑pIÄ t‑]‑mI‑p¶X‑p‑w `‑qa‑n¡‑p \S‑ph‑ne‑qs‑S 
K‑y‑mk‑v s‑s‑e³ s‑s‑]¸‑v t‑]‑mI‑p¶X‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡b‑mb `‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v. 
Ahb‑v¡‑v \½Ä B{‑Kl‑n¡‑p¶ h‑ne I‑n«Ws‑a¶‑nÃ. ]t‑£ 
D‑ul¡W¡‑pIÄ ]dª‑v \ã‑w IW¡‑m¡‑n AX‑v ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑p‑w 
aä‑p‑w t‑aÂ I‑päa‑m¡‑n Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡‑pIb‑mW‑v N‑nes‑c¶‑p‑w 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. 

h‑ne‑v̧ I\ \S¶ ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w k`b‑v¡‑v I‑nt‑«ï ]W‑w 
a‑pg‑ph³ I‑n«‑ms‑X h¶X‑mW‑v Hc‑p X‑nc‑n¨S‑n. CX‑mW‑v FX‑nc‑mf‑nIÄ 
Bb‑p[a‑m¡‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w ̂ ‑mZÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mS³ 
]db‑p¶‑p. F¶‑mÂ C‑u {‑]i‑v--\‑w DS³ ]c‑nlc‑n¡s‑̧ S‑p‑w. t‑\‑m«‑v 
\‑nt‑c‑m[\h‑p‑w aä‑pa‑mW‑v ]W‑w ]‑qc‑vW^a‑mb‑p‑w \e‑vI‑mk³ 
Ig‑nb‑ms‑X h¶X‑n\‑p I‑mcWa‑mb‑n CS]‑mS‑pI‑mc³ ]db‑p¶X‑v. 
C§s‑\s‑b‑mc‑p A_²‑w k‑w`h‑n ‑̈nc‑n¡‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑v Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑v ]ck‑ya‑mb‑n k½X‑n¨X‑mW‑v. {‑]i‑v--\‑w F{‑Xb‑p‑w t‑hK‑w 
ca‑ya‑mb‑n ]c‑nlc‑n¡s‑¸S‑ps‑a¶‑v Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v R§Ä {‑]
X‑o£‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. A§s‑\ k‑w`h‑n¡‑p¶‑ns‑Ã¦‑nÂ \‑nba\S]
S‑nIs‑f¡‑pd‑n¨‑p‑w Bt‑e‑mN‑n¡‑p‑w. I‑n«‑m\‑pÅ ]W¯‑n\‑pÅ 
C‑uS‑mb‑mW‑v t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ne‑p‑w t‑Zh‑nI‑pf ‑̄pa‑pÅ ̀ ‑qa‑n k`b‑pt‑S 
t‑]c‑nÂ X¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. C‑u `‑qa‑nIs‑f¡‑pd‑n¨‑p‑w s‑Xä‑mb {‑]
N‑mcWa‑mW‑v \S¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑p t‑X‑m¶‑p¶‑p. t‑Zh‑nI‑pfs‑¯ ̀ ‑qa‑n 
AX‑oh ]c‑nØ‑nX‑n t‑e‑me{‑]t‑Zia‑ms‑W¶‑p ]db‑p¶‑p. ]s‑£ 
B `‑qa‑n X‑oc‑v¯‑p‑w  D]t‑b‑mK‑yi‑q\‑ya‑mbs‑X‑m¶‑paÃ. Ah‑ns‑S 
t‑hWs‑a¦‑nÂ Hc‑p d‑nt‑k‑mc‑v«‑v‑m ]W‑nb‑mh‑p¶X‑mW‑v. k`b‑v¡‑v 
Hc‑p Xc¯‑ne‑p‑w D]t‑b‑mKs‑¸S‑m¯ `‑qa‑ns‑b‑m¶‑paÃ AX‑v. 
CX‑nt‑\¡‑mÄ c‑q£a‑mb h‑y‑mP{‑]N‑mcWa‑mW‑v t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e 
25 G¡À ̀ ‑qa‑ns‑b¡‑pd‑n¨‑pÅX‑v. h\{‑]t‑Zia‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w ̀ ‑qa‑n¡‑v 
\S‑ph‑nÂ I‑z‑md‑nb‑ps‑ï¶‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡b‑mW‑v {‑]N‑mcW‑w. Cs‑XÃ‑m‑w 
s‑Xä‑mW‑v. t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nÂ I‑z‑md‑nIÄ {‑]hc‑v¯‑n ¡‑p¶‑pï‑mh‑p‑w 
]t‑£ C‑u 25 G¡d‑nÂ CÃ. Ch‑ns‑S `‑qa‑n¡‑v a‑p¸X‑n\‑mb‑nc‑w 
t‑]‑me‑p‑w h‑neb‑ns‑Ã¶‑mW‑v ]db‑p¶X‑v. e£§Ä s‑kâ‑n\‑v 
h‑neb‑pï‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p Ch‑ns‑S. Hc‑p a‑m[‑ya¯‑nÂ h¶ s‑Xä‑mb 
h‑mc‑v̄   Ch‑nS‑ps‑̄  ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑v¡‑p t‑aÂ k‑wib§Ä Dï‑m¡‑pIb‑p‑w 
h‑ne I‑pdb‑v¡‑pIb‑p‑w s‑Nb‑vX‑n«‑pï‑v. ]t‑£ C‑u `‑qa‑n ]e 

h‑nIk\I‑mc‑y§f‑v¡‑p‑na‑mb‑n D]t‑b‑mKs‑̧ S‑p ‑̄mh‑p¶X‑mW‑v. Hc‑p 
k‑v--I‑qÄ \‑nc‑va‑nb¡‑m³ ]ä‑nb ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑mW‑nX‑v. k`b‑v¡‑v C‑uS‑v \e‑vI‑n-
-b 25 G¡À I‑qS‑ms‑X s‑a‑m ‑̄w 70 G¡d‑n\‑v Ch‑ns‑S AU‑z‑m\‑vk‑v  
\e‑vI‑nIb‑nc‑p¶‑p. C‑u s‑a‑m ‑̄w ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑p‑w \ãs‑̧ S‑mX‑nc‑n¡‑m\‑mW‑v 
Bd‑pt‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑v hk‑vX‑p CS]‑mS‑pI‑mc\‑v 
\e‑vI‑n‑n 25 G¡À k` C‑uS‑v h‑m§‑nbX‑v. I‑n«‑m\‑pÅ ]W‑w 
X‑nc‑n¨‑p I‑n«‑nb‑mÂ h‑mb‑v¸ X‑pI X‑nc‑n¨Sb‑v¡‑ms‑a¶‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p 
IW¡‑qI‑q«Â AX‑nÂ I‑pd¨‑v I‑meX‑mak‑w h¶X‑mW‑v 
Ct‑¸‑mgs‑¯ {‑]i‑v--\§f‑v¡‑v] I‑mcW‑w. t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e `‑qa‑n 
h‑m§‑nb I‑mc‑y‑w ad ‑̈ph¨X‑mb‑n Hc‑mt‑c‑m]W‑w Dï‑v. ic‑nb‑mW‑v‑, 
C¡‑mc‑y‑w FÃ‑mhs‑cb‑p‑w Ad‑nb‑n ‑̈nc‑p¶‑nÃ. Ad‑nb‑n ‑̈nc‑ps‑¶¦‑nÂ 
AX‑n\‑p‑w X‑pc¦‑w hb‑v¡‑m³ ]ec‑p‑w F¯‑pa‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. 
AX‑ps‑I‑mï‑p a‑m{‑Xa‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p BZ‑y‑w C¡‑mc‑y‑w FÃ‑mhs‑cb‑p‑w 
Ad‑nb‑m¡‑mX‑nc‑p¶X‑v. AX‑nÂ {‑Iah‑nc‑p²a‑mb‑n b‑ms‑X‑m¶‑pa‑nÃ. 
AX‑pt‑]‑ms‑eb‑mW‑v Ic‑pW‑meb¯‑ns‑â `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ 
]‑mS‑nÃ‑m¯X‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑p‑w AX‑p‑w h‑nä‑ps‑a¶‑pa‑pÅ {‑]N‑mcW‑w. 
AKÌ‑n³ {‑_t‑Zg‑v--k‑v B `‑qa‑n k`b‑v¡‑v Z‑m\‑w s‑N¿‑pt‑¼‑mÄ 
P‑ohI‑mc‑pW‑y{‑]hc‑v̄ X\§f‑v¡‑v  D]t‑b‑mKs‑̧ S‑p¯Ws‑a¶‑p ]
dª‑nc‑p¶s‑h¦‑ne‑p‑w s‑s‑Ia‑mä‑w s‑N¿c‑ps‑X¶‑v ]dª‑n«‑pÅX‑mb‑n 
Ad‑nh‑nÃ; ^‑mZÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p]‑mS³ ]db‑p¶‑p.

Ct‑¸‑mgs‑¯ h‑nh‑mZ§f‑vs‑¡ Ã‑m‑w ]‑n¶‑nÂ Bc‑v¨‑v 
_‑nj¸‑v a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑vX Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑nt‑cb‑pÅ 
\‑o¡§f‑ms‑W¶‑mW‑v Hc‑p h‑n`‑mK‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v. 
]‑nX‑mh‑v N§\‑mÈc‑n¡‑mc\‑ms‑W¶X‑mW‑v Ahc‑ps‑S FX‑nc‑v̧ ‑n \‑p 
I‑mcW‑w. FdW‑mI‑pf‑w c‑q]Xb‑v¡‑p I‑og‑nÂ DÅb‑mfÃs‑X¶X‑v 
]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑nt‑cb‑pÅ I‑päa‑m¡‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑pIb‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w 
]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\ AX‑nc‑q]X‑m A[‑y£Ø‑m\ ‑̄p \‑n¶‑p‑w \‑o¡‑m\‑mW‑v 
{‑ia§s‑f¶‑p‑w C‑u s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ Ct‑¸‑mgs‑¯ h‑nh‑mZ§s‑f 
N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¨‑p ]db‑p¶‑p. N§\‑mt‑Èc‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑p 
t‑hï‑nbÃ‑, ]‑nX‑mh‑v C‑u k`b‑v¡‑p t‑hï‑nb‑mW‑v Xs‑â 
P‑oh‑nX‑w s‑Nehg‑n¨‑n¨X‑v. At‑±l¯‑ns‑â Ic‑vaS§f‑nÂ 
h‑yà‑nX‑mX‑v]c‑y§fÃ. Hc‑p N‑nÃ‑n¡‑mi‑pt‑]‑me‑p‑w ]‑nX‑mt‑h‑m 
Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ Bt‑c‑m]W‑w t‑\c‑nS‑p¶ A¨·‑mt‑c‑m k‑z´a‑m¡‑nb‑n«‑nÃ. 
k‑z´‑w hk‑vX‑phIIÄ t‑]‑me‑p‑w k`b‑v¡‑p t‑hï‑n h‑nä‑p 
s‑Neh‑m¡‑nbhc‑mWhÀ. A§s‑\b‑pÅhc‑vs‑¡ X‑ns‑cb‑mW‑v 
Bt‑c‑m]W§Ä Dbc‑v¯‑p ¶X‑v. i‑mc‑oc‑nI‑mk‑z‑mØ‑y§f‑nÂ 
_‑p²‑na‑p«‑pIb‑mW‑v ]‑nX‑mh‑nt‑¸‑mÄ AX‑ns‑\‑m¸a‑mW‑v Ct‑¸‑mÄ 
C‑u a‑m\k‑nI‑mL‑mX§f‑p‑w. {‑I‑nk‑vak‑v Xt‑e¶‑pÅ I‑pc‑v_‑m‑v\ 
Ac‑v¸‑n‑m¡‑m³ ]‑nX‑mh‑v F¯‑nb‑ns‑Ã¶X‑pt‑]‑me‑p‑w he‑nb 
Bt‑L‑mja‑m¡‑pIb‑mW‑v N‑neÀ. ]‑nX‑mh‑v B{‑Kl‑n ‑̈nc‑ps‑¶¦‑nÂ 
I‑pc‑v_‑mh\ Ac‑v¸‑nF¡‑pa‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. ]t‑£ At‑±l¯‑ns‑â 
i‑mc‑oc‑nI h¿‑mb‑vaIÄ a‑qea‑mW‑v ]s‑¦S‑p¡‑mX‑nc‑p¶X‑v. Bs‑c¦‑ne‑p‑w 
{‑]i‑v--\§Ä Dï‑m¡‑pIb‑ms‑W¦‑nÂ As‑X‑mg‑nh‑m¡‑m\‑p‑w At‑±l‑w 
B{‑Kl‑n¨‑nc‑p¶‑p. As‑X‑mc‑p \Ã a\k‑ns‑â X‑oc‑pa‑m\a‑mW‑v; 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. 

k`b‑v¡‑v b‑ms‑X‑mc‑p h‑n[ k‑m¼¯‑nI _‑m[‑yXb‑p‑w 
Dï‑m¡‑m¯ \S]S‑nIf‑mW‑v Ct‑ ‑̧mÄ Dï‑mb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. N‑ne 
h‑og‑vNIÄ Dï‑mb‑n«‑pï‑v AX‑v k½X‑n¨‑n«‑pï‑v. {‑]i‑v--\§Ä ]
c‑nlc‑n¡s‑̧ S‑pIb‑p‑w s‑N¿‑p‑w. ]c‑mX‑nIÄ  h¶‑n«‑mW‑v At‑\‑zjW 
I½‑njs‑\ \‑nt‑b‑mK‑n¨X‑v. C‑u I½‑nj\‑nÂ ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑v X‑mX‑v]
c‑ya‑pÅhs‑cb‑mW‑v Df‑vs‑̧  S‑p ‑̄nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶‑mW‑v Bt‑£]‑w. 
AX‑p‑w s‑Xä‑mW‑v. ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑ns‑c ]et‑¸‑mg‑p‑w \‑ne‑m]‑mS‑v 
FS‑p ‑̄nc‑p¶hÀ Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v I½‑nj\‑nÂ A‑wK§f‑mb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. 
]‑nX‑mh‑v AX‑ns‑\X‑ns‑c H¶‑p‑w ]dª‑nÃ. At‑±l¯‑ns‑â 
Hc‑p X‑mX‑v]c‑y§f‑p‑w Ah‑ns‑S Dï‑mb‑n«‑nÃ. P\‑phc‑n 31 \‑v 
]‑qc‑vW‑v d‑nt‑¸‑mc‑v«‑v  kac‑v¸‑n ¡W‑w. CS¡‑me d‑nt‑¸‑mc‑v«‑n Â ]
db‑p¶X‑v I‑m¡\‑ms‑Sb‑p‑w X‑r¡‑m¡cbs‑e `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑nÂ 
h‑og‑vN h¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑mW‑v. AX‑v k½X‑n¨‑n«‑pÅ I‑mc‑ya‑mW‑v. 
d‑nt‑̧ ‑mc‑v«‑n Â ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑nt‑c Bt‑£]§Ä Ds‑ï¦‑nÂ AX‑v 
h‑niZa‑mb Nc‑v̈ \If‑v¡‑vf hb‑v¡‑p‑w. ]eL«§f‑nÂ C¡‑mc‑y‑w 
Nc‑v¨  s‑N¿‑p‑w. P\‑phc‑n ]I‑pX‑nt‑b‑ms‑S k‑n\U‑v I‑qS‑p¶‑pï‑v. 

AX‑ne‑p‑w Nc‑v¨f s‑N¿‑p‑w. Cs‑X‑ms‑¡b‑mW‑v k‑m[‑mcW \S]
S‑n{‑Ia§Ä. Cs‑XÃ‑m‑w ad‑nIS¶‑v h¯‑n¡‑m\‑nt‑e¡‑v t‑\c‑n«‑v 
]c‑mX‑n Ab¡‑ps‑as‑¶s‑¡ ]db‑p¶X‑nÂ F{‑Xt‑¯‑mf‑w 
k‑m‑wKX‑ya‑ps‑ï¶‑v AX‑n\‑p {‑ia‑n¡‑p¶hÀ Xs‑¶ N‑n´‑n¨‑p 
t‑\‑m¡Ws‑a¶‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. k‑z´‑w I‑pS‑p‑w_¯ 
CÃ‑m¯ Bt‑c‑m]W§Ä N‑pa¯‑n ka‑ql¯‑n\‑p a‑p¶‑nÂ 
A]a‑m\‑n¡‑pIIb‑mW‑nhÀ s‑N¿‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w Bc‑v¨‑v  _‑nj¸‑v 
BØ‑m\s‑¯ s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ Ag‑na‑pJt‑¯‑mS‑v ]dª‑p.

 
Part 4 

Ad‑nª‑ps‑I‑mï‑v s‑Nb‑vX s‑Xä‑v A_²a‑mI‑pt‑a‑m? 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v ]dª IÅ§s‑f¡‑pd‑n¨‑v

FdW‑mI‑pf‑w A¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ 
`‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑ns‑e {‑Iah‑nc‑p² \S]S‑nIs‑f “A_²‑w‑’ Bb‑n 
]db‑pt‑¼‑mÄ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S Nc‑n{‑X¯‑ns‑e Gäh‑p‑w he‑nb 
Ag‑naX‑nb‑p‑w h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nIs‑fb‑p‑w k`t‑bb‑p‑w Xs‑¶ s‑a‑m¯ ‑̄nÂ 
NX‑n¡‑pIb‑p‑w C¡‑mea{‑Xb‑p‑w s‑I‑mï‑v s‑I«‑nb‑pï‑m¡‑nb 
a‑qe‑y§s‑f \‑nc‑mIc‑n¡‑p¶X‑pa‑mb {‑]hc‑v¯‑nIb‑mW‑v Bc‑v¨‑v‑p 
_‑nj ‑̧v a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑v‑w Bet‑©c‑nb‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w kl‑mb‑nIf‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w 
`‑mK¯‑v \‑n¶‑pï‑mbs‑X¶‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v. Ht‑¶‑m 
ct‑ï‑m s‑s‑hZ‑nIs‑ct‑¶‑m Hc‑p h‑n`‑mK‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIs‑ct‑¶‑m AÃ‑, 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑p I‑og‑ne‑pÅ a‑q¶‑pt‑d‑mf‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ‑, GX‑mï‑v 
a‑pg‑ph³ t‑]c‑p‑w Xs‑¶ Bc‑v¨‑v _‑nj¸‑ns‑â IÅ¯c§Ä 
a\k‑ne‑m¡‑nbhc‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w FÃ‑mhc‑p‑w Xs‑¶ C¡‑mc‑y¯‑nÂ 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑nt‑c \S]S‑nb‑m{‑Kl‑n¡‑p¶hc‑p‑w 
At‑±l‑w hl‑n ‑̈pt‑]‑mc‑p¶ Ø‑m\a‑m\§f‑nÂ X‑pSc‑v¶‑n c‑n¡‑m³ 
t‑b‑mK‑yXb‑ns‑Ã¶‑p h‑ni‑zk‑n¡‑p¶hc‑pa‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w a‑mc‑v]‑ml¸b‑v¡‑v 
Ab¡‑p¶ ]c‑mX‑nb‑nÂ a‑q¶‑qd‑nt‑es‑d s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w H ‑̧nS‑ps‑a¶‑p‑w 
t‑kh‑v AX‑nc‑q]X I‑m¼b‑n\‑ns‑e A‑wKa‑mb s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ 
Ag‑na‑pJt‑¯‑mS‑v ]dª‑p. s‑hd‑p‑w A_²‑w F¶ \‑neb‑nÂ ]
ds‑ª‑mg‑nb‑mh‑p¶ I‑mc‑y§fÃ ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑â `‑mK¯‑p \‑n¶‑p‑w 
Dï‑mb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. IÅ¯c‑w s‑N¿‑pIb‑p‑w AX‑ns‑\X‑nt‑c 
t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w h¶t‑¸‑mÄ \‑pWIÄ ]db‑pIb‑p‑w s‑N¿‑pIb‑mW‑v 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v F¶‑mW‑v ChÀ Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡‑p¶X‑v.

2017 H‑mKÌ‑v a‑mk¯‑nÂ t‑Nc‑v¶‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIt‑b‑mK¯‑ne‑mW‑v 
B t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w Dbc‑v¶bX‑v. t‑I‑mXa‑wKe¯‑v t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ne‑pÅ 
25 G¡À `‑qa‑n AX‑nc‑q]X h‑m§‑nt‑b‑m? C‑u `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nt‑b‑m 
F¶ t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w Dï‑mI‑p¶X‑mIs‑« Hc‑p h‑m«‑v--k‑vB ‑̧v N‑n{‑X ‑̄nÂ 
\‑n¶‑mW‑v. {‑]k‑vX‑pX Øe¯‑v Ø‑m]‑n¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ AX‑nc‑q]X 
hI `‑qa‑n F¶ t‑_‑mc‑vU‑nXs‑â N‑n{‑X‑w Bt‑c‑m FS‑p¯‑v h‑mS‑v--
k‑vB ‑̧nÂ Ab¨X‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑S {‑i²b‑ne‑vs‑̧  S‑pIb‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. 
‑̀qa‑n h‑m§‑nt‑b‑m F¶‑p ]‑nX‑mh‑nt‑\‑mS‑v t‑N‑mZ‑n¨t‑̧ ‑mÄ BZ‑ys‑̄  

D¯c‑w “CÃ‑’ F¶‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. s‑Xf‑nh‑p kl‑nX‑w t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w 
Bhc‑v̄ ‑n ̈ t‑̧ ‑mÄ as‑ä‑mc‑p ad‑p]S‑n; A©‑v G¡À AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v 
Z‑m\‑w I‑n«‑nbX‑mWt‑{‑X‑! Bc‑v Z‑m\‑w \e‑vI‑n ? k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑oXk‑v 
I‑pt‑¶Â F¶ d‑nbÂ Ft‑Ìä‑v _‑nk‑n\Ê‑pI‑mc³. he‑ns‑b‑mc‑p 
‑̀qa‑n¡¨hS‑w \S¶X‑ns‑â e‑m ‑̀w I‑n«‑nbt‑̧ ‑mÄ k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑ock‑v 

Xs‑â AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v 25 G¡À Z‑m\‑w \e‑vI‑ncbX‑ms‑W¶‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v ]db‑p¶X‑v. IÅ¯‑n\‑p t‑aÂ IÅ‑w ]
dª‑p ]‑nS‑n ‑̈p \‑ne‑v¡‑m‑v³ t‑\‑m¡‑ns‑b¦‑ne‑p‑w B t‑{‑ij‑vT CSb³ 
]c‑mPbs‑¸s‑«¶‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v.

As‑X§s‑\s‑b¶‑mÂ‑, k‑wib‑w t‑X‑m¶‑nbhÀ I‑qS‑pXÂ 
At‑\‑zjW ‑̄nt‑e¡‑v X‑nc‑nª‑p. A§s‑\b‑mW‑v t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e 
‑̀qa‑n t‑P‑mk‑v I‑pc‑y³ F¶b‑mf‑ps‑S t‑]c‑ne‑pÅ Ceª‑n Ft‑Ìä‑ns‑e 

25 G¡À ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑ms‑W¶‑v a\k‑ne‑mbX‑v. C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o5k‑v 
F¶‑, Bc‑v{‑̈  _‑nj ‑̧pa‑mb‑n hfs‑c AS‑p ‑̄v _Ôa‑pÅ d‑nbÂ 
Ft‑Ìä‑v I¨hS¡‑mc³ CãZ‑m\‑w \e‑vI‑ns‑‑y¶X‑p ic‑nbÃ. 
I‑mcW‑w B ̀ ‑qa‑n Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑v--s‑d t‑]c‑nÂ X‑od‑mZ‑mc‑w 
\S¯‑nb‑n«‑pï‑v. Bd‑p t‑I‑mS‑n _‑m¦‑v t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑v C‑u 
I¨hS ‑̄n\‑mb‑n AX‑nc‑q]X a‑pS¡‑nb‑n«‑pa‑pï‑v. B[‑mc ‑̄ns‑â 
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]Ic‑v¸‑v  X‑ms‑g. Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑nt‑cb‑pÅ Bt‑c‑m]
W§Ä ic‑nhb‑v¡‑p¶ s‑Xf‑nh‑v.

Bt‑£]§f‑p‑w h‑nac‑vic\§f‑p‑w iàa‑mb k‑mlNc‑y ‑̄nÂ 
I‑m¡\‑mS‑v‑, X‑r¡‑m¡c `‑mK§f‑ns‑e AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S `‑qa‑n 
h‑näX‑nÂ CS\‑ne¡‑mc\‑mb‑n \‑n¶ k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o`k‑v `‑qa‑n h‑nä 
hIb‑nÂ X‑nc‑n ‑̈p \e‑vt‑IIï X‑pIb‑nÂ 18 t‑I‑mS‑n¡‑pÅ C‑uS‑mW‑v 
t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑ns‑b¶‑mW‑v Bc‑v̈ ‑v  _‑nj ‑̧ns‑â ]‑n ‑́pW¡‑mc\‑p‑w 
‑̀qa‑n¡¨hS ‑̄nÂ ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\ kl‑mb‑n ‑̈ps‑h¶‑p‑w ]db‑p¶ t‑{‑]‑m 

h‑nI‑mÀ P\de‑p‑w AICO UbdÎd‑pa‑mb ̂ ‑mZÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ 
hS¡‑p‑w]‑mS³ Ag‑na‑pJt‑̄ ‑mS‑v ]dª‑nc‑p¶X‑v. {‑]k‑vX‑pX ̀ ‑qa‑n¡‑v 
\Ã h‑ne Ds‑ï¶‑p‑w CX‑v h\t‑aJebb‑nÂ s‑]S‑p¶t‑X‑m {‑IjÀ 
b‑qW‑nä‑pIf‑ps‑S k‑ma‑n]‑yt‑a‑m Cs‑Ã¶‑p‑w ^‑mZÀ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mS³ 
]dª‑nc‑p¶‑p. C‑u I‑mc‑y§Ä ic‑nb‑ms‑W¦‑nÂ Ct‑X Øe ‑̄v 
Xs‑¶ 18 t‑I‑mS‑n I‑pS‑nÈ‑nIb‑v¡‑pÅ C‑uS‑n\‑v A\‑pk‑rXa‑mb 
`‑qa‑n \e‑vIs‑‑ms‑X t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nÂ 25 G¡d‑p‑w t‑Zh‑nI‑pf¯‑v 17 
G¡À ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑p‑w‑, F¶‑n§s‑\ cï‑nS§f‑mb‑n ̀ ‑qa‑n \e‑vI‑n s‑b¶ 
t‑N‑mZ‑y¯‑n\‑v s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p]‑mSs‑\ t‑]‑me‑pÅhc‑v¡‑v  
D¯ca‑nÃ. t‑Zh‑nI‑pfs‑̄  ̀ ‑qa‑n Xs‑¶ AX‑oh ]c‑nØ‑nX‑n t‑e‑me 
{‑]t‑Zi ‑̄nÂ s‑]S‑p¶Xt‑Ãs‑b¶‑p N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¨t‑̧ ‑mÄ Ah‑ns‑S 
d‑nt‑k‑mc‑v«‑v  ]W‑nb‑m³ s‑I‑mÅ‑ps‑a¶‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p A`‑nhµ‑y\‑mb 
s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mSs‑â ad‑p]S‑n.

t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑n C‑uS‑v \e‑vI‑nbbX‑ms‑W¦‑nÂ F ‑́n\‑mW‑v 
k‑u¯‑v C´‑y³ _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w \‑me‑p t‑I‑mS‑n 50 e£‑w c‑q]
b‑p‑w s‑^UdÂ _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w Hc‑pt‑I‑mS‑n A¼X‑v e£‑w 
c‑q]b‑p‑w t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑v (C‑u X‑pI t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¡‑m³ X‑m³ 
k‑ml‑nb‑ns‑̈ ¶‑v s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mS³ k½X‑n¡‑p¶‑pï‑v‑) 
s‑a‑m ‑̄w Bd‑pt‑I‑mS‑n C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n¡‑p \e‑vI‑n‑pbX‑v? AX‑n\c‑v°‑wW‑, 
t‑P‑mk‑v I‑pc‑y³ hI t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e 25 G¡À ̀ ‑qa‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
t‑]c‑nÂ h‑m§‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑pIb‑mW‑v‑, AÃ‑ms‑X Z‑m\t‑a‑m C‑ut‑S‑m AÃ 
(Ct‑̧ ‑mg‑p‑w C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑ns‑e BZ‑mb‑w FS‑p ‑̄ps‑I‑mï‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 
t‑P‑mk‑v I‑pc‑y³ Xs‑¶b‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w ]c‑mX‑nb‑pï‑v‑). AX‑p‑w 
24 t‑I‑mS‑n \e‑vI‑n‑m (Bd‑p t‑I‑mS‑n _‑m¦‑v t‑e‑mW‑p‑w 18 t‑I‑mS‑n 
I‑m¡\‑ms‑«b‑p‑w X‑r¡‑m¡cb‑nt‑eb‑p‑w `‑qa‑n I¨hS¯‑ns‑â 
_‑m¡‑nb‑mb‑n I‑nt‑«ïX‑p‑w t‑Nc‑v¯‑v ). CS\‑ne¡‑mc\‑mbX‑v 
k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o‑nk‑v. X‑od‑m[‑mc‑w s‑Nb‑vX‑v s‑I‑mS‑p ‑̄nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v a‑mÀ 
t‑P‑mc‑vP‑vk Bet‑©c‑nb‑ps‑S t‑]c‑ne‑p‑w. X‑od‑m[‑mc‑w \S¡Ws‑a¦‑nÂ 
a‑pg‑ph³ X‑pIb‑p‑w \e‑vs‑IW‑w. B[‑mc‑w \S¶X‑mb‑n s‑Xf‑nh‑p‑w 
Dï‑v (B[‑mc¯‑ns‑â ]Ic‑v¸‑v ). BZ‑y‑w Ch‑ns‑S `‑qa‑nb‑ns‑Ã¶‑p 
]db‑pIb‑p‑w ]‑n¶‑oS‑v Z‑m\‑w I‑n«‑nbX‑mW¶‑p‑w AX‑n\‑pt‑ij‑w 
C‑uS‑v \e‑vI‑n‑ob‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑ms‑W¶‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡ ]dª `‑qa‑n 24 
t‑I‑mS‑nt‑b‑mf‑w a‑pS¡‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑ms‑W¶‑v ]db‑pt‑¼‑mÄ AX‑v 
s‑hd‑p‑w A_²a‑mI‑pt‑a‑m? CX‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑S t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w. 2017 
G{‑]‑nÂ Gg‑n\‑v X‑od‑m[‑mc‑w \S¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ `‑qa‑ns‑b¡‑pd‑n¨‑v 
H‑mKÌ‑nÂ t‑N‑mZ‑n¨t‑¸‑mg‑mW‑v Bc‑v¨‑v‑w _‑nj¸‑v IÅ‑w ]dª‑v 
\‑ne‑v¡‑md³ t‑\‑m¡‑nbX‑v. I‑qc‑nb t‑]‑me‑p‑w (Bc‑v¨‑v _‑nj¸‑v 
BØ‑m\ ‑̄v Bc‑v̈ ‑v‑n _‑nj ‑̧p‑w AX‑nc‑q]X kl‑mbs‑a{‑X‑m·‑mc‑p‑w 
aä‑v D¶XØ‑m\a‑m\§Ä hl‑n¡‑p¶hc‑p‑w FÃ‑m Z‑nhk‑p‑w 
t‑Nc‑p¶ t‑b‑mK‑w‑) Ad‑nb‑ms‑X Øe‑w h‑m§‑nbs‑X ‑́n\‑ms‑W¶‑v 
t‑N‑mZ‑n¡‑pt‑¼‑mÄ‑, FÃ‑mhc‑p‑w Ad‑nª‑mÂ ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑p¶X‑ns‑\ 
X‑pc¦‑w hb‑v¡‑pa‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑v Bet‑©c‑nb‑ps‑S ]‑n ‑́pWb‑v¡‑mÀ 
]db‑p¶X‑ns‑e Ac‑v°‑w\ F´‑mW‑v?

C\‑n t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e ̀ ‑qa‑ns‑b¡‑pd‑n ‑̈pÅ N‑ne Bt‑£]§Ä 
I‑qS‑n t‑If‑v¡‑w . h\{‑]t‑Zi‑w Bs‑W¶X‑p‑w Ic‑n¦Â I‑z‑md‑nIÄ 
\‑nc‑v_‑mc[‑w {‑]hc‑v¯‑n‑v¡‑p¶X‑pa‑mb‑n C‑u {‑]t‑Z¯‑v AX‑p‑w 
t‑I‑mXa‑wKe‑w c‑q]Xt‑b‑mS‑v t‑Nc‑v¶‑v  I‑nS¡‑p¶ {‑]t‑Zi¯‑v 
FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v Øe‑w F ‑́n\‑mW‑v. Ah‑ns‑S 
k‑v--I‑qÄ ]W‑nb‑m³ s‑I‑mÅ‑ms‑a¶‑mW‑v Bet‑©c‑n h‑n ‑̀mK ‑̄ns‑â 
\‑y‑mb‑oIcW‑w. ]t‑£ C‑u {‑]t‑Zi¯‑v s‑kâ‑n\‑v F´‑mW‑v 
bY‑mc‑v°\ h‑nes‑b¶X‑v {‑]t‑Zih‑mk‑nIt‑f‑mS‑v X‑nc¡‑nb‑mÂ Xs‑¶ 
Ad‑nb‑mh‑p¶X‑mW‑v. Ig‑nª 22 hc‑vjXa‑mb‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑m\\‑n«‑n«‑p‑w 
h‑nä‑pt‑]‑mI‑ms‑X I‑nS¡‑p¶ C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n¡‑v C¶‑v s‑kâ‑n\‑v 30‑,000 c‑q]
b‑nÂ X‑ms‑g h‑neb‑pÅt‑̧ ‑mÄ FdW‑mI‑pf‑w A¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]

X C‑u Øe‑w h‑m§‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 96‑,000 c‑q]b‑v¡‑v‑! h‑ne‑v¸‑n\ 
\S¯‑nb Øe§f‑v¡‑vf I‑n«‑m\‑pÅ X‑pIb‑ps‑S I‑mc‑y¯‑nÂ 
Dï‑mb I_f‑n ‑̧n¡e‑p‑w Ac£‑nX‑mhØb‑pa‑mW‑v C‑u Øe‑w 
C‑uS‑mb‑n Fg‑pX‑n h‑m§‑m³ AX‑nc‑q]X \‑nc‑v_‑pÔ‑nXc‑mbX‑v F¶ 
hk‑vX‑pX F¶‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. h‑nä Øe ‑̄ns‑â ]W‑w 
_‑m¡‑n I‑n«‑m\‑pÅX‑n\‑v C‑uS‑v F¶ \‑neb‑ne‑mW‑v t‑Zh‑nI‑pfs‑̄  
AX‑oh ]c‑nØ‑nX‑n t‑e‑me {‑]t‑Zi ‑̄v 17 G¡À AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
Xeb‑ne‑m¡‑nbX‑v. CX‑n\‑mb‑n Hc‑p t‑I‑mS‑n 60 e£‑w _‑m¦‑v t‑e‑m¬ 
FS‑p¯‑p. `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑p‑w Hc‑p A[‑nI‑mc I½‑nä‑nb‑pt‑Sb‑p‑w 
A\‑ph‑mZt‑¯‑ms‑Sb‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑ns‑Ã¶‑v 2017 \h‑w_À Bd‑n\‑v 
I‑qS‑nb t‑b‑mK ‑̄nÂ A ‑̀nhµ‑y Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v ]ck‑ya‑mb‑n 
k½X‑n¡‑pt‑¼‑mg‑p‑w C§s‑\s‑b‑mc‑p Øe‑w h‑m§‑m\‑p‑w Hc‑p 
I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI I½‑nä‑nb‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w A\‑ph‑mZa‑nÃ‑ms‑X C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n¡‑mb‑n 
_‑m¦‑v t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯X‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡ Hc‑p I‑päk½X¯‑nÂ 
HX‑p¡‑n X‑oc‑v¡‑m \‑mh‑pt‑a‑m F¶‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ t‑N‑mZ‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. 
k‑m¼¯‑n _‑m[‑yX a‑m{‑XaÃ‑, k`bb‑ps‑S h‑ni‑z‑mk‑yXb‑v¡‑p‑w 
a‑qe‑y§f‑v¡‑p‑w  If¦‑w Dï‑m¡‑n hb‑v¡‑pIb‑mW‑v Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑p‑w aä‑pffhc‑p‑w t‑Nc‑v¶‑v  hc‑p¯‑nh¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶ 
Bt‑£] ‑̄n\‑v Hc‑p ad‑p]S‑nb‑p‑w I‑pä‑mt‑c‑m]‑nXc‑v¡‑n s‑Ã¶X‑mW‑v 
h‑mk‑vXh‑w. AhÀ Ct‑̧ ‑mg‑p‑w Cs‑XÃ‑m‑w k‑w`h‑n ‑̈pt‑]‑mb A_²‑w 
a‑m{‑Xa‑mb‑n h‑yJ‑y‑m\‑n¡‑p¶‑p.

Part 5 

59 t‑I‑mS‑nb‑ps‑S IS‑w 90 t‑I‑mS‑nb‑ns‑e ‑̄n¨ “a‑nS‑p¡‑v‑’‑! 
a‑mÀ Bet‑©c‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v h³ k‑m¼ ‑̄nI 
_‑m[‑yXb‑pï‑m¡‑nbX‑mb‑n Bt‑£]‑w

Bc‑v¨‑v‑p _‑nj¸‑v a‑mÀ hc‑v¡‑n‑v h‑nXb¯‑ne‑ns‑â I‑me¯‑mW‑v 
k‑ot‑d‑m ae_‑mÀ k`b‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ FdW‑mI‑pf‑w A¦a‑me‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v Hc‑p s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v X‑pS§‑m\‑pÅ 
k‑m[‑yXIÄ Nc‑v¨Xb‑mI‑p¶X‑v. FdW‑mI‑pf‑w e‑nk‑n Bi‑p]
{‑X‑n‑, A¦a‑me‑n e‑nä‑nÂ ^‑vehÀ Bi‑p]{‑X‑ns‑b‑ms‑¡b‑pÅ 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v h‑oï‑ps‑a‑mc‑p s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑ns‑â 
Bhi‑yIXb‑pt‑ï‑m F¶‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p {‑][‑m\a‑mb‑p‑w Dbc‑v¶\ 
t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w. h³ k‑m¼ ‑̄nI N‑net‑hd‑nb H¶‑mI‑p‑w Hc‑p s‑aU‑n¡Â 
t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v \S ‑̄ns‑¡‑mï‑p t‑]‑mh‑pI F¶X‑v. A§s‑\ hc‑pt‑¼‑mÄ 
Hc‑mX‑pc‑meb‑w F¶ \‑neb‑nÂ AX‑ns‑\ {‑]hc‑v¯‑na¸‑n¡‑pI 
_‑p²‑na‑p«‑mI‑p‑w. Ah‑ns‑S hc‑p¶ H‑mt‑c‑mc‑p¯t‑c‑mS‑p‑w ]W‑w 
h‑mt‑§ï‑n hc‑p‑w. {‑I‑nk‑vX‑ob h‑ni‑z‑mk§f‑v¡h\‑pk‑rXa‑mb‑n 
B {‑]Ø‑m\s‑¯ a‑pt‑¶‑m«‑p s‑I‑mï‑p t‑]‑mI‑m³ Ig‑nb‑nÃ. 
C¯c‑w N‑qï‑n¡‑m«e‑pIf‑p‑w h‑nac‑viW\§f‑p‑w FÃ‑m‑w 
iàa‑mb‑nc‑p¶X‑ps‑I‑mï‑v s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v F¶ Bib‑w 
XX‑vI‑me‑w a‑mä‑nh ‑̈p. h‑nXb ‑̄nÂ ]‑nX‑mh‑v I‑me‑w s‑N¿‑vX‑p. a‑mÀ 
t‑P‑mc‑vP‑vN Bet‑©c‑n‑, h‑nXb ‑̄ne‑ns‑â ]‑n\‑vÜ‑mb‑nb‑mb‑n F ‑̄n. 
At‑X‑ms‑S s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v h‑oï‑p‑w Nc‑v¨ b‑nÂ h¶‑p. 
Xs‑â k‑z‑m[‑o\h‑p‑w \b§f‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡ D]t‑b‑mK‑n¨‑p‑w FX‑nc‑v¸‑p 
Is‑fÃ‑m‑w AhKW‑n ‑̈p‑w Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v a‑pt‑¶‑m«‑p t‑]‑mb‑n. 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v k‑m¼ ‑̄nI _‑m[‑yX Dï‑mI‑ns‑Ã¶‑p ]dª‑v 
h‑ni‑zk‑n¸‑n¨t‑X‑ms‑S s‑s‑hZ‑nI ka‑nX‑nb‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w A\‑paX‑n 
t‑\S‑ns‑bS‑p¡‑m\‑p‑w Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑v k‑m[‑n¨‑p. A§s‑\ 
s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v Bc‑w`‑n¡‑m³ Xs‑¶ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨‑p.

2015 t‑ab‑v 29þ\‑v I‑meS‑n X‑pdh‑qÀ h‑nt‑ÃP‑nÂ aä‑qc‑nÂ 
23.22 G¡À Øe‑w AX‑nc‑q]X Hc‑p s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v 
X‑pS§‑p¶X‑n\‑mb‑n h‑m§‑n ‑̈p. s‑kâ‑n\‑v GIt‑Zi‑w cï‑p e£ ‑̄n 
a‑p¸¯‑ns‑b‑m¼X‑n\‑mb‑nc‑w c‑q] h¨‑v 43 t‑I‑mS‑n 21 e£‑w c‑q]
b‑v¡‑mW‑v C‑u `‑qa‑n {‑Ibh‑n{‑Ib‑w \S¶X‑v. CX‑n\‑mb‑n k‑u¯‑v 
C´‑y³ _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w 58 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑p.

Ch‑ns‑Sb‑mW‑v AX‑nc‑q]X kl‑mb s‑a{‑X‑m·‑m·‑mÀ AS¡‑w 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w Ae‑va‑m‑qbc‑ps‑aÃ‑m‑w N‑ne k‑wib§Ä Dbc‑v̄ ‑p ¶X‑v;

43 t‑I‑mS‑n 21 e£‑w c‑q] aX‑nb‑mb‑nS¯‑v 59 t‑I‑mS‑n t‑e‑m¬ 
FS‑p¯X‑v F´‑n\‑v?

`‑qa‑n h‑ne hc‑p¶s‑X‑mg‑n¨‑pÅ 16.6 t‑I‑mS‑n F´‑n\‑v D]
t‑b‑mK‑n¨‑p?

C‑u ]W‑w IÅ¸Wa‑mb‑n AX‑nc‑q]X hk‑vX‑p DSab‑v¡‑v 
\e‑vI‑n‑nt‑b‑m? At‑X‑m hIa‑mä‑n D]t‑b‑mK‑nt‑¨‑m? AX‑pas‑Ã¦‑nÂ 
Bs‑c¦‑ne‑paX‑v s‑s‑I¡e‑m¡‑nt‑b‑m?

Bt‑c‑m]W§Ä C\‑nb‑pa‑pï‑v.

cï‑p e£ ‑̄nÂ a‑p¸ ‑̄ns‑b‑m¼X‑n\‑mb‑nc‑w c‑q] s‑kâ‑n\‑v 
\e‑vI‑n b‑mW‑v ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nbX‑v. F¶‑mÂ C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n¡‑v A{‑Xb‑p‑w 
h‑neb‑pt‑ï‑m? Ct‑X `‑qa‑n cï‑v e£¯‑n\‑v AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v 
\e‑vI‑mWs‑a¶‑p ]dª‑nc‑p¶X‑mb‑n Hc‑p s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ Xs‑¶ 
s‑hf‑ns‑̧ S‑p ‑̄p¶‑pï‑v. {‑]t‑Zi‑nI hk‑vX‑p CS]‑mS‑pIÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v 
C‑u Øe¯‑n\‑v H¶c e£¯‑n\S‑p¯‑v h‑net‑b s‑kâ‑n\‑v 
hc‑p¶‑pÅ‑ps‑h¶‑pa‑mW‑v. B Ø‑m\¯‑mW‑v cï‑v e£¯‑n 
a‑p¸ ‑̄ns‑b‑m¼X‑n\‑mb‑nc‑w a‑pS¡‑n AX‑nc‑q]X Øe‑w h‑m§‑nbX‑v.

s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v X‑pS§‑m\‑mb‑n h‑m§‑nb `‑qa‑nb‑mIs‑« 
s‑aäÂ {‑IjÀ b‑qW‑nä‑pIf‑p‑w Ac‑na‑nÃ‑pIf‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡ N‑pä‑n 
\‑ne‑v¡‑p‑v¶X‑mW‑v F¶‑mt‑£]h‑p‑w CX‑ns‑\‑m¸a‑pï‑v.

s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑n\‑mb‑n h‑mi‑n]‑nS‑n¨‑ v Øe‑w 
h‑m§‑nb‑ns‑«¦‑ne‑p‑w AXÃ‑ms‑X as‑ä‑m¶‑p‑w \‑mf‑nX‑phs‑c \
S¶‑n«‑nÃ. s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mfP‑v \S ‑̄n ‑̧pIÄ e‑m`Ica‑mI‑ns‑Ã¶ 
X‑nc‑n¨d‑nh‑ne‑mW‑v B t‑a‑ml‑w Dt‑]£‑n¨s‑X¶‑p‑w F¦‑ne‑p‑w 
Ah‑ns‑Ss‑b‑mc‑p t‑{‑S‑ma s‑IbÀ Bi‑p]{‑X‑nt‑b‑m d^dÂ Bi‑p]
{‑X‑nt‑b‑m X‑pS§‑mh‑p¶X‑ms‑W¶‑pa‑mW‑v ^‑mZÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ 
hS¡‑p‑w]‑mSs‑\ t‑]‑me‑pÅhÀ Ct‑¸‑mg‑p‑w ]db‑p¶X‑v.

F´‑mb‑me‑p‑w aä‑qc‑ns‑e `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m³ t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯ 
hIb‑nÂ Ig‑nª a‑q¶‑pa‑mka‑mb‑n Bd‑p t‑I‑mS‑n h¨‑v CX‑phs‑c 
18 t‑I‑mS‑n ]e‑ni AS¨‑n«‑pï‑v AX‑nc‑q]X.

Ct‑̧ ‑mgs‑̄  ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v̧  \ h‑nh‑mZ‑w s‑I‑mS‑p¼‑nc‑ns‑¡‑mï‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ 
k‑mlNc‑y¯‑nÂ FdW‑mI‑pf‑w A¦a‑me‑n t‑aPÀ AX‑nc‑q]X 
kl‑mb s‑a{‑X‑m³ a‑mÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ FSb{‑´¯‑v

AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v I‑og‑ne‑pÅ s‑s‑hZ‑nIs‑c A`‑nk‑wt‑_‑m[\ 
s‑Nb‑vX‑v ]‑pd¯‑nd¡‑nb kc‑v¡‑p ed‑nÂ ]db‑p¶‑pï‑v‑, aä‑qc‑ns‑e 
`‑qa‑n h‑m§Â AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v h³ k‑m¼¯‑nI _‑m[‑yX 
Dï‑m¡‑ns‑b¶‑v--. kc‑v¡‑pbed‑nÂ C{‑]I‑mca‑mW‑v ]dª‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v; 
s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v X‑pS§‑p¶X‑n\‑mb‑n aä‑qc‑nÂ ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m³ 
_‑m¦‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w 58 t‑I‑mS‑n t‑e‑m¬ FS‑p¯‑p. h‑mc‑vj‑naI 
hc‑pa‑m\ ‑̄nÂ a‑n¨ hc‑pa‑m\‑w A[‑nIa‑nÃ‑m¯ \½‑ps‑S AX‑nc‑qX 
C‑u Øe‑w h§‑nbX‑v hc´c¸Å‑nb‑ns‑e AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
Øe‑w h‑nä‑v t‑e‑m¬ X‑nc‑n¨Sb‑v¡‑ms‑a¶ [‑mcWb‑ne‑mW‑v. 
F¶‑mÂ hc´c¸Å‑nb‑ne‑pÅ Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¡‑ma³ k‑m[‑n ‑̈nÃ. 
C¡‑mcW¯‑mÂ Xs‑¶ _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑ns‑¶S‑p¯ X‑pIb‑ps‑S 
h‑mc‑vj‑neI ]e‑ni Bd‑p t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] ASb‑v¡‑pI F¶X‑v 
AX‑nc‑q]Xs‑b k‑w_Ô‑n ‑̈nSt‑̄ ‑mf‑w hfs‑ct‑bd _‑p²‑na‑pt‑«d‑nb 
I‑mc‑ya‑ms‑W¶‑v AX‑nc‑q]X ^‑n\‑m\‑vk‑z I‑uW‑vk‑nAe‑n\‑p 
t‑_‑m[‑ys‑¸«‑n«‑pï‑v.

aä‑qc‑nÂ 23.22 G¡À Øe‑w H¶‑n ‑̈p h‑m§‑nbX‑ns‑â t‑e‑m¬ 
_‑m[‑yX (58 t‑I‑mS‑n‑) X‑oc‑v¡‑m ³ hc´c]Å‑n Ft‑Ìä‑v h‑ne‑v¡‑m 
³ XSÊ‑w h¶t‑X‑ms‑Sb‑mW‑v AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S Xs‑¶ aä‑pN‑ne 
Øe§Ä h‑nä‑v IS‑w h‑o«‑m³ X‑oc‑pa‑m\a‑mbX‑v. X‑r¡‑m¡c 
s‑s‑\]‑pW‑y k‑v--I‑qf‑ns‑â FX‑nc‑zbi¯‑pÅ 70.15 s‑kâ‑v‑, 
X‑r¡‑m¡c `‑mcXa‑mX‑m t‑I‑mt‑fP‑ns‑â FX‑nc‑z‑vi¯‑pÅ 62.33 
s‑kâ‑v‑, X‑r¡‑m¡c Ic‑pW‑meb¯‑ns‑â `‑mKa‑mb 99.44 s‑kâ‑v‑, 
I‑m¡\‑mS‑v \‑ne]‑w]X‑nª a‑pIf‑nÂ 20.35 s‑kâ‑v‑, acS‑nÂ 54.71 
s‑kâ‑v F¶‑n§s‑\b‑pÅ ̀ ‑qa‑nIf‑mW‑v h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ Ge‑v̧ ‑nM¨X‑v 
(70 D‑w 90 s‑kâ‑v `‑qa‑nIÄ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v s‑hd‑p‑w X‑pï‑p 
`‑qa‑nIf‑mW‑v‑!). A©‑p Øe§f‑ne‑mb‑n s‑a‑m¯‑w 306.98 s‑kâ‑v 
‑̀qa‑n Hc‑p a‑mk ‑̄n\‑pÅ‑nÂ h‑ne‑v¡‑p Ib‑p‑w AX‑phg‑n (s‑kâ‑n\‑v 

9.05 e£‑w c‑q] h‑nes‑b¶ [‑mcWb‑nÂ‑) AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v 
27.30 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] e`‑n¡‑ps‑a¶‑p‑w AX‑v _‑m¦‑nÂ \‑nt‑£]‑n¨‑p 

Ig‑nb‑pt‑¼‑mÄ ]‑n¶‑oS‑v GIt‑Zi‑w 32 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q]b‑mb‑n AX‑nc‑q]
Xb‑ps‑S IS‑w I‑pdb‑ps‑a¶‑pa‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p AhI‑mih‑mZ‑w. CX‑pI‑qS‑ms‑X 
N¡c¸d¼‑nÂ \‑nc‑va‑miW‑w ]‑qc‑v¯‑n b‑mb‑n hc‑p¶ t‑j‑m¸‑n‑wK‑v 
t‑I‑m‑w¹I‑v--k‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w e`‑n¡‑p¶ h‑mSIhg‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
h‑mc‑vj‑n--I hc‑pa‑m\s‑¯ _‑m[‑n¡‑ms‑X _‑m¦‑ns‑e ]e‑nib‑p‑w 
k‑mh[‑m\‑w IS§f‑p‑w h‑o«‑m‑ms‑a¶ {‑]X‑o£b‑p‑w Dï‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p.

F¶‑mÂ {‑]X‑o£¨s‑X‑m¶‑p‑w \S¶‑nÃ F¶‑mW‑v kl‑mbs‑a{‑X‑m³ 
s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ FSb{‑´¯‑ns‑â kc‑v¡‑p ed‑ne‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑S 
Bt‑£]¯‑ne‑p‑w h‑yàa‑mI‑p¶X‑v.

Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¸ \b‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w 27.30 t‑I‑mS‑n I‑n«‑ps‑a¶‑p {‑]
X‑o£‑n ‑̈nS ‑̄v \‑me‑nSs‑̄  ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑näX‑nÂ 18 t‑I‑mS‑nt‑b‑mf‑w A‑nc‑q]
Xb‑v¡‑v CX‑phs‑c I‑n«‑nb‑n«‑nÃ. AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S As‑¡‑uï‑nt‑e¡‑v 
CX‑phs‑c Bs‑I I‑n«‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v s‑hd‑p‑w \‑me‑p t‑I‑mS‑nb‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w 
Bt‑£]‑w Dbc‑v¯‑p ¶ s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w Ae‑va‑m‑nbc‑p‑w ]db‑p¶‑p. 
Øe‑w h‑ne‑v̧ ‑n\b‑nÂ _‑m¡‑n e ‑̀nt‑¡ï 18.17 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q] AX‑nc‑q]
Xb‑v¡‑v e ‑̀n ‑̈nÃ F¶‑p a‑m{‑XaÃ‑, I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI ka‑nX‑nIf‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w 
AX‑nc‑q]X Ø‑m]\§f‑ps‑S t‑I{‑µ H‑m ‑̂nk‑mb AICOb‑ps‑S 
{‑]k‑nUâ‑ns‑âb‑p‑w Ad‑nt‑h‑m k½Xt‑a‑m I‑qS‑ms‑X AICO hg‑n 
10 t‑I‑mS‑n h‑oï‑p‑w h‑mb‑v¸s‑bS‑p¯‑v t‑I‑mXa‑wKe¯‑n\S‑p¯‑v 
t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nÂ 2017 G{‑]‑nÂ Gg‑n\‑v cP‑nÌÀ s‑Nb‑vX{‑]I‑mc‑w 25 
G¡d‑p‑w t‑Zh‑nI‑pf ‑̄v 2017 s‑̂ {‑_‑phc‑n 22 \‑v B[‑mc‑w cP‑nÌÀ 
s‑Nb‑vX {‑]I‑mc‑w 17 G¡d‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]X h‑m§‑n.

C‑u Øe§Ä h‑m§‑nb I‑mc‑y‑w ad¨‑p hb‑v¡‑pIb‑p‑w 
a‑mk§f‑v¡‑n ̧ ‑pd‑w I‑n«‑nb h‑nhca\‑pkc‑n ‑̈v t‑N‑mZ‑ya‑pbc‑v̄ ‑n bt‑̧ ‑mÄ 
BZ‑y‑w h‑m§‑nb‑n«‑ns‑Ã¶‑p‑w ]‑n¶‑oS‑v CãZ‑m\‑w I‑n«‑nbX‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w 
HS‑ph‑nÂ I‑m¡\‑ms‑«b‑p‑w X‑r¡‑m¡cb‑nt‑eb‑p‑w ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v̧ ‑v\b‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w I‑n«‑m\‑pÅ 18 t‑I‑mS‑n¡‑p a‑pIf‑nÂ ]W¯‑n\‑v C‑uS‑mb‑n 
\e‑vI‑n‑pb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑ms‑W¶‑pa‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v 
I‑päk½X‑w \S ‑̄nbs‑X¶‑v kl‑mbs‑a{‑X‑m·‑mc‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w 
N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶‑p. C‑uS‑v I‑n«‑nb ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑ms‑W¦‑nÂ Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑â t‑]c‑nÂ X‑od‑m[‑mc‑w Fg‑pX‑n h‑m§‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶s‑X¶ 
t‑N‑mZ‑y‑w Ct‑¸‑mg‑p‑w D¯c‑w I‑n«‑ms‑X \‑ne‑v¸‑p s‑ï¶‑p‑w ChÀ 
]db‑p¶‑p.

aä‑qc‑nÂ Øe‑w h‑m§‑nbX‑pa‑qe‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
IS_‑m[‑yX 60 t‑I‑mS‑n Bb‑nc‑p¶‑ps‑h¦‑nÂ t‑ae‑v¸cdª `‑qa‑n 
CS]‑mS‑pIf‑v¡‑pSt‑ij‑w Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S IS‑w F ‑̄n 
\‑ne‑v¡‑pR¶X‑v 84 t‑I‑mS‑nt‑b‑mf‑w Bb‑n«‑ms‑W¶‑p s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ 
FSb{‑´¯‑v ]‑nX‑mh‑v Xs‑¶ ]db‑p¶‑p.

FdW‑mI‑pf‑wþA¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S IS_‑m[‑yXs‑b¡‑pd‑n ‑̈v 
At‑\‑zj‑n¨d‑nª h‑nhc§s‑f¶ \‑neb‑nÂ s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶ 
IW¡‑pIÄ C§s‑\b‑mW‑v;

aä‑qc‑nÂ `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nb hIb‑nÂþ59 t‑I‑mS‑n

t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nÂ `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nb hIb‑nÂþ 6 t‑I‑mS‑n

t‑Zh‑nI‑pf¯‑v `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nb hIb‑nÂþ 1 t‑I‑mS‑n 60 e£‑w

t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑ns‑e Øe¯‑ns‑â C‑uS‑nt‑·Â AICO {‑]
k‑nUâ‑ns‑â k½Xt‑a‑m Ad‑nt‑h‑m I‑qS‑ms‑X AICO b‑ps‑S t‑]
c‑nÂ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑mb‑n FS‑p ‑̄nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v 12 t‑I‑mS‑nb‑nÂ ]c‑w.

AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S Xs‑¶ Ø‑m]\§f‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w ISa‑mb‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]X t‑I{‑µ‑w s‑s‑I¸ä‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑mb‑n I‑n«‑nb h‑nhc§Ä;

s‑s‑\]‑pW‑y k‑v--I‑qÄ‑, X‑r¡‑m¡cþ 3 t‑I‑mS‑n

`‑mcXa‑mX t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v‑, X‑r¡‑m¡cþ 1 t‑I‑mS‑n

t‑k‑mj‑yÂ Ifat‑ic‑nþ60 e£‑w

N¡c¸d¼‑vþ 8 t‑I‑mS‑n

Bs‑I t‑e‑m¬þ 91.20 t‑I‑mS‑n

C§s‑\ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S [\I‑mc‑yh‑n`‑mK¯‑ns‑â Bs‑I 
IS‑w 91 t‑I‑mS‑n 20 e£‑w c‑q]. C‑u `‑oaa‑mb IS¯‑n\‑v ]
c‑nl‑mcs‑at‑¶‑mW‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S cï‑v G¡À 55 s‑kâ‑v 
Øe‑w h‑nä‑p. AX‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w C‑u IS ‑̄nt‑e¡‑v Hc‑p N‑nÃ‑n¡‑mi‑v 
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X‑nc‑n¨Sb‑v¡‑m³ D¯ch‑mZ‑nX‑zs‑¸«hc‑v¡‑ve k‑m[‑n¨‑n«‑pa‑nÃ. ]
Ic‑w h\t‑aJebb‑ne‑p‑w AX‑oh ]c‑nØ‑nX‑nt‑e‑me {‑]t‑Zi ‑̄p‑w 
`‑qa‑n h‑m§‑nb‑n«‑n«‑pï‑v... s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑S C‑u Bt‑£]§f‑v¡‑v‑p 
ad‑p]S‑n ]dt‑bï _‑m[‑yXb‑pï‑v Bc‑v̈ ‑vS _‑nj ‑̧v a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑y 
Bet‑©c‑n¡‑v...

Part 6

Z‑m\‑w I‑n«‑nb ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑p‑w h‑nt‑ä‑m ]‑nX‑mt‑h‑! X‑r¡‑m¡c 
Ic‑pW‑meb¯‑ns‑â `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¸ \b‑nÂ h³ 
X‑nc‑nad‑ns‑b¶‑v Bt‑£]‑w

s‑aU‑n¡Â t‑I‑mt‑fP‑v Ø‑m]‑n¡‑m³ F¶ t‑]c‑nÂ aä‑qc‑nÂ 23.22 
G¡À Øe‑w H¶‑n ‑̈p h‑m§‑nbX‑n\‑v k‑u ‑̄v C ‑́y³ _‑m¦‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w FS‑p¯ 58 t‑I‑mS‑nb‑ps‑S _‑m[‑yX X‑oc‑v¡‑m \‑mW‑v 
X‑r¡‑m¡c s‑s‑\]‑pW‑y k‑v--I‑qf‑ns‑â FX‑nc‑z‑ni ‑̄pÅ 70.15 s‑kâ‑v‑, 
X‑r¡‑m¡c `‑mcXa‑mX‑m t‑I‑mt‑fP‑ns‑â FX‑nc‑zdi¯‑pÅ 62.33 
s‑kâ‑v‑, X‑r¡‑m¡c Ic‑pW‑meb¯‑ns‑â `‑mKa‑mb 99.44 s‑kâ‑v‑, 
I‑m¡\‑mS‑v \‑ne]‑w]X‑nª a‑pIf‑nÂ 20.35 s‑kâ‑v‑, acS‑nÂ 54.71 
s‑kâ‑v F¶‑n§s‑\b‑pÅ ̀ ‑qa‑nIÄ h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. 
h‑nä ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑ps‑S h‑neb‑p‑w AX‑p ]‑qc‑vWfa‑mb‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v h¶‑p 
t‑Nc‑m¯X‑ns‑âb‑p‑w ]‑n¶‑ne‑pÅ k‑wib§f‑p‑w Bt‑£]§f‑p‑w 
h‑mc‑vt‑̄ If‑mb‑n a‑md‑nb k‑mlNc‑y ‑̄nÂ C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑ns‑e 
k‑wib§Ä I‑qS‑pXÂ _es‑¸S‑p¯‑p¶ Hc‑p I¨hSa‑mW‑v 
X‑r¡‑m¡c s‑I‑mÃ‑wI‑pS‑na‑pIf‑ns‑e Ic‑pW‑meb¯‑ns‑â `‑qa‑n 
h‑ne‑v¸ \.

Ic‑pW‑mebt‑¯‑mS‑v t‑Nc‑v¶‑p‑n I‑nS¡‑p¶ Ht‑c¡À A©‑v 
s‑kâ‑v `‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v h‑näX‑v. C‑u `‑qa‑n AeI‑v--k‑nb³ {‑_t‑Zg‑v--k‑v 
F¶ P‑ohI‑mc‑pW‑y k‑wLS\ \e‑vI‑n‑nbX‑mW‑v. AeI‑v--k‑n³ 
{‑_t‑Zg‑v--k‑v t‑Icf¯‑ns‑e {‑]hc‑v¯ \§Ä Ahk‑m\‑n¸‑n¨‑v 
t‑]‑mI‑p¶X‑n\‑p a‑p¼‑mb‑mW‑v Ic‑pW‑meb ‑̄n\‑v C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n CãZ‑m\‑w 
\e‑vI‑pk¶X‑v. ̀ ‑qa‑n \e‑vI‑p‑mt‑¼‑mÄ Bhi‑ys‑̧ «‑nc‑p¶ Ht‑cs‑b‑mc‑p 
I‑mc‑y‑w `‑qa‑n P‑ohI‑mc‑pW‑y {‑]hc‑v¯‑v\§f‑v¡‑v  a‑m{‑X‑w D]
t‑b‑mK‑n¡‑pI F¶X‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p. C‑u Dd ‑̧v e‑wL‑n ‑̈mW‑v Ct‑̧ ‑mÄ 
‑̀qa‑n h‑nä‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. AX‑p‑w \‑nbah‑nc‑p²a‑mb‑n F¶‑mt‑£]h‑p‑w 

Bc‑v¨‑v  _‑nj¸‑v Bet‑©c‑n¡‑p‑w kl‑mbb‑nIf‑v¡‑p s‑aX‑ns‑c 
Dbc‑p¶‑p.

AeI‑v--k‑nb³ {‑_t‑Zg‑v--k‑v `‑qa‑n {‑Ih‑n{‑Ib‑w \S¯‑pt‑¼‑mÄ 
B[‑mc ‑̄nÂ ̀ ‑qa‑n aä‑mhi‑y§f‑v¡‑m‑nb‑n D]t‑b‑mK‑n¡c‑ps‑X¶‑v \‑nj‑v-
-Ic‑vj‑nf ‑̈nc‑p¶X‑mb‑n ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑nh‑mZ ‑̄nÂ Bt‑£]‑w D¶b‑n¡‑p¶ 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶‑p. ]‑q¡‑m«‑p]S‑n a‑pï\‑v]‑m‑me ‑̄n\
S ‑̄pÅ Hc‑p a‑pÉ‑n‑w ]Å‑n¡‑mb‑n C‑u ̀ ‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m³ ]Å‑n¡½ä‑n 
a‑pt‑¶‑m«‑p h¶‑nc‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑p‑w F¶‑mÂ Ahc‑ps‑S A ‑̀n ‑̀mjI³ 
\e‑vI‑ndb \‑nbt‑a‑m]t‑Zi‑w A\‑pkc‑n¨‑v CãZ‑m\‑w \e‑vI‑n\b 
`‑qa‑nb‑mbX‑n\‑mÂ h‑m§‑m³ Ig‑nb‑ns‑Ã¶d‑nªt‑X‑ms‑S ]‑n\‑z‑m
b§‑pIb‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑p‑w ]db‑p¶‑p.

\‑nba XSk‑w Dï‑mb‑n«‑p‑w C‑u `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑mM³ 
Ig‑nªX‑v F§s‑\b‑ms‑W¶ t‑N‑mZ‑y¯‑n\‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ 
X§f‑ps‑S At‑\‑zjW ‑̄nÂ Is‑ï ‑̄nb I‑mc‑y§Ä kl‑nX‑w 
Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡‑p¶X‑v‑, C‑u I¨hS¯‑n\‑p ]‑n¶‑nÂ h³ {‑Iat‑¡S‑v 
\S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑mW‑v. k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑oNk‑v I‑pt‑¶Â F¶ d‑nbÂ 
Ft‑Ìä‑v t‑{‑_‑m¡À CS\‑ne¡‑mc\‑mb‑n \‑n¶‑p h‑nä C‑u `‑qa‑n 
BZ‑y‑w Hc‑p h‑nt‑ÃP‑v H‑m^‑nks‑d s‑I‑mï‑v h‑m§‑n¸‑n¡‑pIb‑p‑w 
C‑u I‑mc‑y‑w {‑]Nc‑n¸‑n¨‑mW‑v ]‑n¶‑oS‑v ̀ ‑qa‑n t‑¹‑m«‑pIf‑mb‑n X‑nc‑n¨‑p 
h‑ne‑v]{‑‑v\ \S¯‑nbX‑p‑w F¶‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v.

Part 7 

Bc‑v¨‑vX _‑nj¸‑v d‑nbÂ Ft‑Ìä‑v _‑nk‑n\k‑v \
St‑¯ï‑, Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑p ]Zh‑nb‑nÂ 
X‑pSc‑m³ t‑b‑mK‑yXb‑nÃ; h‑n«‑ph‑og‑vNb‑v¡‑ns‑Ã¶‑p 

h‑yàa‑m¡‑n s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ

k‑ot‑d‑m ae_‑mÀ k`b‑ps‑S BØ‑m\a‑mb FdW‑mI‑pf‑w A¦a‑me‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v If¦‑w N‑mc‑v¯‑n b `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑v {‑Iat‑¡S‑v 
H¯‑p X‑oc‑v¸‑n t‑e¡‑v F¯‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑mW‑v N‑ne t‑I{‑µ§f‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w {‑]Nc‑n¡‑p¶ h‑mc‑v¯‑vIÄ. Ig‑nª Z‑nhk‑w t‑Nc‑v¶  
AS‑nb´c k‑n\U‑nÂ C\‑n C‑u h‑njb¯‑nÂ ]ck‑ya‑mb 
h‑nh‑mZ‑w t‑hs‑ï¶‑p‑w‑, X\‑n¡‑v ]ä‑nbX‑v k‑mt‑¦X‑nIa‑mb 
]‑ngh‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w AX‑n\‑v a‑m¸‑v ]db‑p¶X‑mb‑pa‑pÅ AX‑nc‑q]
X‑m[‑y£³ Bc‑v¨‑v\ _‑nj¸‑v a‑mÀ t‑P‑mc‑vP‑v‑n Bet‑©c‑nb‑ps‑S 
\‑ne]‑mS‑v A‑wK‑oIc‑n¨‑ps‑I‑mï‑v “FÃ‑m‑w Ahk‑m\‑n¸‑n¡‑m³‑’ 
s‑s‑hZ‑nIka‑qlt‑̄ ‑mS‑p‑w Ae‑va‑m bt‑c‑mS‑p‑w k‑n\U‑v A ‑̀yc‑v°‑nI ‑̈p 
F¶‑pa‑mW‑v h‑mc‑v¯‑v. F¶‑mÂ C¯cs‑a‑mc‑p h‑mc‑v¯k {‑]
N‑mcW‑w t‑]‑me‑p‑w s‑Xä‑v adb‑v¡‑m³ {‑ia‑n¡‑p¶hc‑ps‑S X‑mX‑v]
c‑y‑mc‑v° a‑ms‑W¶‑mW‑v h‑naXh‑n ‑̀mKa‑mb s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑p‑w k`b‑ns‑e 
Ae‑va‑mcbc‑p‑w h‑yàa‑m¡‑p¶X‑v.

AX‑nc‑q]X F ‑́v \S]S‑nb‑pa‑mb‑mt‑W‑m a‑pt‑¶‑m«‑p t‑]‑mI‑p¶X‑v 
AX‑p Xs‑¶ X‑pSc‑m\‑mW‑v k‑n\U‑v \‑nc‑vt‑Zai‑w \e‑vI‑nXb‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. 
k`‑m h‑ni‑z‑mk§s‑fb‑p‑w a‑qe‑y§s‑fb‑p‑w XIc‑vt‑¯hÀ i‑n£ 
Gä‑ph‑m§W‑w. X‑m³ hl‑n¡‑p¶ Ø‑m\a‑m\§f‑ps‑S A´Ê‑p‑w 
]h‑n{‑XXb‑p‑w \ãs‑̧ S‑p ‑̄nbhÀ X‑pSc‑v¶‑p‑w  At‑X Ø‑m\§f‑nÂ 
Cc‑n¡‑m³ t‑b‑mK‑yXb‑ns‑Ã¶‑p‑w a‑md‑n \‑ne‑v¡‑mWs‑a¶‑p Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v 
X§Ä Ct‑̧ ‑mg‑p‑w Bhi‑ys‑̧ S‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶‑p. 
s‑s‑hZ‑nI ka‑nX‑n AS‑p¯ Z‑nhk‑w Xs‑¶ a‑mc‑v]‑m\¸b‑v¡‑v 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑nt‑c ]c‑mX‑n Ab¡‑ps‑a¶‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ 
]db‑p¶‑p. AX‑n\‑pÅ \S]S‑nIÄ ]‑qc‑v̄ ‑n b‑mb‑n hc‑p¶X‑mb‑p‑w 
AhÀ Ad‑nb‑n¨‑p.

t‑\cs‑¯ AX‑nc‑q]X kl‑mb s‑a{‑X‑m³ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ 
FSb{‑´¯‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nI ka‑ql¯‑n\‑mb‑n Ab¨ kc‑v¡‑p 
ed‑ne‑p‑w `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¸a\b‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑¸« h‑nh‑mZ¯‑nÂ 
h‑mk‑vXha‑ps‑ï¶‑p‑w AX‑n\‑p t‑\X‑rX‑z‑w s‑I‑mS‑p¯hc‑v¡‑v  s‑Xä‑v 
]ä‑nb‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑pa‑mW‑v ]db‑p¶X‑v.

IS‑w h‑o«‑m\‑mb‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S I‑og‑ne‑pÅ A©‑p Øe§Ä 
h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨X‑v h‑nh‑n[ I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI ka‑nX‑nIf‑nÂ 
Bt‑e‑mN‑n¨t‑ija‑ms‑W¦‑ne‑p‑w AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑pa‑mb‑pÅ Ic‑md‑ns‑\
X‑ns‑c (Bs‑I h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨ hk‑vX‑p 306.98 s‑kâ‑v 
`‑qa‑nb‑mW‑v. s‑kâ‑n\‑v a‑q¶‑p e£‑w a‑pXÂ 19 e£‑w hs‑cb‑pÅ 
h‑nh‑n[ h‑neIf‑mW‑v \‑nÝb‑n ‑̈nc‑p¶X‑v. Bs‑I h‑nä hk‑vX‑ph‑p‑w 
X ‑̄pe‑ya‑mb h‑neb‑p‑w X‑mcXa‑ys‑̧ S‑p ‑̄pt‑¼‑mÄ s‑kâ‑v H¶‑n\‑v 
Gäh‑p‑w I‑pdª h‑ne 9.05 e£a‑mb‑n \‑nPs‑̧ S‑p ‑̄nb‑nc‑p¶‑p. C‑u 
Øe§Ä h‑ne‑v¡‑m ³ Ge‑v¸‑nX¨ k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o‑nk‑v I‑pt‑¶Â 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S A\‑ph‑mZa‑nÃ‑ms‑X a‑q¶‑maX‑v Hc‑p I£‑nt‑¡‑m‑, 
I£‑nIf‑vt‑¡‑m  Øe§Ä a‑pd‑n ‑̈p \e‑vI‑mI³ ]‑mS‑nÃ F¶‑mW‑v 
Ic‑mÀ‑) 36 B[‑mc§f‑ne‑mb‑n C‑u Øe§Ä h‑näX‑v AX‑nc‑q]X‑m 
I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI ka‑nXIÄ Ad‑nb‑ms‑Xb‑mW‑v. a‑m{‑XaÃ‑, AX‑nc‑q]
X I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI ka‑nX‑nIf‑nÂ Bt‑e‑mN\b‑v¡‑p hc‑p¶X‑n\‑p 
a‑p¼‑p Xs‑¶ h‑ne‑v¡‑m \‑pÅ N‑ne Øe§f‑v¡‑v  AU‑z‑m\‑vk‑vM 
h‑m§‑nb‑nc‑p¶X‑mb‑p‑w kc‑vI‑p¡ed‑nÂ N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶‑p.

X\‑n¡‑v ]ä‑nbX‑v k‑mt‑¦X‑nI ]‑ngh‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w CX‑n\‑p a‑q¶‑ph«‑w 
s‑s‑hZ‑nI ka‑nX‑nb‑nÂ a‑m ‑̧v ]db‑m³ X¿‑md‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑v ]db‑pt‑¼‑mg‑p‑w C¡‑mc‑y ‑̄nÂ s‑s‑hZ‑nI k`b‑p‑w Ae‑va‑m\
bc‑p‑w h‑nt‑b‑mP‑n¡‑p¶X‑n\‑p I‑mcW‑w s‑hd‑ps‑a‑mc‑p k‑mt‑¦X‑nI 
]‑ngt‑h‑m A_²t‑a‑m Bb‑n«‑v CX‑p I‑mW‑m\‑mI‑ns‑Ã¶X‑n\‑me‑mW‑v. 
Ht‑¶‑m ct‑ï‑m AÃ a‑p¸ ‑̄nb‑md‑v X‑od‑m[‑mc§f‑mW‑v Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑â t‑]c‑nÂ \S¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. k‑mt‑¦X‑nI ]‑ngt‑h‑m 
A_²t‑a‑m Hc‑mÄ C§s‑\ Bhc‑v¯‑n‑m¡‑pt‑a‑m? C¯c‑w 
A_²§Ä I‑päa‑mb‑n Xs‑¶ I‑mWW‑w F¶‑p Ae‑va‑m‑y {‑]
X‑n\‑n[‑nb‑mb A¶ j‑n_‑n ]db‑p¶‑p. s‑s‑hZ‑nI ka‑nX‑nb‑ns‑e 
a‑pg‑ph³ t‑]c‑v¡‑p‑w  Ad‑nb‑m‑w CX‑nÂ s‑Xä‑v \S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑v. ]

t‑£ ]ck‑ya‑ms‑b‑mc‑p h‑nh‑mZ‑w t‑hs‑ï¶‑p‑w FÃ‑m‑w clk‑ya‑mb‑n 
H¯‑pX‑oc‑v¸‑n‑ne‑m¡‑ms‑a¶‑p‑w h‑nN‑mc‑n¡‑p¶ N‑neÀ a‑m{‑Xa‑mW‑v 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\X‑ns‑c c‑wK¯‑p hc‑ms‑X \‑ne‑v¡‑p 
¶X‑v. ]t‑£ AhÀ t‑]‑me‑p‑w ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑v s‑Xä‑v ]ä‑ns‑b¶‑p 
k½X‑n¡‑p¶hc‑mW‑v; A¶ I‑q«‑nt‑¨c‑v¡‑p ¶‑p.

AX‑nc‑q]X‑m[‑y£³ F¶ \‑neb‑nÂ Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¡‑m]³ 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑â H ‑̧v a‑m{‑X‑w aX‑n. ]t‑£ Häb‑v¡‑v X‑oc‑pa‑m\
s‑aS‑p¡‑m³ At‑±l ‑̄n\‑v F´hI‑mi‑w? I‑qc‑nb(Bc‑v̈ ‑v _‑nj ‑̧v 
BØ‑m\ ‑̄v {‑]X‑nZ‑n\‑w I‑qS‑p¶ ka‑nX‑n‑)t‑]‑me‑p‑w Ad‑nb‑ms‑Xb‑mW‑v 
Cs‑X‑ms‑¡ \S¶‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. Ct‑¸‑mgs‑¯ `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑v 
I‑p‑w`t‑I‑mW ‑̄nÂ {‑]X‑y£ ‑̄nt‑e‑m ]t‑c‑m£ ‑̄nt‑e‑m I‑qc‑nb‑mb‑p‑w 
{‑]X‑nI‑q«‑nÂ Bt‑Iï s‑Xä‑v s‑Nb‑vX‑n«‑pï‑v. cï‑phc‑vjca‑mb‑n 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S IW¡‑v AhXc‑n ‑̧n ‑̈n«‑ns‑Ã¶‑mW‑v Ad‑nb‑p¶X‑v. 
Bc‑v¨‑v] _‑nj¸‑v a‑m{‑XaÃ DÅX‑v‑, kl‑mbs‑a{‑X‑m·‑mc‑p‑w 
N‑m\‑vk‑ned‑p‑w s‑s‑hk‑v N‑m\‑vk ed‑p‑w aä‑v ka‑nX‑nb[‑y£·‑
mc‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡bS§‑nbX‑mW‑v I‑qc‑nb. F¶‑mÂ Ht‑¶‑m ct‑ï‑m 
t‑]À a‑m{‑X‑w X‑oc‑pa‑m\‑n¨‑v C{‑Xb[‑nI‑w `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑pkIb‑p‑w 
h‑m§‑pIb‑ps‑aÃ‑m‑w s‑N¿‑pt‑¼‑mÄ As‑X‑m¶‑p‑w Ad‑nª‑ns‑Ã¶‑p 
]dª‑mÂ F ‑́mW‑v h‑ni‑z‑mk‑nt‑¡ïs‑X¶‑p‑w Ae‑va‑mRb {‑]
X‑n\‑n[‑nIÄ ]db‑p¶‑p.

AX‑nc‑q]X s‑s‑{‑Ik‑vXh a‑qe‑y§f‑nÂ AS‑nb‑pd ‑̈v {‑]hc‑v̄ ‑n 
¡W‑w. I¨hS‑w \S¯‑m³ Hc‑nS¯‑p‑w ]dª‑n«‑nÃ. ]t‑£ 
AX‑nc‑q]X‑m[‑y£s‑â t‑\X‑rX‑z ‑̄nÂ k` Øe¡¨hS‑w a‑pJ‑y{‑]
hc‑v¯\\a‑mb‑n I‑mW‑p¶‑ps‑h¶‑mW‑v t‑]c‑p s‑hf‑ns‑̧ S‑p ‑̄m¯ 
Hc‑p s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ Bt‑c‑m]‑n¡‑p¶X‑v. k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o‑vk‑v I‑pt‑¶Â 
F¶ d‑nbÂ Ft‑Ìä‑v _‑nk‑n\k‑pI‑mc³ `‑qa‑n a‑m^‑nbb‑ps‑S 
Bf‑ms‑W¶X‑v Ht‑¶‑m ct‑ï‑m t‑]c‑ps‑S Bt‑c‑m]WaÃ. 
FdW‑mI‑pf ‑̄pÅ ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑pI‑mc‑nÂ Bt‑c‑mS‑p t‑N‑mZ‑n ‑̈me‑p‑w 
AX‑p a\k‑ne‑mI‑p¶X‑mW‑v. F¶‑n«‑p‑w k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o‑vk‑ns‑\ 
Xs‑¶ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S ̀ ‑qa‑n I¨hS ‑̄n\‑v N‑paXet‑be‑v̧ ‑n‑v̈ X‑v 
F ‑́n\‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p F¶‑v Bc‑v̈ ‑vN _‑nj ‑̧v-- ad‑p]S‑n ]dt‑bïX‑ms‑W¶‑p 
s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ X‑pSc‑v¶‑p  ]db‑p¶‑p.  `‑qa‑n CS]‑mS‑nÂ Bet‑©c‑n 
]‑nX‑mh‑ns‑\ I‑pc‑p¡‑nÂ N‑mS‑n¨X‑v ]‑me‑m¡‑mc\‑mb C‑u hk‑vX‑p 
t‑{‑_‑m¡À Bs‑W¶‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑v¡‑p‑w  Ae‑va‑m‑yc‑v¡‑p‑w  CSb‑nÂ 
]c¡‑p¶ {‑]N‑mcW‑w. Hc‑p h‑ni‑z‑mk‑n¡‑v I‑n«‑m¯ k‑z‑oIcWa‑mW‑v 
Hc‑p Øe¡¨hS¡‑mc\‑v I‑n«‑nb‑nc‑p¶X‑v. Hc‑p hc‑vjS¯‑n\‑p 
a‑pIf‑ne‑mb‑n Xs‑â h‑neI‑qS‑nb I‑md‑pIf‑nÂ Bc‑v¨‑vj _‑nj¸‑v 
BØ‑m\ ‑̄v Ø‑nc kµc‑vi‑vI\‑mb‑n h¶‑nd§‑nb‑nc‑p¶ k‑mP‑p 
hc‑vK‑o]k‑ns‑\ FÃ‑mhc‑v¡‑p‑w  Ad‑nb‑m‑w. k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑ohk‑n\‑v 
Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑pa‑mb‑n AS‑p¯ _Ôa‑mW‑v Dï‑mb‑nc‑p¶s‑X¶‑mW‑v 
]dª‑p t‑If‑v¡‑p ¶X‑v. It‑¯‑me‑n¡‑m t‑I‑mW‑v{‑K‑vk‑ns‑â 
s‑s‑at‑{‑I‑m ‑̂n\‑m\‑vk‑v Ø‑m]\ ‑̄ns‑â N‑paXe¡‑mc\b‑n F ‑̄n 
Ic‑vZ‑nI\‑mf‑ns‑â h‑ni‑zk‑vX\‑mb‑n a‑md‑pIb‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑phs‑{‑X  
k‑mP‑p. Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑v Cb‑ms‑f I®S¨‑v h‑ni‑zk‑n¨‑v 
`‑qa‑n CS]‑mS‑ns‑â CS\‑ne¡‑mc\‑m¡‑nbt‑¸‑mÄ AX‑nc‑q]X 90 
t‑I‑mS‑nb‑ps‑S ISs‑¡W‑nb‑ne‑mb‑n F¶‑mW‑v Bt‑£]‑w. C‑u 
CS]‑mS‑nt‑e¡‑v k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑os‑k‑v hc‑p¶X‑p ]‑nX‑mh‑v hg‑nb‑mW‑v. 
^‑n\‑m\‑vk‑z H‑m^‑nkd‑mb‑nc‑p¶ ^‑mZÀ t‑P‑mj‑n ]‑pX‑phbÃ 
k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑obk‑ns‑\ s‑I‑mï‑phc‑p¶X‑v. AX‑ps‑I‑mï‑v Xs‑¶ 
Ct‑¸‑mgs‑¯ {‑Iat‑¡S‑pIs‑f s‑hd‑p‑w A_²a‑mb‑n I‑mW‑m³ 
Ig‑nb‑ns‑Ã¶‑p‑w Bt‑c‑m]Wa‑pbc‑v̄ ‑p ¶hÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑mW‑n¡‑p¶‑p.

Hc‑p `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑p t‑¼‑mÄ AX‑v ]ca‑mh[‑n ]ck‑y‑w 
s‑Nb‑vX‑n«‑mW‑v h‑ne‑v¡‑p ¶X‑v. F¶‑mÂ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S ̀ ‑qa‑nIÄ‑, 
AX‑p‑w I®‑mb Ø‑me¯‑v s‑ab‑n³ t‑d‑mU‑n\‑v Ac‑nI‑ne‑pÅX‑v 
Bb‑n«‑pt‑]‑me‑p‑w clk‑ya‑mb‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑m\\‑mW‑v {‑ia‑n¨X‑v. ]
{‑X]ck‑y‑w s‑I‑mS‑p ‑̄nÃ. F¶‑n«‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p F«‑pe£‑w s‑kâ‑n\‑v 
I‑nt‑«ï‑nS¯‑v \‑me‑p e£‑w h‑m§‑n h‑näX‑v. AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ps‑S 
A\‑ph‑mZa‑nÃ‑ms‑X a‑q¶‑mas‑X‑mc‑p I£‑nt‑¡‑m I£‑nIf‑vt‑¡‑m‑p 
Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¡ac‑ps‑X¶‑v Ic‑mÀ Dï‑mb‑n«‑p‑w AX‑p e‑wL‑n¨‑p. 
CÉ‑m‑w ka‑pZ‑mb ‑̄ne‑vs‑̧ ‑n« N‑ne k‑pl‑r ‑̄p¡Ä ]db‑pt‑¼‑mg‑mW‑v 
AX‑nc‑q]X hI Øe‑w h‑näI‑mc‑y‑w X§Ä Ad‑nb‑p¶s‑X¶‑p‑w 

X‑pSc‑v¶‑v  \S¯‑nb At‑\‑zjW¯‑nÂ `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑pI‑mc‑nÂ 
\‑n¶‑p‑w k_‑v cP‑nÌ‑mÀ H‑m^‑nk‑pIf‑nÂ \‑n¶‑ps‑a‑ms‑¡ I‑n«‑nb 
h‑nhc§f‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p‑w t‑cJIf‑nÂ \‑n¶‑pa‑mW‑v Øe‑w h‑ne‑v̧ I\
b‑ns‑e {‑Iat‑¡S‑pIÄ Iï‑p ]‑nS‑n¨s‑X¶‑p‑w Hc‑p s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ 
]db‑p¶‑p. `‑qa‑n¡‑v C‑u h‑net‑b I‑n«‑qs‑h¶‑mW‑v AX‑nc‑q]
X‑m[‑y£s‑â ]‑n´‑pW¡‑mÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v. X‑r¡‑m¡c `‑mcX‑v 
a‑mX t‑I‑mt‑fP‑n\‑p ka‑o]a‑pÅ 60.26 s‑kâ‑v Øe‑w k‑mP‑p 
hc‑vK‑ohk‑v Xs‑¶ k‑z´a‑m¡‑nbX‑v s‑kâ‑n\‑v 6‑,63‑,292 c‑q] h¨‑v 
3‑,99‑,70‑,000 c‑q]b‑v¡‑v. Ch‑ns‑S s‑kâ‑n\‑v AS‑nØ‑m\ h‑ne 25‑,00‑,000 
hs‑c DÅt‑¸‑mg‑mW‑v Bd‑p e£¯‑n\‑v k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o‑nk‑v Xs‑¶ 
`‑qa‑n k‑z´a‑m¡‑nbX‑v. CX‑ne‑qs‑S AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v k‑w`h‑n¨ 
\ã‑w 11‑,06‑,80‑,024. F¶‑mÂ Ct‑X `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑m\‑ps‑ï¶ 
Bhi‑yh‑pa‑mb‑n \‑me‑p a‑mk§f‑v¡‑n ¸‑pd‑w k‑mP‑p hc‑vK‑o]
k‑ns‑\ ka‑o]‑n¨t‑̧ ‑mÄ h‑ne ]dªX‑p s‑kâ‑n\‑v 30 e£ ‑̄n\‑p 
a‑pIf‑nÂ‑! CX‑nÂ \‑n¶‑p Xs‑¶ a\k‑ne‑m¡‑mh‑p¶X‑mW‑v X«‑n ‑̧v. 
h\{‑]t‑Zia‑mb t‑I‑m«¸S‑nb‑nÂ `‑qa‑n h‑m§‑pt‑¼‑mÄ Ah‑ns‑S 
s‑kâ‑n\‑v h\‑z‑nceb‑ms‑W¶‑p ]db‑pIb‑p‑w I‑m¡\‑mS‑v k‑ot‑]‑mc‑v«‑v  
Fbc‑vt‑]‑m‑nc‑v«‑v  t‑d‑mU‑n\‑v Ac‑nI‑ne‑pÅ `‑qa‑n h‑ne‑v¡‑p t‑¼‑mÄ 
s‑kâ‑n\‑v h‑ne I‑pdh‑ms‑W¶‑p‑w ]db‑p¶X‑v F§s‑\b‑mW‑v 
s‑hd‑p‑w A_²a‑mb‑n I‑mW‑m\‑mI‑p‑w; s‑s‑hZ‑nI³ t‑N‑mZ‑n¡‑p¶‑p.

kl‑mb s‑a{‑X‑m³ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ FSb{‑́ ‑̄v Cd¡‑nb kc‑v¡‑p 
ed‑ne‑p‑w ]db‑p¶X‑v Ct‑X Bt‑c‑m]W§f‑mW‑v. 58 t‑I‑mS‑nb‑ps‑S 
IS‑w X‑oc‑v¡‑m ³ Cd§‑n Ct‑¸‑mÄ 92 t‑I‑mS‑n c‑q]b‑v¡S‑p¯‑v 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v _‑m[‑yX Dï‑m¡‑nb‑nc‑n¡‑pIb‑ms‑W¶‑mW‑v 
FSb{‑´¯‑v ]‑nX‑mh‑v ]db‑p¶‑p. k‑m¼¯‑nI _‑m[‑yX 
a‑m{‑Xas‑Ã¶‑p‑w kc‑v¡‑p ed‑nÂ Bt‑£]a‑pï‑v. AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑v 
k‑w`h‑n¨‑nc‑n¡‑p¶X‑v Hc‑p k‑m¼¯‑nI {‑]X‑nkÔ‑n a‑m{‑XaÃ‑, 
k‑pX‑mc‑yXb‑nÃ‑mb‑vab‑p‑w I‑mt‑\‑m\‑nI \‑nba§Ä ]‑me‑n¡s‑̧ «‑n«‑nÃ 
F¶X‑p‑w K‑ucha‑mb [‑mc‑va‑n I {‑]i‑v--\§f‑mW‑v. BbX‑n\‑mÂ‑, 
Øe‑w h‑ne‑v¸b\b‑pa‑mb‑n _Ôs‑̧ «‑v _‑m¡‑n e ‑̀nt‑¡ï X‑pI 
AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑v¡‑p e`‑n¨‑me‑p‑w k‑m¼¯‑nI {‑]i‑v--\§f‑v¡s‑‑p Hc‑p 
]c‑n[‑nhs‑c ]c‑nl‑mca‑pï‑mI‑ps‑a¦‑ne‑p‑w [‑mc‑va‑n I {‑]i‑v--\§Ä 
\‑ne\‑ne‑v¡‑p‑n¶‑p F¶‑pÅX‑v hk‑vX‑pXb‑mW‑v; kc‑v¡‑p ed‑nÂ ]
db‑p¶‑p. ̀ ‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑nÂ {‑Iat‑¡S‑pIÄ \S¶‑n«‑pÅX‑mb‑n X\‑n¡‑v 
I‑n«‑nb t‑cJIf‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w h‑nhc§f‑ps‑Sb‑p‑w AS‑nØ‑m\¯‑nÂ 
a\k‑ne‑m¡‑nbX‑mW¶‑p‑w C¡‑mc‑y§f‑mW‑v s‑s‑hZ‑nIc‑ps‑S 
Ad‑nh‑nt‑e¡‑mb‑n kc‑v¡‑p eÀ c‑q]¯‑nÂ F¯‑n¡‑p¶X¶‑p‑w 
s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ FSb{‑́ ‑̄v ]db‑p¶‑pï‑v. C¡‑mc‑y§Ä h‑ni‑z‑mk‑n 
ka‑ql¯‑n\‑p a‑p¶‑nÂ Ct‑¸‑mÄ AhXc‑n¸‑nt‑¡ïX‑ns‑Ã¶ 
A`‑yc‑v°‑p\b‑p‑w kl‑mbs‑a{‑X‑m³ \S¯‑p¶‑pï‑v.

kc‑v¡‑p‑ved‑nÂ ]dª‑nc‑n¡‑p¶ I‑mc‑y§f‑p‑w s‑s‑hZ‑nI 
ka‑ql ‑̄nâ {‑]X‑n\‑n[‑nIÄ k‑z‑oIc‑n¡‑p¶ h‑n«‑ph‑og‑vNb‑v¡‑ns‑Ã¶ 
\‑ne]‑mS‑p‑w FdW‑mI‑pf‑w A¦a‑me‑n AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑nÂ \
S¶ `‑qa‑nb‑nS]‑mS‑v a‑m¸‑v ]d¨‑net‑e‑m A`‑yc‑v°X\b‑nt‑e‑m 
Ahk‑m\‑n¡‑ns‑Ã¶‑p Xs‑¶b‑mW‑v h‑yàa‑m¡‑p¶X‑v. P\‑phc‑n 
31 \‑v AI‑w C‑u h‑njb¯‑nÂ At‑\‑zjW‑w ]‑qc‑v¯‑n  
b‑m¡‑n kac‑v̧ ‑nI¡‑p¶ d‑nt‑̧ ‑mc‑v«‑n s‑â t‑I‑m ‑̧n h ‑̄n¡‑m\‑nt‑e¡‑v 
Ab¨‑p s‑I‑mS‑p¡‑p¶‑pï‑v. CS¡‑me d‑nt‑¸‑mc‑v«‑n Â {‑Iat‑¡S‑v 
\S¶‑n«‑ps‑ï¶‑mb‑nc‑p¶‑p Is‑ï¯‑nb‑nc‑p¶X‑v. CX‑ns‑â 
AS‑nØ‑m\ ‑̄nÂ AX‑nc‑q]Xb‑ns‑e Ø‑m]\§f‑ps‑S k‑ns‑©Ã‑qk‑v 
B t‑a‑mW‑vk‑n‑mt‑ª‑mÀ s‑k_‑mÌ‑y³ hS¡‑p‑w]‑mSs‑âb‑p‑w‑, AX‑nc‑q]
Xb‑ps‑S ̂ ‑n\‑m\‑vk‑v- H‑m ‑̂nkd‑mb ̂ ‑m. t‑P‑mj‑n ]‑pX‑phb‑pt‑Sb‑p‑w  
D ¯ c h ‑ m Z ‑ n X ‑ z § f ‑ n Â  \ ‑ n b { ‑ ´ W § Ä 
G c ‑ v s ‑ ¸ c S ‑ p ¯ ‑ n b ‑ n c ‑ n ¡ ‑ p ¶ X ‑ p a ‑ m W ‑ v .  
k¼‑qc‑ vW‑n d‑nt‑¸‑mc‑ v« ‑n ‑ ne‑p ‑w { ‑Iat‑¡S‑pIÄ I‑qS‑pXÂ 
h ‑ yàa ‑ mb ‑ n  t ‑ cJ s ‑ ¸ S ‑ p¯s ‑ ¸ S ‑ p s ‑ a¶ ‑ mW ‑ v  
s‑s‑hZ‑nIÀ ]db‑p¶X‑v. Ct‑X d‑nt‑̧ ‑mc‑v«‑p‑w  AX‑ns‑\‑m ‑̧w s‑s‑hZ‑nI  
k a ‑ q l ‑ w  A b ¡ ‑ p ¶  ] c ‑ m X ‑ n b ‑ p ‑ w  a ‑ m À  
] ‑ m¸b ‑ v¡ ‑ p  a ‑ p¶ ‑ nÂ F¯‑p¶t ‑X ‑ ms ‑ S  s ‑Nb ‑ vX  
s‑Xä‑n\‑v Bet‑©c‑n ]‑nX‑mh‑n\‑v ]Ý‑m¯]‑nt‑¡ï‑n hc‑ps‑a¶‑p‑w 
AhÀ N‑qï‑n¡‑m«‑p¶‑p. n
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N
ARENDRA MODI'S FIRST PRIME MINIS-
TERIAL visit to France, in April 2015, came 
amid long-drawn negotiations over India’s 
purchase of Rafale warplanes, manufactured 
by the French company Dassault Aviation. In 

2012, a Congress-led government had declared Das-
sault the lowest bidder in a contest to supply 126 fighter 
jets for the Indian Air Force. After nearly ten years of 
cautious planning, field trials and rigorous evaluations, 
the country was, by most accounts, on the brink of fi-
nally acquiring its long-awaited seven squadrons, when 
Modi’s government took over. Modi now had a chance 
to make his mark on the negotiations.

The Indian prime minister’s schedule for the first full 
day of his visit included, among much else, round-table 
discussions with French CEOs from the infrastructure 
and defence industries, as well as talks with the French 
president. Afterwards, Modi announced to the media 

that he had discussed a government-to-government 
deal—foreign military sales negotiated directly between 
two countries, instead of a global tendering process—to 
purchase 36 Rafale jets in “fly-away condition” as soon 
as possible.

This completely bypassed the prior acquisition 
process. Dassault, like any foreign defence manufacturer 
selling to India, has to reinvest part of the total cost of 
any large deal back into the country—through some 
combination of local manufacturing, investment and 
transfers of technology. Earlier, the Indian government 
had stipulated that, to meet this obligation, whichever 
firm won the competition would have to work with the 
state-owned Hindustan Aeronautics Limited as its 
main partner. Now, suddenly, HAL was no longer in the 
picture.

This turn of events blindsided even top officials 
in Modi’s own administration. Two days before the 

On a wing and a prayer
The Caravan

NARENDRA MODI'S FIRST PRIME MINISTERIAL visit to France, in April 2015, came amid 
long-drawn negotiations over India’s purchase of Rafale warplanes, manufactured by the French 
company Dassault Aviation.

Online news magazine The Caravan on September 5, 
2018 ran an exhaustive report On A Wing and a Prayer. 
The journal went into the innards of the controversial 

Rafael deal between Reliance Group and French company 
Dassault Aviation.

The story led to vociferous debate around the deal finalised 
by the NDA government, particularly over the pricing issue 
and the contract being awarded to Reliance Defence that 
has negligible experience in defence manufacturing. The 
article was translated into French and published by the 
Paris-based weekly Courrier Internationale. It also sparked a 
clutch of public interest litigations currently being heard in the 
Supreme Court.
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Business
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prime minister’s trip to France, his foreign secretary, S 
Jaishankar, told the media in Delhi that discussions on 
the Rafale purchase were underway between Dassault, 
HAL and the Indian defence ministry. A fortnight before 
that, Dassault’s CEO spoke publicly of his “great 
satisfaction to hear … from HAL chairman that we are 
in agreement for the responsibilities sharing,” and of his 
strong belief that “contract finalisation and signature 
could come very soon.”

Soon after Modi’s announcement, Manohar Parrikar, 
his defence minister at the time, said in a television 
interview that he did not yet know the details of the 
discussions. In another interview, he said, “the decision 
is probably the outcome of the discussion between the 
prime minister and the president of France.”

Within a few months, Parrikar told the parliament 
that the original process to acquire 126 fighter jets was 
officially void. In September 2016, he and the French 
defence minister signed a government-to-government 
agreement for the purchase of the 36 Rafale jets from 
Dassault, to be delivered between 2019 and 2022. The 
deal was reported to be worth €7.87 billion—roughly Rs 
59,000 crore, or $8.8 billion. Dassault was required to 
reinvest half the value of the deal in India.

THIRTEEN DAYS BEFORE MODI announced the 
agreement, Reliance Group, headed by the industrialist 
Anil Ambani—who was also in Paris during Modi’s 
visit—registered a new subsidiary named Reliance 
Defence Limited. This was new territory for the 
corporation—it had no history in the defence sector, 
except for very recently securing a major stake in a 
shipyard handling military contracts. Ten days after the 
Rafale agreement was signed, Reliance Group and 
Dassault announced the creation of a joint venture, 
Dassault Reliance Aerospace Limited, majority-owned 
by Reliance Group. From having had nothing to do with 
aerospace before, Ambani’s corporation was suddenly 
guaranteed aerospace business worth thousands of 
crores of rupees.

The terms of the Rafale deal have set off a war of 
words ever since. In November 2017, shortly before 
he was appointed president of the All India Congress 
Committee, Rahul Gandhi alleged that Modi “changed 
the whole deal for benefit of one businessman.” Just 
before Modi faced a no-confidence motion in parliament 
in July 2018, Gandhi called out the government for 
its secrecy over the pricing of the deal, which the 
Congress maintained was vastly inflated. The party 
claimed that the government it led had negotiated to 
purchase 126 Rafales for $10.2 billion, compared to the 
Modi government’s agreement to get just 36 Rafales 
for $8.7 billion. Dividing the totals by the numbers of 
aircraft in each case, the Congress alleged that the 
current government is paying roughly three times 
more per aircraft—Rs 1,670 crore—than it could have, 
if it had followed through on the earlier negotiations. 
Immediately following Modi’s Paris announcement, 
the Indian and French sides said in a joint statement 
that “the aircraft and associated systems and weapons 
would be delivered on the same configuration as had 
been tested and approved by Indian Air Force”—that is, 

in keeping with the same specifications agreed under 
the original selection process. Since the deal came 
under scrutiny, the government has claimed that the 
terms of the original negotiations and the present deal 
are vastly different, with the latter featuring several add-
ons and “India-specific enhancements,” and that their 
values cannot be directly compared. It has not shared 
any details of the new deal to prove this, only adding to 
the intrigue around the affair.

After the Congress questioned the Rafale deal last 
November, Nirmala Sitharaman, recently installed as 
the defence minister, vowed to release pricing details 
to the media, insisting that she was “not running away 
from giving you specific numbers.” But her ministry went 
back on her promise, citing a secrecy pact between 
the Indian and French governments. In the parliament 
this July, Sitharaman stuck to that line in defending 
the government’s silence. In March this year, however, 
Subhash Bhamre, a minister of state for defence, had 
revealed in the parliament that, under the new deal, the 
“cost of each Rafale aircraft is approximately Rs 670 
crore,” not counting any add-ons.

The debate on price disclosure got more convoluted. 
After the exchanges in parliament in July, the French 
foreign ministry stated that the Rafale deal was indeed 
protected by a 2008 “security agreement, which legally 
binds the two states to protect the classified information 
provided by the partner.” The defence analyst D 
Raghunandan argued in an online media interview 
that “Rahul Gandhi had made a tactical mistake by 
saying there is no confidentiality agreement, which the 
government was able to refute.” What got drowned out 
is that the confidentiality pact pertained to only those 
aspects that may compromise national security or 
the aircraft’s operational capabilities. It was not clear 
whether this could be extended to pricing details. When 
I filed a Right to Information application asking about the 
cost of the fighters, the defence ministry responded that 
the information sought was “confidential in nature” and 
that any public revelation would have “direct bearings 
on the security and strategic interest of the same.” This 
March, the French president, Emmanuel Macron, told 
an interviewer that his country had no objection to the 

Indian government sharing, with the opposition and 
parliament, “some details which could be revealed.” 
In the same month, in a somewhat anticlimatic turn of 
events for the government, Dassault itself revealed the 
price of the Rafale deal in its 2017 financial report—Rs 
55,000 crore, or $7.4 billion.

In August, two former ministers with the Bharatiya 
Janata Party and a prominent lawyer, Arun Shourie, 
Yashwant Sinha and Prashant Bhushan, issued strong 
words in a press conference, and demanded a probe into 
what they called “a major scandal here, gross misuse of 
office and monumental criminal conduct.” Stressing on 
the extraordinary nature of the misconduct, they said it 
was one “that imperils the security of the country.”

Even without full clarity on the two deals’ comparative 
prices and terms, what has come to light on the Rafale 
affair so far is enough cause for close scrutiny. Before 
the original negotiations were annulled, it had been 
agreed that, of the 126 jets to be ordered, 18 would be 
purchased directly from Dassault, and 108 would largely 
be built by HAL in India under Dassault’s supervision—
meaning a valuable transfer of technological know-how. 
Under the new deal, even with Dassault’s obligations for 
re-investment in India, all of the 36 Rafales ordered are 
to be manufactured in France; the agreement does not 
involve any transfer of technology.

It is surprising that India let slip a major chance to 
further domestic defence-manufacturing; it is even more 
surprising that it did so under Modi’s watch. The present 
government has talked up defence manufacturing as 
a major plank of its “Make in India” campaign—an 
effort to boost indigenous manufacturing, particularly 
by bringing in foreign partnerships and investment. Yet 
Modi—on his own initiative, if the surprised reactions 
of his own officials were true—snatched away a state-
owned defence-manufacturing company’s chance at 
perhaps the biggest manufacturing deal in its history, to 
replace it with an order that eventually favours a private 
corporation.

But it is the profile of the corporation in question 
that should really give the country pause over the 
government’s choices—and what they mean for Modi’s 
legacy on national security.

Reliance Group was bequeathed to Anil Ambani, after 
a division of his father’s Reliance Industries Limited. In 
2008, two years after he established the conglomerate, 
Ambani’s wealth was reckoned at $42 billion—more 
than one-and-a-half times the size of India’s annual 
defence budget at the time—placing him sixth on 
Forbes magazine’s list of the world’s richest people. By 
2018, that wealth had shrunk to $2.4 billion—less than 
a third the value of the Rafale deal—reflecting Reliance 
Group’s nosediving fortunes under Ambani’s leadership. 
The latest financial figures available on Ambani’s four 
core listed companies—Reliance Infrastructure Limited, 
Reliance Capital Limited, Reliance Communications 
Limited and Reliance Power Limited—show a combined 
debt of over Rs 1 lakh crore, or around $15 billion.

The Rafale deal is a lifeline to the corporation, which 
is now promised a massive infusion of funds through 
its defence holdings. The Rafale deal requires that 

roughly Rs 30,000 crore be pumped back into Indian 
industry. Dassault has made a subsidiary of Reliance 
Infrastructue Limited its primary Indian partner in 
discharging its reinvestment obligations; last year, 
Reliance Group was reported to have secured business 
worth Rs 21,000 crore with the French company. This 
July, Dassault announced a €100-million investment in 
its joint venture with Reliance Group, also as part of its 
required reinvestment. Other firms that supply Dassault 
with components and systems for the Rafale—which 
must also repatriate half the value of the business 
that has now come their way—have also formed joint 
ventures or signed memorandums of understanding 
with Reliance Group's defence subsidiaries.

This is only one part of Reliance Group’s larger bet 
on Indian defence spending. Ambani’s corporation has 
moved aggressively to enter military shipbuilding, and 
a host of other defence-manufacturing sectors. In 2016, 
Ambani said that, in the next decade-and-a-half, “we 
see an opportunity of Rs 15 lakh crore”—over $200 
billion—“for the private sector in the defence area.”

Reliance Group has a history of promising much and 
delivering little on big deals. It failed to make good on 
two of three winning bids to build major power plants, 
for instance, and reneged on a concession to operate 
a line of the Delhi metro. These past failings took their 
toll on the public interest and the exchequer, but their 
effects were, at worst, regional. With Reliance Group’s 
entry into the defence industry, its ability to deliver is 
now a matter of high national importance. Given the 
corporation’s record, as well as its financial state, to rely 
on it is nothing less than to gamble with India’s ability 
to defend itself.

Who allowed Reliance Group into the Rafale deal is, 
then, a critical question. The government’s position is 
that it had nothing to do with this, as Dassault was free 
to choose its partners for its obligatory reinvestments—
“offsets” in bureaucratic jargon—after the purchase 
agreement was concluded. A defence-ministry 
statement released in February 2018 said that it was 
still technically unaware of who Dassault was working 
with, as the French company only needed to report its 
choice of “offset partner” at a later date, when it applied 
“seeking offset credits, or one year prior to discharge 
of offset obligation.” It failed to note that this delayed 
reporting was permitted by a recent amendment 
to India’s defence procurement procedure. Foreign 
vendors earlier had to declare their preferred offset 
partners to the government for vetting and approval 
during the evaluation of a proposed deal, before a final 
agreement could be signed; the procurement procedure 
was amended in August 2015, five days after the 
previous deal was scrapped.

This is just one example of a remarkable coincidence 
in the initiatives of the Modi government and the 
interests of Ambani’s corporation. Over the course of 
Ambani’s foray into the defence sector, there have been 
many more.

{TWO}
AT THE TIME OF independence, India received the 

military equipment and infrastructure that the departing 
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British left behind. The new country’s approach to 
bolstering these resources relied heavily on state-led 
industrialisation, as did its entire economy at the time. But 
even as indigenous production increased, it struggled 
to outgrow dated technology. For advanced arms, the 
country was forced to rely on expensive imports—
and the deals behind these were often influenced by 
corrupt middlemen, as most famously exposed by the 
Bofors kickbacks scandal that dethroned Rajiv Gandhi’s 
Congress government in the late 1980s.

These are patterns that India has still not broken, 
even when it allowed private participation in defence 
manufacturing after 2001. The country now has a large 
military-industrial base, including nine state-owned 
corporations answering to the defence ministry. But 
many of these state-owned manufacturers have a 
history of delays, budget overruns and substandard 
production, and few private firms have the facilities and 
experience needed to compete for advanced projects 
yet. Middlemen continue to thrive. India has been the 
world’s largest importer of arms for years, accounting 
for nearly 12 percent of the world’s imports. With the 
latest budget, which sets aside Rs 2.95 lakh crore for 
defence, India is a major player in the global arms-
market, but strategically, it reduces the country’s own 
defence-manufacturing capabilities.

Even with the massive imports, the country’s 
defence needs are desperate. There are large gaps in 
the arsenals of all its armed forces, and much of their 
existing armament is almost obsolete, or already so. 
Current procurement procedures, although rigorous, 
are notoriously cumbersome, and purchase decisions 
can be inordinately slow. Meanwhile China, considered 
India’s sternest regional challenger, is rapidly upgrading 
and strengthening its military. It is already building 
fighter aircrafts and has started selling to countries such 
as Pakistan.

Soon after Modi came to power, he announced 
ambitious plans to modernise India’s military strength. 
Many people thought that this would be a greater 
opportunity to develop defence technology inside 

India. This, coupled with his much-hyped “Make in 
India” initiative, offered hope that the government 
would stem the dysfunction and boost Indian defence 
manufacturing across the board. The programme 
envisioned harnessing the capabilities of both the 
public and private sector by relaxing licencing norms, 
simplifying procurement procedures and increasing 
foreign direct investment.

On the face of it, the government seemed to be 
delivering on its promises. In 2016, a new category 
of procurement called “the indigenously designed, 
developed and manufactured,” was introduced in 
the defence procurement procedure as a bid to 
accord domestic products the highest priority during 
acquisition approvals. Along with policy measures such 
as raising foreign direct investment, the government 
also promised to bear 90 percent of the funding costs 
to Indian companies, including small-scale enterprises, 
which would commit to developing defence equipment 
in the country. The licencing terms to manufacturers 
were increased from three to 15 years. The “services” 
category in the offset policy was reintroduced as one 
of the avenues through which offset duties could be 
discharged.

However, despite this host of policy measures, 
defence manufacturers, security experts and former 
armed-forces officers I spoke to argued that little has 
changed on the ground and the country continues to 
prefer importing its military equipment. Ravi Naidu, a 
Bengaluru-based director of a company that makes 
antenna systems for aircrafts, told me, “Saara technology 
bahar se aa raha hai. Hum workshop ban gayen hain”—
All the technology is being imported from outside, we 
have become a workshop. According to him, foreign 
companies have been using the vast platform given to 
them within the Indian defence industry only to assemble 
their own products, rather than helping with the country’s 
manufacturing ambitions. Bureaucratic procedures have 
made it nearly impossible for small-scale companies 
like Naidu’s to approach the government directly and 
secure any business from them. Further, the “no cost 
no commitment” clause in the procurement procedures 
means that manufacturers have to develop the product 
and demonstrate its performance at their own cost, 
with no commitment from the defence ministry. This 
means they have to put in their own resources in the 
manufacturing process with little guarantee that it will 
have buyers in the market. “Okay, you don’t invest,” said 
Naidu, referring to the defence ministry, “but at least give 
me commitment to buy it once I put my money into the 
manufacturing of the product.”

His sense of disappointment was palpable. The 
initiative had offered a lot of hope to small private 
companies like his, with decades of experience in 
building complex defence technology. However, instead 
of getting the boost he thought was coming, it was big 
private players with little experience in manufacturing 
who became the primary beneficiary of the initiative. 
Instead of furthering transparency and competition, 
the Modi government’s conduct has brought back old 
suspicions of cronyism and calculated obfuscation—

with the Rafale purchase as the most prominent case 
study. Yet before it all came to this, the original process 
that led India to the Rafale deal, even if flawed, seemed 
to have found some answers to the country’s defence-
acquisition predicament.

INDIA'S NEED FOR NEW FIGHTERS was already 
apparent in the 1990s, as tight defence budgets saw 
the country fall behind on upgrading and replacing 
ageing aircraft. In 2000, in the wake of the Kargil War 
with Pakistan, the parliamentary standing committee 
on defence reported that 40 percent of the air force’s 
planes, including both combat and transport aircraft, 
would soon be obsolete. The war proved to be a turning 
point for the defence industry and how it acquired its 
military vehicles and equipment. Along with opening 
up defence production to the private sector and 
allowing foreign direct investment up to 26 percent, a 
framework was created to regulate acquisitions. A set 
of procedures detailing these was set up in the form 
of a binding document called the defence procurement 
procedure in 2002.

Part of the problem had been a continuing delay in 
India’s push for an indigenously developed fighter. The 
aircraft, eventually dubbed the Tejas, had already been 
in the works for about a decade and had vastly overrun 
its initial budget, but was nowhere near ready. The air 
force, to fill the gaps in its fleet that the Tejas was meant 
to address, continued to stretch out the service life of old 
fighters—especially the Soviet-designed MiG-21.

The standing committee called for an upgrade 
programme for the existing combat fleet, which the 
government took up. As a long-term solution, it also 
recommended fast-tracked purchases of new fighters. 
The air force, after running its own assessments, 
concluded that it had an urgent need for 126 multirole 
combat aircraft—that is, warplanes that could act as 
both fighters and bombers.

An early favourite to meet this need was the 
Mirage-2000, also built by Dassault, which had 
impressed at Kargil. In 2002, the government, then 
headed by the BJP, approved the purchase of ten 
new Mirages to replace those lost in action. But 
amid speculation of a larger order to follow, Dassault 
was dragged into controversy over its alleged use of 
middlemen.

A Panama-based firm, Keyser Incorporated, had 
taken Dassault to court in France, demanding what it 
said was a commission due to it for promoting Mirage 
sales in India. The case threatened to have enormous 
repercussions, as an Indian law passed after the Bofors 
scandal blacklisted any defence company found to have 
been using middlemen. Dassault denied that Keyser had 
played any part in India’s Mirage purchases, and the 
court ruled that a contractual relationship between the 
two firms had expired at the end of 1998. The aircraft-
manufacturer did not face any sanction.

In the aftermath, the government decided to open the 
126-warplane order to competition. In 2004, under a new 
Congress-led administration, India asked interested 
manufacturers to submit information on suitable aircraft, 
in anticipation of a tender. The government earmarked 

Rs 42,000 crore for the deal—over $10 billion—which 
was to be the country’s largest-ever defence acquisition. 
Dassault pitched the Mirage-2000.

The government published an updated defence 
procurement procedure in 2005. This introduced, for 
the first time, the requirement for offset spending in 
any large foreign purchase. The latest iteration of the 
procedure, approved in 2016, requires at least 30 
percent of the value of any deal to be repatriated, and 
also allows the government to insist on more.

In 2006, with India yet to move any further on the 
126-jet acquisition, Dassault withdrew the Mirage-2000 
from consideration. The company complained that, with 
the process delayed, it could not afford to maintain 
its production lines for the model, which had no other 
takers. Instead, it put forward a newer fighter, the 
Rafale, and immediately offered India the chance to 
buy 40 of the jets in what Dassault’s CEO described 
as a “single-source deal”—that is, a deal that bypassed 
the competition. The government did not take the offer.

By 2007, the air force was operating just 32 fighter 
squadrons, at least seven below its sanctioned strength. 
In August that year, the government finally invited formal 
proposals to fill the 126-plane order. Six models entered 
the fray: the Rafale, the Eurofighter Typhoon, the MiG-
35, the Gripen, the F-16 and the F/A-18. The defence 
ministry released a description of the process to follow. 
“The proposals from the likely contenders would first be 
technically evaluated by a professional team to check 
for compliance” with the Indian Air Force’s operational 
requirements and other conditions, the document 
stated. “Extensive field trials would be carried out to 
evaluate the performance. Finally, the commercial 
proposals of the vendors, short-listed after technical and 
field evaluations, would be examined and compared.” 
It also laid down the guiding principles underlying this 
process—namely, that the “selection process should 
be competitive fair, transparent, so that best value 
for money is realised” and also that Indian defence 
industries should “get an opportunity to grow to global 
scales.”

The ministry made it explicitly clear that the winning 
vendor would have to reinvest half the value of the 
order in India. The vendors of each competing model 
clamoured to outdo each other with promises of what 
they could offer if selected. Boeing, maker of the F/A-
18, proposed to collaborate with over a dozen Indian 
aerospace and defence companies, and many other 
partners. Lockheed Martin boasted that it had already 
established complete assembly lines for the F-16 in 
several countries outside its home in the United States. 
The consortium of European countries that makes 
the Eurofighter Typhoon, offered to bring India in as a 
partner in the fighter’s future development. Dassault, 
meanwhile, reported that the French government had 
permitted it to share sensitive technology with India 
under a Rafale deal. “When we talk about technology 
transfer, we mean full technology transfer and not in 
bits and pieces,” a company official told an interviewer.

In April 2009, multiple Indian newspapers reported 
that Dassault was out of the running after falling short of 
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the required criteria in its technical bid. The Rafale was to 
be left out of upcoming field trials. A month later, though, 
Dassault was back in contention, reportedly with the help 
of some behind-the-scenes diplomacy by the French 
government. An anonymous defence-ministry official 
was quoted as saying that the defence-procurement 
board, under the defence ministry, had overridden the 
earlier disqualification since it was based on “only paper 
evaluation and the French company Dassault Aviation 
has now supplied the missing answers.”

All the contenders were tested in the Rajasthan 
desert and at the high altitude of Ladakh—two essential 
and gruelling theatres for the air force. While the Indian 
government deliberated, amid high-octane publicity 
and lobbying from the vendors and their respective 
governments, Dassault’s country manager, PV Rao, fell 
foul of the air force. Rao, effectively a local dealer for 
Dassault, had accused an air-force wing commander of 
demanding a bribe in connection with a parking slot for 
the Rafale at an annual defence exhibition organised 
by the defence ministry. The air force was reportedly 
irked that Rao never informed it of the incident before 
reporting it to an administrative officer, and barred him 
from dealing with IAF in the future. The wing commander 
was court-martialled and dismissed. Rao currently 
serves as a director for Dassault Aircraft Services India 
Limited, a wholly owned local subsidiary of the French 
company—an unlisted company operating in south 
Delhi.

In April 2011, the government shortlisted just two 
fighters: the Rafale and the Typhoon. Dassault and 
the Eurofighter consortium were asked to formulate 
commercial bids. This set off a string of visits by French 
officials to promote the Rafale deal, and from British 
officials—the United Kingdom is part of the Eurofighter 
consortium—backing the Typhoon.

That summer, the government closed a deal with 
Dassault to upgrade its fleet of 52 Mirage-2000s for 
around Rs 11,000 crore, translating to over $45 million 
for each aircraft. The defence columnist Ajai Shukla 
wrote two years later that the defence ministry had 
found the price shockingly high, and that air-force pilots 
thought Dassault had undermined its reputation by 
squeezing India hard over Mirage-2000 spares.

The defence ministry unsealed the commercial bids 
for the Rafale and Typhoon towards the end of 2011. 
Early in the next year, Dassault was declared the lowest 
bidder. The process was now to move on to commercial 
negotiations.

This was a huge boost for Dassault, which until then 
had been beleaguered. Even the French president 
declared, “We have been waiting for this day for 30 years.” 
Angelique Chrisafis, a journalist at TheGuardian, wrote 
that the selection would “be a shot in the arm for the 
battered French economy and the country’s economic 
pride.” Since closing its Mirage-2000 production lines, 
Dassault had struggled to sustain Rafale manufacturing 
as well. The warplane had been developed at great 
expense in anticipation of orders from both France and 
foreign countries, but for years the foreign orders had 
failed to come. The Rafale had already been considered 

and rejected by the air forces of South Korea, Morocco 
and Brazil, and Dassault had been desperate for a first 
foreign purchase—a factor that very likely influenced its 
position in the India proceedings.

But even after Dassault was declared the lowest 
bidder, the coveted order itself was slow to come.

First, the process behind Dassault’s selection was 
challenged by two opposition parliamentarians. One, a 
member of the Telugu Desam Party, alleged irregularities 
in the evaluation procedure. The other, Yashwant Sinha 
of the Bharatiya Janata Party, questioned the inclusion 
of a “life-cycle cost”—an estimated price for running 
and maintaining an aircraft over its service life—in the 
evaluations. The provisions for factoring this cost in were 
relatively new, and therefore unfamiliar to many in both 
the opposition and government.

AK Antony, the defence minister at the time, described 
his response to these challenges when interviewed 
by a newspaper earlier this year. He said that before 
presenting the deal to the cabinet committee on 
security, or CCS, “I had—as per the norm—approached 
the finance ministry for financial approval. The finance 
ministry said it could not accept the life-cycle cost 
clause in the agreement as it was a new concept to 
it. Simultaneously, I also received representations 
from many others, including some responsible then-
opposition leaders, objecting to the lifecycle-cost 
clause.” This clause, Antony maintained, had been 
included in the evaluations because the air-force had 
insisted on it. He decided “to call the files, and made a 
clear noting to the effect that the final proposal must be 
sent to the CCS only after the dispute over the life-cycle 
cost clause is settled.”

Addressing the disputes meant a delay of several 
months. The defence ministry finally signed off on the 
evaluation process in July 2012. Negotiations between 
Dassault and the Indian government proceeded from 
there—with constant diplomatic prodding from the 
highest levels of the French government—but hit 
numerous hurdles. The French company, when originally 
outlining its offset plans, had said that HAL would be 
its main manufacturing partner. After winning the bid, 
Dassault signed a memorandum of understanding with 
Reliance Industries—the conglomerate now run by 
Mukesh Ambani, Anil’s older brother. Then, Dassault 
asked for separate contracts to split responsibility for the 
18 warplanes it was to build itself and the 108 that HAL 
was to build under supervision. Again the government 
resisted.

In February 2014, AK Antony told journalists that a 
final deal was close, but that his ministry had almost 
exhausted its allotted annual budget. The deal would 
have to wait for the next financial year, on the other 
side of March. But with a general election in the coming 
months, the deal did not move further. The Congress-
led government made way for Modi’s BJP-led alliance 
in May.

FROM THE TIME IT took power to the moment of 
Modi’s Paris announcement, the new government 
never wavered from the position that negotiations with 
Dassault were proceeding on terms set painstakingly 

over the years. Arun Jaitley, during his stint as defence 
minister until November 2014, reported as much to both 
houses of parliament.

The vendors that were out of the reckoning watched 
on with interest as the negotiations stretched on, and 
several lobbied for reconsideration. The Eurofighter 
consortium even offered to reduce its price and improve 
its terms on technological transfer and manufacturing 
in India. The government, however, stood firm by the 
outcome of the bidding process.

Even before the change in government, reports 
sporadically surfaced in the Indian press claiming that, 
over the course of the commercial negotiations with 
Dassault, the cost of the deal had massively overrun 
what the French company had first bid. After another 
spate of these, Dassault’s CEO, Eric Trappier, stated 
in February 2015, “our pricing remains the same from 
day one.” He dismissed attendant questions on the fate 
of the deal, saying, as he would continue to until weeks 
before Modi’s Paris visit, that a contract was close.

After Modi’s announcement, the serving defence 
minister, Parrikar, pivoted swiftly from his apparent 
bewilderment to mocking the previous government’s 
delay on the Rafale negotiations. On television, he 
criticised AK Antony’s decision to hold back proceedings 
until the questions raised over life-cycle costs could be 
resolved. He ignored the fact that the questions had first 
come from a member of his own party, the BJP. Antony, 
when asked about his decision in the newspaper 
interview earlier this year, responded with the question, 
“Did the present government scrap the life-cycle-cost 
clause while agreeing to purchase 36 Rafale planes?” 
The current government was twice asked in parliament 
about what life-cycle costs, if any, are included in the 
Rafale purchase. Both times, it refused to disclose 
details, stating only that the terms of the old negotiations 
and the new deal are not comparable.

After the original negotiations were scrapped, the 
Modi government took steps to loosen restrictions on 
private involvement in defence manufacturing. In 2016, 
it allowed foreign firms to acquire up to 49-percent 
ownership in Indian defence ventures without the need 
for official approvals. This paved the way for Dassault 
to invest in its joint venture with Reliance. That same 
year, an update to the defence procurement procedures 
allowed expenditures on services such as engineering, 
design, coding and training to count towards a vendor’s 
offset obligations—where before the rules ensured 
offset spending was focussed more narrowly on 
defence manufacturing and maintenance. The previous 
government had revoked permissions for offset 
expenditure on such services after a corruption scandal 
around the purchase of Agusta Westland helicopters, 
meant for flying government VIPs.

The 2016 procurement procedures, when published, 
left room for a policy on “strategic partners and 
partnerships” that was “to be notified separately.” 
This was a brainchild of the Modi administration, and 
was unveiled in 2017. It called for the government to 
simultaneously select private Indian companies and 
foreign vendors who would subsequently pair up to 

bid for defence contracts. The government reserved 
contracts in four sectors—fighter aircraft, submarines, 
helicopters and armoured fighting vehicles—for firms 
operating under the strategic-partner model.

Reports emerged in July 2018 that the navy, the 
air force and the finance department of the defence 
ministry had voiced concerns about the strategic-
partnership policy, and particularly about the threat of 
monopolisation. The defence ministry formally approved 
the policy that same month.

The new policy has frozen all public-sector defence 
manufactures out of the four sectors that it covers. These 
sectors all have massive acquisition drives either on 
the horizon or already underway. HAL, which had so far 
been the main partner in every one of India’s defence-
aviation collaborations with foreign firms, is now not 
even being considered for upcoming fighter projects.

In February 2018, Nirmala Sitharaman, the defence 
minister, reported to the parliament that the 2016 Rafale 
contract did not insist on any transfers of technology or 
licenced production of the aircraft in India. She argued 
that these conditions, which were central to the earlier 
negotiations, were “not sought as it would not have 
been cost-effective for a order of this size.” (A contract 
for a similar number of jets, thirty Su-30 fighter jets from 
Russia in 1996, included indigenous production by HAL, 
including transfer of technology.)

It is hard to escape the conclusion that by cancelling 
the original procurement process, the Modi government 
surrendered a huge advantage. Dassault was under 
great pressure to deliver new orders and prove the Rafale 
internationally when it first submitted a commercial bid. 
It also had to out-compete a rival bid by the Eurofighter 
consortium, and share advance technology and 
manufacturing with HAL. The terms of the negotiations 
remained those set by the Indian government. The Modi 
government turned the tables on his own administration. 
With India committed to a government-to-government 
deal with France, Dassault knew it was guaranteed the 
order, and could name a new price and terms without 
worrying about any competitive bids. By then the 
company had also secured Rafale orders from Qatar 
and Egypt, easing the pressure on it. To add to this, 
the provisions for the indigenous manufacturing of the 
Rafale that the French company had earlier resisted, 
and that India had stubbornly defended, are also now 
gone.

In 2016, while negotiations on the inter-governmental 
deal were underway, officials in the Indian law ministry 
had reportedly objected to weak liability clauses that 
favoured France at the expense of India. Among other 
things, France was said to be reluctant to put up a 
monetary guarantee for the deal, and insistent that 
French companies, and not the French government, 
face primary legal responsibility for any breach of 
contract. It is not clear whether these provisions survive 
in the final agreement.

Nor is it clear to what degree, and at what points, the 
government was aware of Reliance Group’s involvement 
in the deal. The timing of the amendment in 2015 that 
allowed Dassault to delay an official declaration of its 
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offset partners suggests that the government was, at 
the least, enthusiastic to turn a blind eye to this question. 
Its avowals of continued ignorance ever since are also 
suspect. The defence ministry stated as late as in 
February 2018 that “no Indian Offset Partner for the 
2016 deal for 36 Rafale Aircraft has been so far selected 
by the vendor.”

On 12 December 2017, Anil Ambani reportedly wrote 
a letter to Rahul Gandhi refuting the claims the latter 
had made in parliament. The letter said the partnership 
between Dassault and Reliance was an “independent 
agreement between two corporate private sector entities, 
and Governments had no role to play in this matter.” 
It is disingenuous to suggest an agreement between 
two private companies, when dealing with defence 
products, has nothing to do with the government, 
given the complex bureaucratic regulations that govern 
acquisition processes. He was able to get away with 
it because of the 2015 amendment allowing delayed 
disclosure, the same one that allowed the government 
to maintain its plausible deniability.

But air-force headquarters, replying to a Right to 
Information application I submitted earlier this year, said 
that the offset agreement in the Rafale deal was signed 
on the same day as the purchase agreement itself—in 
September 2016.

DASSAULT AND RELIANCE GROUP held a 
ceremony in October 2017 to lay the foundation stone 
for a manufacturing facility at a special economic zone 
in Nagpur. A press release from Dassault stated that 
the facility will be run by the companies’ joint venture, 
Dassault Reliance Aerospace Limited, and “will 
manufacture components for the Legacy Falcon 2000 
Series of Civil Jets manufactured by Dassault Aviation.” 
This is to count towards Dassault’s offset obligations, 
but offers little to indigenous defence manufacturing. It 
also announced an unrivalled foreign direct investment 
of over €100 million for defence in a single location. 
Reliance Group has not yet announced any investment 
of its own in the joint venture, in which it owns the larger 
and controlling share. Dassault has also put over €8 
million into Reliance Airports Developers Private Limited, 
another subsidiary of Reliance Infrastructure, of which it 
now holds 35 percent. The Maharashtra government has 
contracted the company to run five airports in the state. 
The press release spoke of achieving, in unspecified 
future years, “the possible setting up of final assembly of 
Rafale and Falcon Aircraft.” Defence experts complain 
of local companies doing what they sometimes term 
“screw-driving”—basic assembling work that requires 
little new technology—instead of advanced production. 
(I reached out to Reliance companies and Dassault with 
detailed sets of questions, but have not yet received any 
answers.)

A former senior official close to Ambani, talking 
about his experience working with Reliance Group, told 
me that he did not think they were “suited for defence 
industries because that was not their DNA.” According 
to him, they were mainly about “trading and consumer 
industry.” Yet they were “playing the big game.” Neither 
did the company possess technical capabilities, nor a 

willingness to put a “strategic roadmap” in place. “They 
were looking at orders immediately and then based on 
orders looking at offsets coming in, how to use those 
offsets to build the capability.”

The senior official suggested that the belief that 
the defence industry had received a boost through 
Reliance’s participation in it was misplaced. “The entire 
thing is being controlled by Dassault. They are doing the 
entire work. So from a national perspective, yes, they 
will bring the business, people will be employed, job 
creation will be there, there will be some manufacturing, 
probably… nothing out of Reliance control because they 
are looking at their profit share, they won’t bother about 
technology development. That is the crux of the defence 
industry of the country.”

The official told me this is partly a game for land too.
Dassault and Reliance’s decision to set up the 

manufacturing facility in Nagpur came after the failure 
to secure land in Bangalore and Hyderabad—places of 
choice for defence manufacturers looking to set up shop. 
“It is about grabbing land first and then sitting on it and 
then waiting for right time for things to develop.” He told 
me Reliance’s effort “didn’t work in Bangalore. It didn’t 
work with Chandrababu Naidu [Andhra Pradesh]. They 
are quite cautious.” They had made it clear, according to 
the official, “no land grabbing, not giving any land at all 
unless you are serious about investment.”

The dignitaries at the ceremony included the 
French defence minister and France’s ambassador 
to India, as well as the BJP leaders Nitin Gadkari 
and Devendra Fadnavis. Gadkari, besides being the 
minister for roads and shipping, represents Nagpur, 
his home town, in parliament. Fadnavis is the chief 
minister of Maharashtra, and also hails from Nagpur. 
Addressing those gathered, Ambani told the story of 
how the Maharashtra government had come to allot to a 
Reliance Group company the land where the new facility 
was to be built.

“Initially, our French counterpart thought that we 
would be setting up the unit at Bengaluru or Hyderabad, 
where the aviation sector is well established,” Ambani 
said. “If not the two, they thought we may have a plant 
in Gujarat, for obvious reasons. But I said it’s Nagpur. I 
must say the first idea of coming to Nagpur was given 
to me by Mr Nitin Gadkari, who said that he will banish 
me from India if we went to any other place than Nagpur. 
Knowing Gadkari sahab’s persistence, commitment, 
vision, and his relationship with my late father, it was 
very difficult for me to say no to him. But I used the 
excuse to say, ‘Let me speak to the chief minister.’ … 
When I went and met the chief minister, he said, ‘So 
you have decided to come to Nagpur’. He didn’t even 
give me chance to ask him whether we should come to 
Nagpur. ‘Please tell me what you need, and everything 
you need will be done.’”

The hype and bonhomie presented at the ceremony 
hid the fact that Ambani’s group had defaulted on 
clearing payments on time for the land allotted, which 
led to the company incurring a financial penalty, and had 
faced pressure from the state government. Although 
the land had been allotted to the group by Maharashtra 

Airport Development Company, a state undertaking, 
in 2015, the group could only take full possession of it 
until 2017, once the transaction was finally complete. 
The company had also asked for the allotted land to be 
reduced from 289 to 104 hectares, for which it would 
have to reportedly pay a lower sum of Rs 63 crore. The 
senior official, who was working with Ambani during that 
period, told me how Reliance Group was not able to 
pay a second installment of Rs 38 crore on time. He 
wondered why the Maharashtra government continued 
to put its weight behind the group despite its shaky 
financial reputation. Indeed, not all state governments 
have shown the same patience for Reliance Group.

Reportedly, a proposal to create a shipbuilding facility 
in Andhra Pradesh, with a proposed initial investment 
of Rs 5,000 crore in 2016—the same year the group 
defaulted with its payment in Maharashtra—was 
hailed as one of the biggest investments the state had 
yet seen. However, more than two years later, media 
reports suggested that neither had the company 
shared an implementation plan with the government, 
nor had it made an initial advanced payment required 
to acquire the land it wanted. The Chandrababu Naidu 
government, wary of the company’s financial investors, 
told a media outlet that they were considering referring 
the company to the state’s investment board.

In July 2018, Trappier said in a newspaper interview 
that a larger order of some 200 Rafales would be required 
for Dassault to transfer technology and manufacturing to 
India at a “competitive level.” The French company was, 
in essence, dictating terms to the Indian government, in 
a sharp reversal of roles from the original negotiations. 
According to Trappier, Dassault was working with 
Reliance Group in place of HAL because “we were told 
that HAL was fully booked. We talked to Reliance and 
they were very keen to create such capabilities in India. 
They have a track record and the financial capability 
as well.”

However, HAL, it seems, was not overflowing with 
orders. Its chairman told a news channel in 2017 that 
the company’s “current order book isn’t encouraging.” 
HAL was scheduled to deliver 36 licence-built Su-30 
fighters to the Indian government by the end of the 
2019 financial year, and had no orders for fixed-wing 
aircraft beyond that. Overall, the chairman estimated, 
the company had enough business to last it only two 
and a half years.

As for Trappier’s faith in Reliance Group’s track record 
and financial capability, it defied reality.

{THREE}
THE DEATH OF BUSINESS TYCOON Dhirubhai 

Ambani in 2002 was followed by four years of bitter 
dispute between his two sons, Mukesh and Anil, 
over the fate of Reliance Industries. When their split 
was formalised in 2006, Anil walked away with the 
conglomerate’s telecom, power, natural-resources and 
financial-services businesses, which then formed the 
core of what he dubbed Reliance Group.

Anil already had a reputation for flamboyance and 
impetuousness, fuelled in part by his marriage to a 
former Bollywood actor that his father had for years 

refused to permit. Now, with his own corporation to run, 
he had a chance to prove his detractors wrong.

He started off well. When he took Reliance Power 
public, in early 2008, it took just minutes to sell $3 billion 
worth of stock in an initial public offering. But by the 
end of the 2014 financial year, with Reliance Group’s 
debt soaring, Ambani began selling off assets, and even 
entire businesses.

Reliance Group’s cement operation went to a rival 
conglomerate in 2016. At the end of the 2017 financial 
year, Reliance Power’s net worth had eroded to around 
Rs 21,000 crore—less than the $3 billion it raised in its 
first public offering about a decade ago. The company 
offloaded two major operations—power transmission 
in the west of the country, and power generation and 
distribution in Mumbai—towards the end of 2017. 
Recently, Reliance Power approached the courts for an 
increase in the amount of coal it is permitted to mine 
for its power plant at Sasan in Madhya Pradesh. (Of the 
three plants it had earlier been awarded contracts for, 
this is the only plant that the corporation built.) Without 
permission to mine more coal, the company argued in 
court, it faces massive losses, and might have to close 
down this plant too.

By June 2017, Reliance Communications alone owed 
over Rs 45,000 crore, prompting global credit-rating 
agencies to downgrade the company’s debt. It began to 
close down operations. One foreign lender, the China 
Development Bank, asked the National Company Law 
Tribunal to declare the company insolvent. After crisis 
talks in Beijing, Ambani announced that Reliance 
Communications would sell assets to Mukesh’s mobile 
network, Jio. This was delayed while other creditors 
challenged the proposal and began further insolvency 
proceedings, but the courts finally cleared the sale 
of some assets to Jio in August 2018. Even this was 
reported to have brought in less than half of what the 
company owed in all. Creditors continue to pursue the 
company.

 “I think Mukesh Ambani is backing him directly,” 
the former senior official told me. “There is a larger 
family strategy.” It was Mukesh’s Reliance Industries 
that Dassault first proposed to partner with after being 
declared the lowest bidder in the 126-jet competition, in 
2012. In less than two weeks after the defence ministry 
declared to go with Dassault, Mukesh signed a pact with 
the company, but subsequently chose not to pursue 
business with it for no known reason. In October 2016, 
his brother entered into a joint venture with Dassault 
and became its offset partner. “Dassault was with 
them, he”—Mukesh—“had taken control of Dassault 
behavior in the MMRCA related issue,” referring to the 
126-warplane order. “And then suddenly he walks out 
of it, this guy”—Anil—“jumps in. So fundamentally it’s 
continuity of Reliance in the game.”

The two brothers, according to the official close to 
Anil Ambani, were merely “showing opposition to each 
other,” while actually “playing together in this process.”

Before 2015, Reliance Group had no serious 
investment in defence manufacturing. In the aftermath 
of Modi’s Paris announcement, it began pushing the 
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idea that defence deals would stem the corporation’s 
head-spinning decline. Anil Ambani spoke publicly 
of defence manufacturing as a major driver of future 
growth for Reliance Group. The chairman of Reliance 
Infrastructure—a subsidiary of Reliance Group, 
which in turn counts Reliance Defence among its 
subsidiaries—declared to shareholders in 2016 that he 
saw opportunities in the defence sector worth Rs 1 lakh 
crore per year for the next 15 years.

The corporation assembled a team of well-known 
defence experts to bolster credibility. However, it soon 
became clear to many of them that there was no clear 
long-term vision. “Because Reliance has no technical 
capability,” one of them told me, it was important to 
“pick up a project, understand the technique and know 
nuances of it—a lot of investment has to come towards 
building capability.” Instead, it seemed more interested 
in attracting offset partners that would give a fillip to its 
business, rather than deliberate on the nature of the 
orders themselves from a perspective of technology 
development. The moment they realised that they were 
“more of trophies for them,” as one official said, they left.

But even the offset spending Reliance Group 
has secured from the Rafale deal has not been 
enough to turn it around. Nor have other deals for 
the conglomerate's defence businesses—several of 
which show a pattern familiar from the Rafale saga, of 
government actions boosting Ambani’s fortunes. How 
much more of the government’s defence spending is 
destined for Ambani’s corporation is an open question, 
but so is whether Reliance Group can survive long 
enough to see much of it at all.

Reliance Infrastructure, the parent of Reliance 
Defence Limited, reported total debts of over Rs 18,000 
crore in its latest financial filings, compared to a net 
worth of around Rs 24,000 crore. As highly leveraged 
as it is, it is still the only one of Ambani’s four listed 
core companies with a debt that does not exceed 
its worth. Reliance Defence counts 13 subsidiaries, 
including Reliance Aerostructure, which holds the 
majority stake in Dassault Reliance Aerospace Limited. 
These companies are not publicly listed, and do not 

report financial figures. Reliance Infrastructure controls 
Reliance Naval and Engineering, via a special-purpose 
vehicle called Reliance Defence Systems. This is 
Reliance Group’s ship-building operation, which is vying 
for several major building projects for the India navy, 
and in the last two years was reportedly shortlisted in 
competitions for contracts worth over Rs 1 lakh crore. 
It is also the only one of Reliance Group’s defence 
companies that is publicly listed, and is compelled to 
disclose information on its finances and workings. As 
such, it is the best available window into the state and 
style of Reliance Group’s defence business.

ON 23 DECEMBER 2014, the defence acquisition 
council, a body of the defence ministry, approved a 
proposal to procure six indigenously built submarines 
at an estimated cost of around Rs 80,000 crore. The 
exact price was to be determined through competitive 
bidding, and the council formed a committee to identify 
suitable Indian shipyards. The defence minister at 
the time stated that the committee was required to 
submit the report indicating their preference of both the 
potential companies and shipyards within three months. 
Which companies were selected through this process, 
and whether the bidding happened, is not yet publicly 
known. In February 2018, I filed an RTI application with 
the defence ministry to ascertain which shipyards had 
been selected and what criteria had been applied in 
doing so, but received no reply.

Three days before the proposal for the submarines 
was approved, Reliance Defence Systems Private 
Limited was incorporated. And three months later, it 
would acquire a major stake in one of the country’s 
largest ship building companies listed on the National 
Stock Exchange—Pipavav Shipyard. The only trouble 
with Pipavav was that it was on the verge of bankruptcy. 
Various investors had reportedly offered to take a large 
stake in the company and shore it up, but through 
February 2015 Pipavav’s promoters appeared to show 
no immediate interest. Then, in early March, they 
announced that Reliance Group was aiming to gain 
management control over the next six months.

Pipavav’s debts exceeded Rs 6,000 crore, and the 
shipyard had not paid any interest on its loans in at least 
two years. But Pipavav did have, as a lure for potential 
investors, tie-ups with the French government-owned 
DCNS and the Russian government-owned JSC 
Zvyozdochka, both shipbuilders with prior experience 
in making or maintaining vessels for the Indian navy. 
And, in addition to a modest list of existing orders, 
Pipavav was in the running to construct two amphibious 
warships—officially called landing platforms or docks, or 
LPDs—having submitted a tender in 2013.

With Reliance’s proposed takeover underway, Pipavav 
Shipyard began a process to restructure its debt. This 
is a process of settling creditors’ claims through some 
combination of converting debt into equity—essentially, 
surrendering parts of the company to them—and raising 
funds from additional investors.

Debt restructuring is a sign of acute financial trouble, 
and typically cause to treat a company with extreme 
caution until it successfully refinances itself. But for 

Pipavav, its entry into the process heralded a wave 
of fresh business opportunities. Its fresh business 
opportunities also appeared to coincide with Modi’s 
foreign trips to Russia.

In July 2015, with Modi in Russia for a diplomatic 
summit, the Russian government reportedly announced 
that it had chosen Pipavav to partner with the Russian 
firm JSC Zvyozdochka, on a project to build frigates for 
the Indian navy. When the National Stock Exchange 
asked Pipavav for details of the deal, the company 
responded that the relevant correspondence was 
“between Government of India and Government of 
Russia,” and so, confidential. Soon after this, Pipavav 
informed the NSE that it had partnered with JSC 
Zvyozdochka to refit Indian submarines.

In late December, with Modi again on a diplomatic 
visit to Russia, the Indian media reported that Reliance 
Defence and Russia’s United Shipbuilding Corporation 
were soon to announce a partnership to vie for the 
frigate project. When asked about this deal by the NSE, 
Pipavav’s response was that the “negotiations are a 
subset of strategic dialogues on defence cooperation 
between Government of India and … the Government 
of Russia.”

Reliance Group announced at the end of December 
that it had completed its takeover of Pipavav Shipyard. It 
went on to change the company’s name, first to Reliance 
Defence and Engineering Limited, and later to Reliance 
Naval and Engineering Limited—traded as RNaval on 
National Stock Exchange.

This was about the time that the government 
released the 2016 update of the defence procurement 
procedures, with a chapter on the strategic-partnership 
policy—the one that would allow a private company, 
chosen by the defence ministry, to collaborate with a 
foreign company. Even before that policy was finally 
made public the following year, along with the pledge 
that submarine orders would be reserved for private 
companies, Ambani was telling RNaval’s shareholders 
that he endorsed the strategic-partnership model, and 
that their company was one of only two private Indian 
firms that would qualify to build new submarines. Media 
reports affirming this appeared as well, and identified 
the second contender as the engineering firm Larsen 
& Toubro. Mazagon Dock, a state-owned shipbuilder 
that was already building submarines for the navy, was 
not on the list. The government never released details 
of how it came to shortlist just these two private firms, 
despite being challenged on the question in parliament.

Reliance Group finally put forward a plan for 
restructuring RNaval’s debt and refinancing the shipyard 
in February 2017. A couple of months later, the shipyard’s 
shareholders approved a refinancing scheme that saw 
some lenders given a one-time payment of Rs 163 crore, 
and promised to compensate others with equity. IDBI, 
a state-owned bank that led a consortium of RNaval’s 
main creditors—notably, all of them government-owned 
banks—allowed the company to exit debt restructuring. 
This still marked an improvement in RNaval’s financial 
standing, though its debts remained enormous. It 
had continued to post losses since Reliance Group’s 

takeover, and its combined debt had continued to grow. 
As of March 2017, the debt was nearly Rs 9,000 crore.

The situation grew even more peculiar. In June, 
the defence ministry terminated an order for naval 
vessels that it had earlier signed with another private 
shipbuilder, ABG Shipyard, citing the company’s terrible 
financial health. However, RNaval had secured a large 
contract to supply fast-patrol ships to the coast guard 
that January, while still in the process of restructuring 
its debt. One company was able to continue securing 
defence contracts despite its financial distress, while the 
other was cut out of a lucrative deal because of it.

The same month that the navy annulled its order 
with ABG Shipyard, news appeared that RNaval and 
Larsen & Toubro had been invited to submit fresh bids 
for building amphibious warships, the LPDs. When the 
government first invited bids for the LPD project, in 2013, 
it called for the building of four vessels in two different 
shipyards. It would select through tendering a private 
or public shipyard to build two vessels, and nominate 
what it deemed a suitable state-owned shipyard to 
make another two, after a transfer of know-how from 
the original shipyard. (Defence procurement procedures 
allow such nomination-based manufacturing for naval 
projects.) The government had earlier nominated 
Hindustan Shipyard Limited to build the first two ships, 
and Pipavav Shipyard and others had bid for the rest. 
In early 2017, however, the government decided that 
all four ships would be built by a single shipyard to be 
selected via a new round of tenders. Reliance Defence 
and Larsen & Toubro, both private firms, were reportedly 
the only firms shortlisted to bid for this.

For as long as RNaval was still in the restructuring 
process, it was not eligible to be considered. Interestingly, 
RNaval’s refinancing plan was published three days 
after the government’s decision to cancel Hindustan 
Shipyard’s nomination for the project. The invitation for 
RNaval to submit a fresh LPD tender came very shortly 
after the company exited debt restructuring.

The government offered no formal explanation for 
why it had taken a two-ship order away from Hindustan 
Shipyard, and excluded it from fresh bidding for LPDs. 
The shipyard’s annual performance reports of the 
last three years, published by the ministry of heavy 
industries, reported that it was now being utilised to only 
around half of its capacity.

The publication of the strategic-partnership policy 
also came shortly after RNaval finished restructuring 
its debt. Soon after that, the defence ministry reportedly 
listed Reliance Defence and Larsen & Toubro as the 
only viable Indian partners for Project 75I—an effort 
to build six advanced non-nuclear submarines for the 
navy. It also reportedly listed four potential foreign 
manufacturers for the project.

Of the foreign firms, France’s DCNS was the most 
entrenched in India—it was already the foreign 
partner in Mazagon Dock’s ongoing submarine 
project. Mazagon Dock itself had a solid track record 
for submarine construction—it had already delivered 
two submarines under its existing order. But with the 
strategic-partnership policy having excluded state-
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owned firms, the DCNS-Mazagon partnership was not a 
viable option in the competition for the new submarines. 
DCNS’s other existing partner was the one it had signed 
with RNaval back when it was still Pipavav Shipyard.

In early 2018, Reliance Naval proposed a modified 
refinancing scheme to the one that had been approved 
by shareholders and allowed it to exit debt restructuring 
the previous year. The earlier plan to convert some 
debt into equity, which might have meant loss of 
management control for the Reliance Naval if enough 
stake was transferred to creditors, was now gone. 
Many lenders had still not approved the corporation’s 
plans for resolving its debt with them. As of March, the 
uncertainty over how the corporation planned to sustain 
RNaval continued.

RNaval’s financial statement for 2017-18 was dismal. 
Its net worth had shrunk to Rs 443 crore—compared to a 
net worth of Rs 1,447 crore in the previous financial year. 
An independent audit submitted as part of the financial 
report concluded that “the company has been incurring 
cash losses, its net worth has been substantially eroded 
as on 31st March 2018, loans have been called back 
by secured lenders, current liabilities are substantially 
higher than current assets … these conditions indicate 
the existence of a material uncertainty that may cast 
significant doubt on the company’s ability to continue 
as going concern.”

To add to RNaval’s problems, the former promoters 
of Pipavav Shipyard and RNaval sent each other legal 
notices for breaching the purchase agreement and 
causing losses of over Rs 8,000 crore and Rs 5,000 
crore respectively to each other.

By May 2018, several of RNaval’s creditors asked 
the Ahmedabad bench of the National Company Law 
Tribunal—a bankruptcy court—to initiate insolvency 
proceedings against the shipyard, which would force it 
to liquidate its assets to pay its debts. This added to an 
earlier set of insolvency cases filed the previous year. 
The company had tried to repel those by repeatedly 
presenting reasons why they should not be immediately 
heard, which the tribunal had already once declared 
“nothing but an invention to somehow gain time.” All 
these cases remain pending before the court.

Much hope had earlier rested on the fact that, as 
a candidate for the LPD and advanced submarine 
projects, RNaval was in the running for orders worth 
over Rs 1 lakh crore, or $14 billion. But the shipyard has 
apparently now lost its chance at the most valuable of 
these, for the $8-billion Project 75I. Recent media reports 
indicate that the government has gone back on its plan 
to run the project under the strategic partnership policy. 
RNaval was already running behind schedule on its 
existing orders, and its finances remained dire, leaving 
Larsen & Toubro as the only plausible private option. But 
this left the government in a “single-vendor situation”—a 
turn of events that the strategic-partnership policy was 
explicitly meant to avoid. After all of its contortions to 
keep Mazagon Dock out of the Project 75I competition, 
the government reportedly reconsidered its options and 
nominated the state-owned shipbuilder for the entire six-
submarine order.

This has implications for the LPD order too, as without 
RNaval, the government could face a single-vendor 
situation here as well. To further complicate matters, 
RNaval alleged in June 2018 that a senior naval officer 
with a son working at Larsen & Toubro had been 
favouring the rival firm. The following month, the navy 
invited executives of both firms for a bid opening—a 
standard procedure meant to guarantee transparency. 
This came on the cusp of a new session of parliament, 
with the government anticipating more accusations that 
it had favoured Reliance Group in the Rafale deal. The 
executives were made to wait, and then told, without any 
explanation, that the unsealing had been postponed.

RNaval’s plans to build navy frigates in partnership 
with Russia also fell through. The Indian government 
eventually ordered two vessels directly from a Russian 
shipyard, and an additional two, to be built with Russian 
assistance, from the state-owned Goa Shipyard.

In March 2018, over a hundred local contractors and 
merchants who had worked with the RNaval shipyard 
staged a sit-in outside the company’s administrative 
office in Rajula, Gujarat, during which they demanded 
their dues from several years’ worth of unpaid bills. The 
protest continued until late June, with no effect. When I 
spoke to several of the protestors in July, they told me 
that the shipyard had effectively come to a standstill. 
Bhavesh Lakhani, a contractor, said that numerous 
unfinished ships from earlier orders, including the fast-
patrol vessels for the coast guard and several vessels 
for the navy, “are all lying just like that, unattended.” 
They gave me a list of 191 vendors to whom Reliance 
Naval owes amounts as low as Rs 80,000 to as high as 
Rs 3.25 crore and they included suppliers of electrical 
material to contractors who provided labour.

{FOUR}
THE TRAJECTORY OF PROJECT 75I demonstrates 

the Modi government’s failure to find workable answers 
to old questions plaguing Indian defence manufacturing. 
The initial exclusion of state-owned firms and the 
stubborn consideration for a severely indebted private 
company, only for the contract to then go to a state-
owned firm anyway, only succeeded in delaying an 
urgent defence order. On this test, the strategic-
partnership policy failed.

The Rafale deal will present another stern 
examination. Here, the policy retroactively formalised 
the arrangement that Dassault and the government had 
already reached, with the state-owned HAL shunted 
out in favour of a struggling private corporation with 
no aerospace experience whatsoever. How this will 
enhance India’s defence industry remains to be seen.

Even after all the bureaucratic somersaults and 
political recriminations, Modi’s administration has 
brought the country right back to where it started: being 
heavily reliant on often uncompetitive state-owned firms 
and failing to galvanise private defence production. 
The technological balance is skewed, as much as 
ever, towards foreign companies and the government 
appears to have no discernible strategy for correcting it.

Indian companies are coming into the defence 
business “in a hurry to make money,” a person with 

decades of experience in defence aerospace told me. 
He pointed to Reliance Group as an example. “Their 
approach is to explore a new area of opportunity like 
defence, and without putting much into capability try to 
make the maximum out of it. … They are all chartered 
accountants. That is why they are there to make money. 
That is okay with the trading business, but in defence 
long-term strategy is needed. And that is the problem 
with these kinds of guys.”

But that in itself may not be a reason to dismiss private 
defence manufacturing. India does have the capability 
to create a more enhanced defence ecosystem if small 
and medium enterprises are taken on board. The 
problem, the head of one such firm making specialised 
defence systems and components told me, is that they 
have never been given a chance. “Those who are not 
powerful, no one gives them anything,” he said.

Even with all the promises of major defence spending 
and indigenous manufacturing, he continued, “Today 
I am surviving because of exports.” When trying to 
get anything out of Indian officials, “you struggle like 
anything. You ‘look after them’—you know, all those 
things. Then you still run around, ‘Sir sir sir, ho gaya, 
sir? Sign kar do.’ Woh bolega ke nahi, meramood nahi 
hai, sign nahi karunga.” (“Is it done, sir? Please sign.” 
He will say "No, I’m not in the mood, I won’t sign.”) And 
domestic firms are often expected to provide products 
and services at massive, unsustainable discounts 
simply “because they’re Indian. … Someone at a high 
position told me, ‘Boss, you have to show the cost 
benefit to the nation.’”

The head of the private firm pointed to other countries 
that have successful domestic defence industries. “Go 
to the USA and try selling something to US defence. 
It’s impossible. You have to be local.” In Israel, “they will 
actually have a list, who all vendors are there in Israel,” 
and anything that is available locally is given preference. 
The Indian government could also say “this component 
is here in India, it won’t come from outside. ... Put that 
part in the contract.”

The expert in defence aerospace agreed that more 
needs to be done to incubate small and medium-sized 
enterprises. “SMEs are very important to the aerospace 
business,” he said. “You need to respect them and have 
a good working relationship. They are the ones who 
build the capability.” Without a supply chain of engines, 
radars, weapons systems and other specialised 
components that such firms can provide, no country can 
hope to execute advanced indigenous projects.

“Without having a supply chain in place, the policy 
for strategic partners won’t work,” he continued. “It’s 
a stupid policy. None of the Indian companies qualify 
to become a strategic partner … None of them have 
experience in aerospace business.”

On the other hand, the ease with which Reliance 
managed to lodge itself in a complex industry speaks 
of the political access it has historically enjoyed. Anil 
Ambani “was involved in political game,” the official who 
worked with him said. He made the mention of Prime 
Minister Modi part of a “routine discussion” in the office. 
“The impression he generates to everybody that he is 

very close [to the prime minister].” The impression that 
the colleagues around Anil Ambani received was that 
“everything can be bought, can be set up, business can 
be made.”

The government recently started a competition for 
the production of 110 fighter jets in India with foreign 
collaboration. As the strategic-partnership policy covers 
fighter jets, the Indian partner in the project is guaranteed 
to be a private firm. The Adani Group—Modi’s oldest 
corporate backer—is eyeing a deal in partnership with 
the Swedish manufacturer Saab.

“I think it’s idiotic that tomorrow Adani comes into this 
business because of money power, with no experience, 
and becomes an aircraft manufacturer,” the senior 
official said. “After the selection of a foreign partner, 
HAL should be chosen as the strategic partner along 
with other private companies. But HAL should be the 
lead integrator”—heading the assembly and testing of 
the finished fighters—“and other companies should help 
creating a supply chain.”

But, he cautioned, state-owned manufacturers “have 
to set a lot of things right themselves, and they can’t 
depend on the government forever. They should run 
the business in a way that they earn their salaries from 
export of equipment, and not from the government.”

HAL’s future is now uncertain. Frozen out of the Rafale 
deal and likely the new 110-fighter competition, it has 
little hope of any new infusion of orders or expertise. 
The long-awaited Tejas, which HAL is meant to build, 
has entered partial service, continues to miss deadlines 
and is yet to go into full-fledged production. For all its 
failings, the firm remains the only Indian manufacturer 
with meaningful experience in defence aeronautics. With 
no viable replacement in sight, it is not in the national 
interest to let HAL fade.

Reliance Group’s aerospace venture, by contrast, 
is well positioned for more business. India’s air force 
remains desperate for fighters: squadron numbers 
remain low, the Tejas remains far from ready, and ageing 
Mig-21s continue, quite literally, to fall out of the sky. The 
36 Rafales now ordered are far from enough to fill the 
original 126-fighter gap in the fleet. Dassault and the 
government have both dropped hints of follow-up orders. 
There is also the talk of acquiring Rafales for the navy, 
which needs new carrier-based fighters after testing a 
naval variant of the Tejas and finding it far from capable. 
And if Reliance Group struggles in the meantime to 
sustain its aerospace interests on its own, it might, as 
the former senior official at Reliance suggested to me, 
have a hidden backer—Mukesh Ambani.

The official said that many foreign companies had 
treated Reliance Group with a lot of caution. The 
corporation had sent representatives to Russia and 
Ukraine “to enter into tie-ups with various companies to 
grow the business. But these companies would also see 
the viability of their business partnering with a company 
that has nothing on ground. Eventually, many of them 
didn’t show any interest.” Why, he wondered aloud, did 
“Dassault choose a company which has been in debt 
and had no experience?” That, he said, “is something 
one should find out.” n
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T
he Mumbai-headquartered IT company was 
in hot water with Sebi recently, but then it dis-
appeared from the news cycle. Very few know 
about Vakrangee, and fewer still are willing to 
talk about it

It is a hot, dry 23 March. Just before lunch.
“This has been a bank for the last eight years,” says 

Dileep Kumar Mehta, bank manager of Andhra Bank 
in Kota.

No kendra? “Never.”
Did they conduct camps? “No.”

Is the address correct? “Yes.”
Do you know about them? “Yes, I have heard about 

them. But they were never here.”
It is a surreal conversation. The address is right, to the 

T, from the annual report of Vakrangee, but the kendra 
doesn’t exist.

A few weeks back, The Ken took a short trip to Kota. 
The city in Rajasthan, known for its Indian Institute of 
Technology (IIT) coaching classes, hotels that don’t 
allow unmarried couples to room up, a biggish train 
station, and, well, not much else. The small city is 

Things don’t add up 
at Vakrangee

The Ken

The Mumbai-headquartered IT company was in hot water with Sebi recently, but then 
it disappeared from the news cycle. Very few know about Vakrangee, and fewer still are 
willing to talk about itIn March 2018, The Ken ran a two-part story on 

Vakrangee, a Mumbai-headquartered e-governance 
company that had drawn the scrutiny of securities market 
regulator, SEBI. Little was known about the financial 
workings of the entity. Ken’s investigation revealed that the 
company share price and business model did not add up 

although its market cap had spiralled dramatically from  
Rs 50 crores in 2009 to Rs 50,000 crores in January 2018.

Soon after the exposé, the company’s auditors, PWC, 
resigned. The share price tanked. Many institutional 
investors fled. The company thereafter abandoned the 
idea for a public buy back of its shares.

IMPACT

Business
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where Mumbai-based Information Technology (IT) 
services company, Vakrangee Ltd, has its largest 
number of kendras or outlets. The company, headed 
by Dinesh Nandwana, has a business model, which 
can be best described as a supermarket for financial 
inclusion services. It has white label ATMs, helps people 
open and run bank accounts, gives out money to 
those enrolled in rural employment schemes, enables 
people to buy insurance, and, in some cases, it helps 
customers connect to Amazon, which is trying to reach 
the rural populace of the country.

To offer these services, Vakrangee has outlets, 
which it calls kendras. It claims it has over 40,000 such 
kendras in the country. In Kota, it has 146 kendras listed 
on the website. Of the 146, The Ken visited 20 centres. 
Of the 20, only four were fully functional. It means they 
had a working ATM, a tie-up with a public sector bank 
and offered eMitra services provided by the Rajasthan 
government—essentially a centre for bill payment and 
voter registration. Eight other centres had no services 
except for eMitra.

The rest were never part of Vakrangee. Some had 
applied to be part of the network, but for one reason or 
another, they were never operational, and others had 
never even applied for a franchise.

We reached out to Vakrangee. What gives? “We are in 
process for appointment of a reputed consultant to carry 
out business quality analysis of Vakrangee kendras and 
have scheduled a Board meeting on 31 March 2018. 
The consultant would physically visit the stores and also 
analyse the activation of various services at the kendra 
outlet,” said a Vakrangee spokesperson in an emailed 
reply.

The company then declared to the exchange that it 
had appointed the consulting firm Grant Thornton to 
audit the kendras.

Of the four functional kendras, three are owned and 
have been run by Nandwana’s nephew, Nikhil, for the 
last three years. The other is run by Aman Agrawal, who 
got the franchise two months ago. He records 15-20 
transactions a day and has not seen a single person 
make a purchase from Amazon. “Everyone orders on 
the mobile these days,” he says. Agrawal has not been 
able to break-even yet.

The biggest use case of these centres is the ATM. 
“The three ATMs see a daily combined footfall of around 
500-600,” says Nikhil. Of the eMitra service counters, 
many of them are cyber cafes, which came on the 

Vakrangee network during the Aadhaar enrollment 
boom. Once that died down, they now process bill 
payments, which fetches them around Rs 500-1,500 
($7.69- $23.07) per month.

Now, switch to Mumbai. In Worli, an upmarket suburb 
in the city, the company lists three centres. One was 
owned and operated by the company, one did not 
exist, and the third, which is 100 meters from a private 
bank, has ATM services, banking correspondence, 
sells insurance and provides access to Amazon. The 
manager of the third franchise says the ATM has been 
out of order for a while and has not been repaired 
because it doesn’t make him money.

He gets two customers a day.
Vakrangee is listed on the Bombay Stock Exchange 

(BSE). With these numbers, one would expect the 
company to be struggling. Well, far from it. In the 
financial year ending March 2017, Vakrangee had a 
topline of Rs 4,000 crore (~$615 million) with a peak 
market cap of Rs 50,000 crore (~$7.7 billion). It has 
continued this growth over the last six months of the 
current financial year.

Vakrangee is a curious company. It does many unique 
things. It makes money off financial inclusion; it was a 
penny stock a decade ago and is now trading in triple 
digits; its market cap has been steadily increasing, but 
yet few analysts want to talk about it. They are even 
more tight-lipped after Mumbai Mirror reported that the 
Securities and Exchange Board of India (Sebi) had 
started an investigation against Vakrangee for share 
price manipulation. Sebi, curiously, cleared Vakrangee 
in its short-lived enquiry. More on this, in just a little 
while.

“Sebi has given a clean chit to Vakrangee! The initial 
list under investigation included 22 related entities that 
were also related to Vakrangee that together accounted 
for around 75% of the trading volume in the stock on 
certain days. 18 out of the 22 had 90% of their dealing in 
Vakrangee stock only!” says independent value investor 
Bhaskar Chakraborty.

From 22, Sebi’s investigative team expanded the list 
to include 119 companies. “It then said that only 12% 
of the synchronised trades could be tracked back to 
these 119 entities! Neither did it observe any Circular 
trading.  So, Sebi announced it is not going to pursue 
the matter any further. So much for investor protection!” 
Chakraborty exclaims.

“First, Sebi is not god or an investigation agency 

like CBI or ED. However, it has its own system for 
working on the violation of the securities law,” says JN 
Gupta, former executive director, Sebi. He adds that 
the monitoring body has surveillance systems to keep 
track of companies, but it is not easy. “Sebi tries to do 
everything that is possible, but somehow or other, the 
final outcome is not to the liking of the public or Sebi.” 
While that may be true, there are several companies 
which it needs to look at carefully. Companies where 
the most basic check suggests that things don’t add up. 
Vakrangee is a good case in point.

First look
Vakrangee had been motoring along for the last three 
years when it pivoted to the kendra-led model. Its stock 
price had gone up on the back of it winning Aadhaar 
enrollment contracts and being the logistics partner for 
Amazon in rural and slum areas.

But in January 2018, Vakrangee bought 2 million 
shares of another listed entity, PC Jeweller Ltd. For Rs 
112 crore (~$17 million). It was an unusual purchase 
and was announced on the stock exchange. This is 
when news of the Sebi investigation started getting 
traction.

Vakrangee released a statement claiming it had 
received no notice that it wasn’t under investigation. 
But that did not convince the market. The stock tanked. 
The stock exchange then had to slap a lower circuit on 
the company. A lower circuit is put on by an exchange 
to slow down the decline in share price of a company to 
prevent erosion of value. The investigation wing of Sebi 
did conduct an enquiry, according to a report by India 
Today. But it didn’t amount to anything. Sebi issued an 
order against a small trading company, Abhirati Trading, 
and fined it Rs 9.5 lakh (~$14,600) over disclosure 
lapses. It found that the shareholding of Abhirati in 
Vakrangee got reduced on 28 May 2013 by 2.31% and 
by 2.07% on 4 September 2013.

Thus, upon change of more than 2% in its shareholding 
in the company, Abhirati ought to have disclosed, in 
terms of PIT (Prohibition of Insider Trading) and SAST 
(Substantial Acquisition of Shares and Takeovers). 
However, it failed to make these disclosures, and Sebi 
levied the fine accordingly.

So why was this one investment by a company 
an eyebrow-raiser? It was Varkangee’s first major 

investment. It has invested in mutual funds worth Rs 2 
crore (~$307,600) in the last three years. And nothing 
else.

The company had Rs 500 crore (~$76.9 million) in 
cash lying idle in a current account, earning no interest. 
For context, Vakrangee, in FY17, made a profit after 
tax of Rs 522 crore (~$80 million). Red flag. Vakrangee 
could have done a lot with this cash. It had a license to 
set up 15,000 ATMs. However, over the last four years, it 
has been able to set up just 800. The company currently 
claims it has just 25 self-run kendras; it could invest in 
growing those; it could easily put this in corporate fixed 
deposit receipts (FDRs). But it chooses to let it lie in 
the current account. Vakrangee says let cash lie there 
because it’s payments from a “legacy e-governance 
project”, and it only arrived in the last week of March so 
it showed in the current account. Also, that it had been 
paying debts from the money in the current account.

Somehow, this doesn’t explain why it had never 
invested its cash before. A closer look at the balance 
sheet shows many inconsistencies. How does 
Vakrangee end up making the Rs 4,000 crore (~$615 
million) it claims it made?

This is where matters get confusing. Vakrangee 
didn’t make Rs 4,000 crore in revenue from 35,000 
kendras. According to the annual report, the company 
made about Rs 1,500 crore (~$230 million) from 
e-governance contracts alone. The remaining Rs 2,500 
crore (~$384 million) was made from the kendras in one 
fiscal year. This comes down to the company making 
about Rs 60,000(~$922) from each centre, every month. 
“This number looks like a lot, but if 300 people made 
transactions worth Rs 500 (~$7.7) per day, we would 
make that money,” says Ameet Sabarwal, president, 
investor relations, Vakrangee.

If Sabarwal is taken at face value, it brings Vakrangee’s 
revenue split to 40%. But he insists the revenue share 
between Vakrangee and the franchises is 80-20, with 
Vakrangee taking the lower billing. How? The company 
combines gross merchandise value (GMV) and net 
revenue. Sabarwal refuses to break it down any further. 
Vakrangee also includes its ATM and e-commerce 
services under revenue. In fact, it claims it processes 
25 orders a day from Amazon from these kendras with 
an average ticket size of Rs 500 (~$7.7).

“These numbers seem high. Especially in rural areas, 
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where the population density is low,” says an analyst 
who asked not to be identified as his company doesn’t 
allow him to talk to the press. Even if people did come to 
the kendra as often as Vakrangee claims they do, these 
people may not have the financial bandwidth to make 
transactions as high as Rs 500 per day, he notes.

However, Vakrangee’s biggest use case is the 
Rs 180 (~$2.77) credited to its customers’ account 
via Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment 
Guarantee (MNREGA). Sabarwal, however, claims that 
Vakrangee’s customers had the funds to buy “Rs 7,000 
(~$107) worth RedMi phones” during Amazon’s annual 
Diwali sale.

Take a step back. India’s average per capita income 
in 2016-17 was Rs 1.03 lakh (~$1,600). Most of 
Vakrangee’s customers are illiterate and semi-literate 
people living in villages and hutment areas without 
official addresses. “In this country, the smartphone 
penetration is 28% and the data penetration is 18%. Our 
customers fall below that,” says Sabarwal. It is difficult to 
imagine them making a Rs 500 (~$7.7) purchase from 
Amazon through Vakrangee. 

Another red flag.
The Ken sent an email to Amazon to verify Vakrangee’s 
claims. The Seattle-headquartered company did not 
respond.

The biggest revenue source for Vakrangee has been 
Aadhaar enrollment, and now that it has been taken off 
private contractors, that source is gone. But there is no 
stopping Vakrangee as its revenue continues to climb 
the charts.

Vakrangee is full of surprises. Despite being an IT 
services company, it has an opening stock of Rs 2,500 
crore (~$384 million) on its books.

Independent analyst Nitin Mangal says this is one of 
the biggest question marks on the company’s balance 

sheet. “Opening stock is usually something that is 
consumed to generate revenue. What is that Vakrangee 
uses?” he asks.

When asked what kind of stock is consumed to 
generate revenue, the company spokesperson said, 
“Our cost of goods sold include the goods as well as 
service commission paid to the franchisee. Also, the 
governance business includes electoral rolls as well as 
the hardware kits sold to the franchisees.”

The cost of goods in the inventory is quite high vis-a-
vis the revenue in the company’s books, Mangal says. 
“There is no clarification from the management on this 
and the clarification they give does not add up to the 
numbers,” he adds.

A step further
Following the market uproar and a steep fall in share 
price, the company announced a one-time share 
buyback of Rs 1,000 crore (~$153 million) and a 
dividend payout of Rs 250 crore (~$38 million) in 
February. The company, however, did not give a timeline 
of the buyback.

On closer inspection
Based on the reported Q2 and Q3 FY18 financials, 
the current net worth (paid-up equity + free reserves) 
of Vakrangee should be around Rs 2,800 crore ($430 
million). Hence, the company cannot do a buyback of 
more than Rs 700 crore

“Surprisingly, over the last two months, we haven’t 
seen any additional details on the buyback from the 
company. If it feels the price fall is unjustified, it should 
take advantage of the situation and buyback shares at 
a low price. This will be value-accretive for shareholders. 
Why is it waiting for the price to recover?” asks Amit 
Mantri, Managing Partner, 2Point2 Capital PMS.

Based on the reported Q2 and Q3 FY18 financials, 
Mantri estimates that the current net worth (paid-up 
equity + free reserves) of Vakrangee should be around 
Rs 2,800 crore ($430 million). Hence, the company 
cannot do a buyback of more than Rs 700 crore 
($107million), if it plans to do in the next month or two, 
he says.

After the share buyback announcement, the back-to-
back lower circuits came to a stop and the stock price 
started climbing, hitting consecutive upper circuits for 
a couple of trading session. The momentum did not 
sustain, and the price peaked at Rs 286 (~$4.4) per 
share and has been in free fall since then, hitting the 
lower circuit every day. The market cap now stands at 
Rs 22,245 crore (~$3.4 billion), as of Monday.

But this doesn’t bother Vakrangee too much. On 31 
March, however, the company announced that it has 
appointed Arihant Capital Markets as a merchant 
banker to assist with the buyback. It also has plans to 
launch an ad campaign soon. For it is time to improve 
its image. n

Clarification: An earlier version of the story said that Vakrangee 
could have invested its idle cash in a savings account. It has 

been corrected to state that the company could have put money in 
corporate FDRs.

On June 18, 2018, The News Minute looked at the socio-economic 
costs of development in The Human Cost of Expanding the Salem 
Airport. The choice of location with its slim traffic potential was 

considered egregious. 

The original report and its subsequent reproduction in Tamil 
newspapers and magazines brought stakeholders, activists 
and civil society together to debate the issue. With meagre 
information in public domain on the exact use of the fertile 
agricultural land required for the expansion, it put the spotlight on 
the government’s development model and the price of `progress’. 

HYPERLOCAL

IMPACT
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The News Minute

The death of livelihoods, a sense of community and fertile agricultural lands - all to expand an 
airport with a history of poor patronage. 

O
n a hot summer day in May, the dimly lit 
shed in Rajendran’s two-room house rever-
berates with the clattering of the powerloom 
that he is cautiously watching over. As his 
burly hands pick away delicately at the stray 

golden lint, the razor-sharp needles of the machine 
swallow up row after row of neatly lined threads. Gradu-
ally, the coil of yarn bunched atop the loom transforms 
into a soft, red silk saree.

Rajendran is one of 500 weavers in the Omalur taluk 
who stand to lose everything if the airport in Salem 
district, Tamil Nadu, is expanded any further. The airport, 
located in the Kamalapuram village, borders 570 acres 
of fertile agricultural land that the state government is 

now hoping to acquire.
The people of the four villages that are affected by 

the proposed takeover – Sikkanampatti, Thumbipadi, 
Pottiyapuram and Kamalapuram – are now engaged in 
a fight for survival with the government. Even as they 
have been slapped with one notice after another on 
the expansion, the villagers are bearing the daily legal, 
physical and emotional costs of an excruciating struggle 
for their right over their own land.

The conflict
The existing airport in the ‘Steel City’ was closed on 
account of poor patronage. Between its construction 
in 1993 to as late as 2018, the fully functional airport 

The human cost of expanding 
the Salem Airport

was lying in disuse for over two decades. Land for 
the existing airport was initially acquired in 1989 from 
the parents and grandparents of those protesting its 
expansion today.

Upon its construction in 1993, the airport operated 
for three months between April and June, before it was 
shut. The residents were dissatisfied with the private 
airliner that flew two-and-a-half hours to Chennai via 
Coimbatore, while a morning train from the city would 
promptly drop them off at Chennai in five hours, at well 
less than the Rs 1,350 being charged by the airline.

Subramani, who has served in the Indian army for 
over three decades, sits on a thinnai (veranda) inside 
his house that overlooks a fragrant lemon tree. While he 
was away in the army, his family sold their rights to the 
land where the Salem airport stands today.

The lease documents from 1989 show a grossly 
undervalued sale. Retiring from service to pursue his 
family’s traditional occupation of farming, Subramani 
now fears a repeat of what happened 30 years ago.

Wiping the sweat off his creased forehead, Subramani 
points towards the airport that lies a stone’s throw away 
from his house. “I have already lost six acres to the old 
airport. They bought it to build the housing quarters for 
those working at the airport. We didn’t know the land 
value then. We didn’t know we could say no to the 
government. We were not educated. We would quietly 
go away if there was any trouble. But now, all I have left 
is two acres. If that is gone, nothing is left,” he says.

A short walk away – in an almost shocking contrast 
– tilled, lush agricultural lands spread as far as the eye 
can see outside the industrial 136-acre Salem airport. 
The road leading to the airport makes it amply clear 
that a dispute is underway. In addition to the periodic 
mooing of cattle, every person entering and exiting the 
airport now bears witness to large neon signposts that 
scream, “Is it necessary to destroy farming to expand 
the airport?”

In 2006, Air Deccan demanded that the local industry 
deposit Rs 90 lakh or commit to 50 percent of the 
bookings as a prerequisite to start operations. By 2007, 
the airline was bought by Vijay Mallya's Kingfisher 
Airlines. After a two-year run, the only and hour-long 
service from Salem to Chennai was terminated with the 
last flight taking off in August 2011. With poor patronage 
for commercial flights among residents, the airport 
became practice ground for flying schools, chartering 
the occasional private aircraft.

In March this year, Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 
Edappadi Palaniswami inaugurated the revamped 
airport. The airport now operates one commercial flight 
to and from Chennai.

As District Collector Rohini Bhajibhakare was 
preparing for a grand re-opening of the Salem airport, 
she assured villagers of a satisfactory solatium. Speaking 
to media persons outside the airport, she said, “We 
have been directed by the Honourable Chief Minister 
of Tamil Nadu to give the highest compensation to the 
farmers. Accordingly, we have instructed all authorities 
to give the maximum compensation. Farmers don't have 
to worry about this at all, we will give them the highest 

compensation possible.”
But why exactly does an airport with a history of poor 

patronage need to be expanded? Even more intriguing, 
why at the cost of agricultural lands?

The newly proposed expansion falls under the Udan 
scheme, an initiative jointly funded by the Central and 
state governments across India that aims to 'let the 
common citizen fly'. The government has pumped in Rs 
4,500 crore for the scheme. While the Centre will offer a 
lowered VAT, service tax and flexible code sharing, the 
state will subsidise jet fuel, provide security, fire service, 
electricity, water and land.  The government hopes to 
increase regional connectivity and facilitate the growth 
of jobs and infrastructure.

While it is well known that a ‘Tamil Nadu Defence 
Corridor’ is all set to include Salem, Coimbatore, Hosur 
and Chennai, a draft plan accessed by TNM shows 
that Salem in particular has been earmarked for rubber 
products, helicopter manufacturing and maintenance, 
repair and overhaul(MRO) services.

In addition to this, Salem will also serve as the 
destination for small aircraft manufacturing, unmanned 
aerial vehicle(UAV) service and repair, parachutes and 
paramilitary equipment manufacturing. The development 
of hangar and cargo services would also likely make this 
an airport fit for night landing.

Speaking to TNM, industrialist Mariappan who has 
been at the forefront of initiating an airport service in 
Salem says, “For expansion, 567 acres of land was 
already identified and published on the government 
gazette. Government is prepared to pay three to four 
times of the market value. There are some agitations. 
Teething trouble is there but I’m confident that the 
government shall take possession of the required land 
to set up the defence hub.”

“It took me 25 years to build my business. There are 
500 families like mine. I built this house with my own 
hands. I would work at the looms in the morning and 
come back and work on the house in the evening. I 
can send my children to school today because I have 
worked in the fields and at the looms for 25 years. If I'm 
asked to move, everything is over,” he says.

He continues, “I have borrowed a lot from moneylenders 
for my machine. I don't have anything else – only my 
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house and my machine. I have mortgaged my house to 
moneylenders to buy the machine. I can't go anywhere 
else or do any other business. My family has been doing 
this for generations. My hands don’t know another job.”

Like the other protesting villagers, Rajendran too 
shuts down questions of putting a price on his losses. 
Pointing to the cluster of white threads mounted on the 
loom, Rajendran says, "The threads alone cost me Rs 
10,000. If I am forced out, every single part has to be 
dismantled. When you do that, it increases the cost 
of labour. I work hard day and night so I can earn a 
livelihood for my children. I can’t put a price on that. If 
I have to move all this and go elsewhere and it doesn't 
work out, all our lives will come to a standstill: our land, 
our livelihood, their education, everything.”

‘Over our ashes’
On the other side of the village, Muniyamma, 65, has 

taken shelter from the sweltering heat under a mighty 
peepal tree. She and some other villagers discuss how 
they can represent their woes to the local authorities. 
As the men and women around her talk about the 
developments since the last meeting, Muniyamma 
is frustrated that despite narrating her ordeal to one 
reporter after another, she has received no concrete 
replies from those in charge.

“We will burn ourselves. Let them take the land over 
our ashes. Where will we go? Each of us has only 1 or 
2 acres. Without that, what are we?” she asks.

Muniyamma has lived in Kamalapuram her whole life. 
Keeping abreast of the developments surrounding the 
protest, working in the fields and managing her home, 
her cracked heels and calloused hands are beginning 
to ache, she sighs.

“This land is our identity. If our forests are taken away, 
where would we go? There are 15 people in my family. 
This is our ancestral land. If they insist on taking away 
this land, the only thing we can do is kill ourselves. We 
will not move from here. The government who we put in 
power will not help us. We have only a little land left after 
this airport came up. We keep giving interviews like this 
but nothing happens. Where do we go and beg? We've 
been protesting for three years. Our legs hurt,” she says, 
her eyes filling with angry tears.

Muniyamma, like many standing beside her, works 
as a daily wage labourer on the farms of neighbours 
and relatives. With old age catching up with her, her 
fears of the government taking away her land keep her 
up at night.

“Only if I labour every day, I can make a living. If they 
take away the land we are standing on, where do we 
go? We are able to manage with Rs 100 a day. Are we 
birds, to fly from place to place? They (the government) 
don’t come and discuss anything with us. Why must the 
government only take poor peoples’ agricultural lands?” 
she asks.

Death of a community
Rajendran’s nephew Jagadeesan is at the forefront of 
organising the agitations. The young man has taken 
on the task of translating the jargon of bureaucracy 
to his fellow villagers. Walking around with a cache of 

documents and newspaper clippings, he is happy to 
oblige anyone who asks him about the next protest. 
As he watches his uncle break down in front of the 
powerloom, he reminds us that in addition to the 
individual loss of livelihoods, the takeover of the lands 
would also mean an end to the community of villagers 
who have become family over the many decades spent 
together.

Marital and financial bonds bring them together, 
building a strong sense of community.

Jagadeesan says, “All of us in this area have been 
together for generations. If I'm in financial trouble, I can 
count on my neighbour, who is my own uncle or brother-
in-law. Unlike city folk, we can't rely on banks and their 
high interest rates. I will work with my uncle until I can 
stabilise myself. The government has not supported 
any of us; we have built our own relations and weaved 
together our own little community. Almost everyone in 
our village is able to stand on their feet.”

“In this 5-km circle, there are nearly one to two lakh 
looms. Almost all supplies to Chennai Silks goes from 
Omalur taluk. If we have to move everything, it costs 
a lot of money. From transporting the raw material to 
resale of the manufactured product, it will be difficult. 
Individually the loss is invaluably high. It cannot be 
compensated for. For the business we do, this climate 
is the most conducive. You won't get the same quality of 
handloom elsewhere,” he says.

Across the field from the runway of the old airport, 
Bhagyaraj is standing in front of an excavator that is 
swiftly scooping soil from the ground. He nervously 
looks at his fellow villagers who are standing at a 
distance and pointing towards him. The young father 
of two girls and the son to an ageing mother refuses to 
admit that he is preparing to sell his soil amidst fears 
that the government is going to take it away any minute.

Pointing to the bristling fields of maize, turmeric and 
carandas plum languishing in the fiery summer, he says, 
“I’m obviously scared. I need to safeguard myself. We 
don’t know what the government will do at any point in 
time. If I shift out, everything is gone. The market value 
of one cent of land is Rs 5 lakh. We can’t buy land like 
this anywhere. The amount of money they are giving 
according to the government evaluation will not be 
enough to buy even bad quality land. They are offering 
us Rs 3,000- Rs 4,000 per cent. If they destroy this land, 
it’s as good as killing me.”

Jagadeesan, a 58 year-old sugarcane farmer died of a 

heart attack in April. Faced with the prospect of a forced 
eviction, the villagers believe that he was struggling to 
cope with the stress.

“If they take away our land, we will also have the 
same fate as him. Last month, they cut down five of my 
coconut trees because they were a disturbance for the 
aeroplane. They said they would give me Rs 20,000 for 
it, but they never paid me. On one hand, they are saying 
agriculture is the backbone of our country. But they are 
stabbing us in the back," says Bhagyaraj.

As we approach the colourful Mariamman temple 
nearby, the loud beating of drums and clanging of bells 
draws us in. An exorcism is underway. Kuppusamy, the 
head priest, briefly steps aside to talk to us.

“This is the kula deiva koil (clan temple) for the seven 
surrounding villages. Thousands of people come to 
worship here. If it is a festival day, at least 5,000 people 
come. They are saying they will remove the temple 
along with the land. They have given us a notice. This 
is not something that can just be uprooted and thrown 
away,” he says.

Kaveri, who has come to pray at the temple with his 
wife, is scared because he has heard rumours of the 
government throwing the villagers out with the help of 
the army. He believes the land is going to being acquired 
for the army to use.

He says, “The Divisional Officer comes here every 
now and then and says we are giving you notice to 
vacate. When we ask him where we can go, we don't 
get answers. They are saying the army will threaten us 
to vacate these lands. Out of that fear, some people are 
trying to sell the soil. They are doing it as a precautionary 
measure but even then they are only getting low rates. 
We are trying to give them confidence. We only have 
to tell them calmly and explain. We should be united.”

As Salem-based environmental activist Piyush 
Manush drives into the village, past the paddy fields 
to meet the villagers waiting for him, he asks, “These 
are prime agricultural lands. This is a living, breathing 
economy. Do these people deserve to have their lands 
taken away?”

The first task of the day for Piyush, however, is to stop 
the spread of fake news and rumours doing the rounds 
about compensation and a forced takeover.

As people gather around him, he explains, “They (the 
government) are deciding the value of the land. They 
are saying that because of the number of stones in the 
soil, the land deserves a lesser price. At the same time, 
they're saying the land has a lot of soil, so the value 
needs to be lowered. Because the man who has sold 
the land has made good crops, they're saying they will 
quote a lesser price. Like this, they have mentioned 
25 points. Had you known this 30 years back, would 
you have allowed this to happen? You're repeating the 
same mistake. No one is going to deposit money in your 
account like that.”

He then adds, “Don't believe in rumours. Firstly, you 
need to believe that you can win. I thought this news has 
come everywhere and so many people are visiting. But 
this isn't working out. We should hold another meeting 
so that we can explain once more what is happening 

and how we are fighting this.”
“The first task at hand is to convince people to stop 

selling their soil out of fears of a government takeover,” 
he informs them.

Activists have been calling attention to the protests 
for over three years now. In order to highlight the woes 
of the villagers and lend visibility to the issue, they have 
brought politicians and actors to visit the area. And so, 
one leader after another has been visiting the town to 
express their solidarity with the people.

Today, Congress leader Mohan Kumaramangalam 
– whose ancestors not-so-ironically were once the 
zamindars in these parts – is in the area.

Speaking to a small posse of media persons, he says, 
“If they move the airport elsewhere, it will do well. They 
have brought it here with the help of the Udan subsidy 
scheme, but that scheme is not suitable for this area. To 
take 570 acres of agricultural land is wrong. Where is 
the project plan? Why can't they discuss the benefits of 
the plan at the gram sabha?”

When we ask if senior Congress leaders were 
apprised of the situation, he says, "To be honest with 
you, of the immediate situation here, I'm not sure they're 
that apprised in Chennai. But I will be taking this to my 
state president, so he's fully aware of what is happening 
here. To be fair, they've sent notices to different batches 
of people. People have just passed a resolution showing 
that the majority of them are not interested in having 
an airport here. This is the time to start taking action 
accordingly.”

Kumaramangalam goes on to talk about the Land 
Acquisition Act that was introduced by the UPA in 
2013. “Once BJP's central ordinance failed, they had 
no other option but to come in with their own version of 
the diluted Land Acquisition Act and get it signed by the 
President. This is the result of that. Whatever happened 
before our government passed the Act is happening 
again. When Parliament is back in session, we will be 
making a representation to Mr Gandhi so he can raise 
this in Parliament himself.”

As the leaders come and go with promises of helping 
them, the villagers in Omalur taluk watch with hope that 
one of them may make a strong case for them. But for 
now, they have a meeting to plan and everything else 
can wait. n
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CGNet Swara is a voice-based news portal established 
for citizen journalists to phone in and listen to audio 
news for the Chhattisgarh region in Hindi and Gondi, the 
language spoken by two million people of the Gond tribe 

in Madhya Pradesh, Chhattisgarh and other states such 
as Telangana and Maharashtra. CG stands for Central 
Gondwana. Reports about local governance issues through 

the platform and direct intervention with government 
officials results in many of the problems being addressed. 

A resident of Barpatiya village in Pratappur, Surajpur 
reported that the nearest road to the village was five 
kilometres away and poorly laid out. Within weeks of the 
story being aired, repairs were underway. 

IMPACT

ग् राम –बटपरिया, पोस्ट थाना–रामकोला, तहसील-प्रतापपर, जिला-सूरजपर(छत्तीसगढ़) से धनसाय मरावी 
बता रहे है कि उनका गाँव मेन रोड से 5 किलोमीटर दूर है और वहां पर एक बार रोड बनाया गया था लेकिन  वो 
अच्छे से नहीं बनाया गया था रोड जल्दी उखड गया था | उसके लिए उन्होंनेअधिकारीयों के पास आवेदन 

भी दिया था लेकिन कोई ध्यान नहीं दे रहे थे तो उन्होंने सीजीनेट स्वर मंे मई माह मंे एक सन्दशे रिकॉर्ड किया था 
करने के बाद सीजीनेट के साथियों की मदद से उसके 20-25 दिन बाद रोड बनना चालू हो गया | इसलिए सीजीनेट के 
साथियों को और उनके  जिले के अधिकारीयों को धन्यवाद दे रहे है जिन्होंने रोड बनवाने मंे मदद की. धनसाय मरावी 
@9669383380 n

Work on road to our village 
started after CGNet report, 
many thanks…

CGNet Swara

HYPERLOCAL

Audio story of the citizen's complaint.
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The Better India portal aims to make a difference one 
microcosm, one grassroot story, at a time. On July 30, 2018 
the website profiled Deepika Mhatre: This Mumbai Woman 
Is a Domestic Help by Day, Stand-Up Comic by Night. A 
part-time Mumbai cook, Mhatre decided it was time for 

the maids, “bai log”, to reclaim their comedic trope. Her gigs 
began to make waves.

Mhatre’s popularity surged after the article was posted. Media 
channels including Aaj Tak, BBC Marathi, Buzzfeed C and seven 
radio stations ran her interviews.  Celebrity improv comic Aditi 
Mittal reached out to her. They now collaborate on new shows 
and scripts. Mhatre has also shared the stage with marquee 
stand-ups Varun Grover and Abhishek Upmanyu. She now has  
a manager to handle her social media, publicity and shows. 

IMPACT

This Mumbai woman is 
a domestic help by day, 
stand-up comic by night!

The Better India

S
he wakes up at 4:00 a.m., gets ready and 
rushes to the local train station in Mumbai—
not just to get to work, but to sell imitation jew-
ellery to passengers on the train. By 6:30, after 
finishing her train rounds, 43-year-old Deepika 

Mhatre heads to the first of the five homes she cooks in. 
Her entire day is spent cooking for families, and she gets 
free only at 4:00 p.m.

In her tedious routine of earning money for her family 
of five, cooking for five homes and travelling between 
Nala Sopara, where she lives, to Malad, Deepika finds 
humour—the kind that she shares when she takes the 
stage at stand-up comedy shows.

When I asked her about her family, Deepika said, “I 
have three daughters… and one husband.” We both 
crack up at the jibe.

Almost exclusively associated with an urban setting, 
grievances and experiences, you may not always 
associate stand-up comedy with the experiences of a 
domestic help. In fact, as Deepika begins her act, she 
says, “I have seen stand up comedians often sharing 
stories about their maids, but now, I will speak.”

Sweetly smiling at her audience throughout the act, 
waiting for the applause to die down after every punchline 
(which happens quite often, honestly) and dropping truth 
bombs like second nature, Deepika effortlessly wins the 
hearts of her audience right from the first minute.

So, how did she change her career path from a 
domestic help to a stand-up comedian?

The truth is, this isn’t a career change at all! Deepika 
still works as a cook (although that has reduced to a 
significant degree because of her health issues) and sells 
jewellery in local trains. The only difference is that now, 
sometimes she gets a gig for which she heads right after 
finishing her chores in the five homes.

Speaking to The Better India, Deepika said, “This 
started when Sangeeta madam (Sangeeta Das, at 
whose home Deepika works) arranged a talent show 
for us “bai log.” No one usually does that, right? But she 
gave us a platform to showcase our talents—just as a 
fun activity. That’s where I decided to take my jokes to the 
stage.” That day, about a year ago, gave Deepika a stage 
for her comedy and gave the comedy brigade a talented 
artist, who shares experiences from “the other side.”

Rachel Lopez, who works with the Hindustan Times, 
spotted Deepika at her first show and knew she had a 
good future in comedy. She wasted no time in contacting 
Aditi Mittal, an established comic in India and introducing 
her to Deepika. A meeting with Deepika at Sangeeta’s 

house was enough for Aditi to recognise her talent. She 
immediately asked her if she would be willing to move to 
a professional stage.

“I had never performed on a big stage before. So Aditi 
took me to shows where she performed and mentored 
me. Gradually, we shot an episode of ‘Bad Girl’ together.”

You can watch the whole episode here.
Where does she fit in all of her gigs, with two-day jobs 

to take care of?
“The gigs are usually in late evenings or nights. So I 

return home after 12-12:30 at night,” she tells TBI as if it 
is no big deal. The next morning, Deepika wakes up at 
4:00 a.m. and its business as usual.

So what all does she speak about in her shows?
“There are people like Sangeeta madam, who always 

do good things for us. But on the other hand, I worked at 
some places where I am always a servant—an inferior. 
They tell me not to sit on chairs, only on floors, and to 
drink water or tea from separate glasses. I speak about 
all of it—good and bad.”

In her show, in fact, she says “The building I work in, I 
am very special there. Because people like me, we have 
a separate lift. We even have a separate mug!

She sells imitation jewellery in the morning and has her 
audience in splits in the evening.

People think servants should have separate vessels. 
Go on then, hide your own vessels! You eat the rotis 
that I made, don’t you?” she says to a massive round of 
applause.

Each of her jokes is matter-to-fact, in a tone which 
never sound like complaints. It almost feels like a group 
of domestic helpers are joking about their work and their 
employers at the end of the day. But it is one woman, 
bringing to us her perspective, her life, cushioned in 
humour. Nowhere during the interview did Deepika 
ever sound tired or sad. But the truth is, Deepika has to 
shoulder the financial responsibility of her entire family 
since her husband doesn’t keep well.

“He has asthma, and now I have high blood sugar, so 
neither of us can work. My elder daughter has just started 
working. A person from Mid-day, who interviewed me, 
gave her a job. But the financial condition of my family is 
quite tight—so, my only condition in every interview is a 
request for help.”

Deepika is open to financial help or more gigs on stage. 
So if you wish to lend her a helping hand, we request you 
to please write to us at editorial@thebetterindia.com, and 
we will get you connected with Deepika. n

(Edited by Gayatri Mishra)

HYPERLOCAL
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On April 17, 2018 the Indian edition of online platform 
Vice carried Humans of the Hindu Yuva Vahini, a report 
commissioned by Khabar Lahariya.  The report which 
profiled young members of the HYV, the youth wing of 

UP chief minister Yogi Adityanath’s religious organisation, 
emerged after meticulous research for over a year.

It did very well on Vice, getting over 15,000 page likes. It 
reached 5500 viewers and had 58 interactions on Vice’s 
Facebook page. The visibility of the piece went a long way 
in establishing Khabar Lahariya’s ability to produce high 
quality content for English platforms and resulted in regular 
syndication partnerships.

Politics
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Humans of the Hindu 
Yuva Vahini

Khabar Lahariya

As Yogi Adityanath contended with balancing hardline Hindutva and the demands of 
development during his first year as UP's chief minister, four members of his radical religious 
youth organisation went through their own struggles

I
n December 2017, after months of playing cat-and-
mouse with members of the Hindu Yuva Vahini, I 
got a message on a WhatsApp group about a gath-
ering on “Shaurya Diwas”, the anniversary of the 
demolition of the Babri Masjid. Posters advertising 

the December 6 event were plastered around Banda, 
in the Bundelkhand region of southern Uttar Pradesh. 
These Photoshopped works of art depicted a muscu-
lar Rama, flanked by a punier local leader, against the 
background of the Ram Mandir compound, wreathed 
in red smoke.

The images gave me goosebumps. Despite my 
trepidation, I arrived, camera in hand, at the HYV’s 
Banda office: a large compound with a few motorbikes 
and cows, a shed, and a temple where meetings are 
generally held, if not under the shade of a peepal tree 
outside. It didn’t look much like the regional nerve center 

of a powerful youth militia with political patronage, 
whose founder Yogi Adityanath was now chief minister 
of the state.

Inside the temple, I sat outside a circle of 10 men—11 
if you count the swarthy figure of Hanuman presiding 
over us. My presence was charged: a woman and a 
reporter? The men were suspicious, but soon warmed 
up. They vowed—as other Hindu organisations had 
done—to mark Shaurya Diwas yearly until the Ram 
Mandir was built. They even let me film a series of video 
portraits in which they explained what Ayodhya meant to 
them. An older advisor, Adhirsh Singh, talked about the 
historical “proof” that the three acres of disputed land 
were passed down by King Dashrath. For him, these 
were not “Hindu truths”, but geographical ones. Dinesh 
Kumar, “Dadda”, the district coordinator, put forward 
his opinion that Babar should be seen in a long line of 
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"Muslim terrorists."
Despite the enthusiasm, the event felt somewhat 

anticlimactic, especially when compared to the 
beginning of that year, when the HYV was on a high. In 
March, it had helped the Bharatiya Janata Party capture 
the Legislative Assembly and ensured for Adityanath 
the foremost seat.

Adityanath founded the HYV in 2002, but it was 
only around Ram Navami 2017, soon after the 
new government came to power, that I suddenly 
saw members of Yogi’s youth wing everywhere in 
Bundelkhand: managing crowds and traffic, playing 
at bouncer, priest, and police. The organisation was 
reportedly swelling, especially outside its traditional 
stronghold of eastern UP.

Who were these men, and how deep was their loyalty 
to Adityanath’s organisation? Were they as efficient and 
influential as they appeared in the news, and in their 
processions? Or was the HYV just the latest banner 
being hoisted by vigilantes and criminals to gain 
legitimacy?

Over the next few months, I did everything to find 
out, short of signing up myself— something I couldn’t 
bring myself to do, though several colleagues and 
members suggested I should try. As a woman with 
less than conducive caste and political credentials, I 
felt ambiguous about actually joining this male, Hindu 
bastion, dominated by Thakurs and other “upper castes”. 
Still, each time I approached what was touted as one 
of the most powerful forces in UP, the HYV seemed to 
vanish, like the mirage of a shiny glass building on a 
hot, dusty road.

A little over a year after Adityanath’s victory, it seems 
obvious that the HYV was on shaky ground. The army 
that had propelled its mukhya to power was a threat to 
the BJP and its affiliates in the Sangh Parivar. As the 
HYV saw mass desertions, there was also reportedly a 
growing dissonance between its higher echelons and its 
newer foot-soldiers. Consequentially, the BJP’s defeat in 

Gorakhpur and Phulpur in the March 2018 bypolls was 
seen by many as a turning of the tide.

Looking back over my nine months of befriending 
HYV members, and eavesdropping on their real life and 
WhatsApp conversations to try and get access to the 
group, this wasn’t too surprising. I had found that for its 
newest, youngest, grassroots members, loyalty to the 
Hindu militia was born not only—or not even primarily—
out of a sense of religious duty. Their motivations were in 
keeping with those of any millennial with few prospects, 
with an eye out for a step up, or out. Some came to the 
HYV out of personal need or a sense of responsibility 
to community. Others were drawn to the outfit by family 
or caste connections. These factors often blurred with 
political ambition.

On December 10, a few days after Shaurya Diwas, 
I finally found myself inside an HYV meeting in Banda. 
There were even fewer people present, and the mood of 
these men in their 20s and 30s was mostly disgruntled. 
A notice had been circulated, suspending members 
who had contested in the UP civic polls the previous 
month, even though they had allegedly been granted 
permission to contest earlier.

The promise of BJP electoral tickets, or implicit 
blessings for candidates' campaigns, were crucial 
in mobilising HYV support in the Assembly elections 
that year. Perhaps more so than the selfless urge 
to do social work or religious fervour. But when the  
members started to remind the organisational leadership 
of this promise of political power, it became clear that 
they had been “doing all that work”, as one member 
said, “for nothing.”

In a sense, the following profiles of one woman and 
three men of the Hindu Yuva Vahini illustrate the fragility 
of such networks and their symbiotic relationship with 
electoral politics. But through each story also runs 
the strong current of the HYV's religious discourse, 
threatening to consume those who dip their toes in the 
waters of Hindutva. n

At the Shaurya Diwas meeting in Banda. Image: Khabar Lahariya On July 4, 2018 the Kannada portal Samachara ran an 
investigative piece about the Mysuru-based JSS religious mutt 
and its attempt at land grab through its high-profile hospital. 

The story gave a voice to the marginalized. The community 
of Ashokpura dalits were alerted to the danger of land theft 
and circulated copies of the story amongst themselves.  
It was a rare, if not the first, media report against the 
activities of the mutt. This article was ranked the website’s 
eighth highest read story.

IMPACT

Politics
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ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü GÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ 
ÓÜÊÜÞ— ÊæáàÇæ G¨Üáª ¯íñÜ  
hæGÓ…GÓ… ÖÝÔ³oÆ…

®Ý
¯®Üã° Ÿ¨ÜáQ©à¯ ÓÜÃÜ…; ÓÜ£¤ÆÉ. B¨æÅ ÇÝÂívÜ… qÅŸãÂ®ÜÆ… 

B¨æàÍÜ¨ÜÈÉ ®Ü®Ü° ÓÝÀáÔ¨ªÝÃæ. ®ÝÊÜâ ÓÜáÊÜÞÃÜá ÊÜÐÜìWÜÚí¨Ü 

PÝ®Üã®Üá ÖæãàÃÝo ÊÜÞwPæãívÜá Ÿí¨ÜÃÜã Aiì¨ÝÃÜÃÜá 

¯Ñð¿áÃÝX¨ªÝÃæ AíñÜ ÊæáàvÜí B¨æàÍÜ ŸÃæ©¨ªÝÃæ. ñÜáívÜá 

»ÜãËá¿á®Üá° ®ÜËá¾í¨Ü QñÜá¤PæãÙÜÛÆá ¨æãvÜxÊÜÃæÇÉÝ Jí¨ÝX¨ªÝÃæ. PÝ®Üã®Üá PÜãvÜ 

AÊÜÃÜ ñÝÙÜPæR ñÜPÜRíñæ PÜá~¿áá£¤¨æ. D A®ÝÂ¿á®Ý ¿ÞÃÜ ŸÚ ÖæàÚPæãÙæãÛ| ÖæàÚ 

C¨Üá ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ®ÜWÜÃÜ¨Ü ÖÜê¨Ü¿á »ÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉÃÜáÊÜ AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ GíŸ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá ÖæaÝcX 

ÊÝÔÓÜáÊÜ ±ÜÅ¨æàÍÜ¨Ü ¯ÊÝÔ ÊæíPÜpæàÍ… AÊÜÃÜ ®æãàË®Ü ÊÜÞñÜáWÜÙÜá. ñÜÊÜá¾ ±Üâor ÊÜá®æ 

gWÜÈ¿á ´æçŸÃ… aæàÄ®ÜÈÉ PÜáÚ£¨Üª AÊÜÃÜ PæçÈ 15 ©®ÜWÜÙÜ ×í¨ÜÐær ÔPÜR ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá 

ñÝÆãPÜá »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ¿á B¨æàÍÜ ±ÜÅ£ CñÜá¤. A¨ÜÃÜ GÃÜvÜ®æà ±Üâo¨ÜÈÉ, 

ÊæíPÜpæàÍ… ¹®… ¿ÞÆPÜR¿áÂ (ÊÜáêñÜÃÜá) Gí¨Üá ŸÃæ©¨Üª ÓÝÆáWÜÙÜ ÊæáàÇæ ×Ä¿á 

ÊÜ¿áÔÕ®Ü ÊæíPÜpæàÍÜ… AÊÜÃÜ ®ÜvÜWÜáÊÜ PæçWÜÙÜá ÓÜÊÜÃÜá£¤¨ÜªÊÜâ.

Ÿ¨ÜáQÃÜáÊÜ ÊÜÂQ¤¿á®Üá° ÊÜáêñÜÃÜá Gí¨Üá ̈ ÝSÈÔ¨Ü »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ ×àWæãí¨Üá 

ÖÜáíŸñÜ®Ü¨Ü B¨æàÍÜÊÜ®Üá° ¿ÞPæ ¯àwñÜá? C¨ÜÃÜ ±ÜÅñÜÂûÜ$ ´ÜÇÝ®Üá»ÜËWÜÙÜá ¿ÞÃÜá? 

±ÜÃæãàûÜ$ÊÝX C¨Üá ¿ÞÄWæ ®æÃÜÊÝWÜá£¤¨æ? CÐÜrPÜãR D ±ÜÅPÜÃÜ| H®Üá Gí¨Üá 

ÖÜávÜáQPæãívÜá ÖæãÃÜoÃæ, ¿ÞÊÜ Ô®æÊÜÞWÜã PÜwÊæá CÆÉ̈ Ü »Üã PÜŸÚPæ¿á PÜñæÁãí Ü̈á 

AÃÜÊÜá®æ ®ÜWÜÄ¿á ÖÜê¨Ü¿á»ÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉ ®Üvæ©ÃÜáÊÜâ¨Üá Ÿ¿áÇÝWÜáñÜ¤¨æ. gñæWæ, ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá 

»ÝWÜ¨Ü AÔ¾ñæWÜÙÜ ±Üqr¿áÈÉ¨Üª ËàÙæÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá ®ÝÊÜÞÊÜÍæàÐÜWÜÙÝX Ÿ¨ÜÇÝ¨Ü 

ÊÜá®ÜPÜÆPÜáÊÜ Zo®ÝÊÜÚWÜÙÜá ÊÜáá®æ°ÇæWæ ŸÃÜáñÜ¤Êæ.

A Ü̈á ËàÙÜÂ æ̈Çæ ×ÄÊæá
ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá Aí¨ÝûÜ$| ®æ®Ü±ÝWÜáÊÜâ¨Üá ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ±ÝPÜ…, ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ÊÜáÈÉWæ, DÃÜ®ÜPæÃæ 

Ÿ¨Ü®æPÝÀá ±Ü¨Ý¥ÜìWÜÙÜá. AÊÜâWÜÙÜ ÓÝÈ®ÜÈÉ ¯ÆáÉÊÜâ¨Üá ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ. 

CÊÜâWÜÙÜ®Üá° ¸æÙæ¿áá£¤¨Üª ±ÜÅ¨æàÍÜÊÜ®Üá° GÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá Gí¨Üá ÓÜ§Úà¿áÊÝX 

WÜáÃÜá£ÓÜÇÝWÜá£¤¨æ. ÃÝgÝvÜÚñÜ¨ÜÈÉ AÃÜÊÜá®æWæ ±ÜäÃæçPæ¿ÞWÜá£¤¨Üª ËàÙæÂ¨æÇæWÜÙÜ®Üá° 

±ÜäÃæçPæ ÊÜÞvÜá£¤¨ÜªÊÜÃÜá AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá.

AÃÜÊÜá®æWæ ¸æíQ ¹¨ªÝWÜ A¨Ü®Üá° ®Üí©Ô¨ÜÊÜÃÜá AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü g®Ü. B ÓÜÊÜá¿á¨ÜÈÉ 

AÃÜÊÜá®æ¿á ¸æÇæ¸ÝÙÜáÊÜ ÊÜÓÜá¤WÜÙÜ®Üá° ÃÜü$Ô AÃÜÓÜÃÜ ÊÜááí¨æ ÓÜáÄ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ 

C¨Üá ¿ÞÊÜ Ô®æÊÜÞ PÜñæWÜã PÜwÊæá CÆÉ¨Ü, AÃÜÊÜá®æ ®ÜWÜÄ ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü ÖÜê¨Ü¿á »ÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉ ¨ÜÈñÜÄWæ  
®Üvæ¨Ü »ÜãËá ÊÜíaÜ®æ¿á PÜñæ.  

±ÝÅÊÜÞ~PÜñæ Êæábc AÃÜÓÜÃÜá PÜÓÜ¸Ý ÖæãàŸÚ¿áÈÉ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ®Üá° ¨Ý®ÜÊÝX 

Pæãqr¨ÜªÃÜá. ¹ÅqÐÜ… A£¦WÜÙÜá Ÿí¨ÝWÜ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæWÜÙÜ®Üá° C¨æà ñæãàoWÜÚí¨Ü 

AÃÜÊÜá®æWæ PÜÙÜá×ÓÜá£¤¨ªæÊÜâ, Gí¨Üá ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá ÖÝWÜã AÍæãàPÜ®ÜWÜÃÜ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ 

ÓÜíŸí«ÜÊÜ®Üá° ¹bcvÜáñÝ¤Ãæ ¯ÊÝÔ A|¡¿áÂ.

×í¨æ ®ÜWÜÃÜ¨ÜÈÉ JÙÜaÜÃÜíw ÊÜÂÊÜÓæ§ CÃÜÈÆÉ. PæãÙÜaæ ¯àÃÜ®æ°à ®ÜÊÜá¾ ñæãàoWÜÚWæ 

ÖÝÀáÔPæãívÜá ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ¸æÙæ¿áá£¤¨ªæÊÜâ. AÊÜâWÜÚWæ JÙæÛ¿á ÊÜÞÃÜPÜpær¿áã CñÜá¤. 

Jí¨Üá PÜáoáíŸ ®æÊÜá¾©¿ÞX Ÿ¨ÜáPÜÆá ÓÝPÝWÜáÊÜÐÜár ¨ÜáwÊæá BWÜá£¤ñÜá¤. B¨ÜÃæ 

hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ Ÿí Ü̈ ÊæáàÇæ Ÿ Ü̈áPÜá ¹à©Wæ Ÿí Ü̈á ̄ í£ æ̈, G®Üá°ñÝ¤Ãæ AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ̈ Ü 

¿ááÊÜPÜ hæçÍÜíPÜÃ…. ÍÜíPÜÃ… ñÜí¨æ ñÜáívÜá »ÜãËá¿á®Üá° EÚÔPæãÙÜÛÆá ÖæãàÃÝo 

®ÜvæÔPæãívÜá Ÿí¨ÜÊÜÃÜá. CÊÜñÜá¤ A¨æà ÖæãOæ ÊÜáWÜ®Ü ÖæWÜÇæàÄ¨æ. bPÜRÊÜ¿áÔÕ®ÜÈÉÁáà 

Pæãàoáì, PÜaæàÄ AÇæ¿áÆá ÍÜáÃÜáÊÜÞw¨Ü hæçÍÜíPÜÃ…, A¨æà PÝÃÜ|PæR PÝ®Üã®Üá ±Ü¨ÜË 

PÜÈ¿áÆá PÝÇæàgá ÓæàÄ Jí¨Üá ÊÜÐÜì PÜÙæ©¨æ.

®ÝÂ¿ÞíWÜ ÖæãàÃÝo ŸÖÜÙÜ PÜÐÜr. A¨Üá ÖÜ| C¨ÜªÊÜÄWæ ÓÜáÆ»Ü, ®ÜÊÜá¾íñÜÊÜÄWæ AÆÉ. 

A¨ÜPÝRX ®Ý®æà ÊÜQàÈPæ PÜÈ¿áÆá ÖæãÃÜq©ªà¯. B¨ÜÃæ AÐæãr£¤Wæ D gËáà®Üá PÜãvÜ 

EÚ¿ááÊÜâ¨Üá PÜÐÜrÊÝX¨æ. »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ B¨æàÍÜ ®ÜÊÜá¾ ÖæãàÃÝoÊÜ®Üá° ®ÝÆáR 

ÓÝÆáWÜÙÜÈÉ ÊÜááXÔ ÖÝQ¨æ, G®Üá°ñÝ¤Ãæ hæçÍÜíPÜÃ….

PæÆÊÜâ ©®ÜWÜÙÜ ×í¨æ ÓÜÊÜÞaÝÃÜ¨Ü D ÊÜÃÜ©WÝÃÜÃÜ®Üá° ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÚ¨Üª 

gÝWÜWÜÚWæ PÜÃæ¨ÜáPæãívÜá Öæãà¨Ü hæçÍÜíPÜÃÜ… AÊÜâWÜÙÜ ×ÄÊæá¿á®Üã° ËÊÜÄÓÜá£¤¨ÜªÃÜá.

ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü AÔ¾ñæ¿á »ÝWÜÊÝX¨Üª ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá ®ÜWÜÃÜ ¸æÙæ¨Ü ®ÜíñÜÃÜÊÜä 

ÖÜê¨Ü¿á »ÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉ ËÃÝgÊÜÞ®ÜÊÝX¨ÜªÊÜâ. »Üã ÓÜá«ÝÃÜOæ PÝÁáª gÝÄWæ Ÿí¨Ü ®ÜíñÜÃÜ 

PÜáípæWÜÙÜ ÇæPÜR¨ÜÈÉ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ Wæà~¨ÝÃÜÃÝX¨Üª AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá ÓÜ¨ÜÄ 

»ÜãËá¿á ÊÜÞÈàPÜÃÝ¨ÜÃÜá. B¨ÜÃæ, A¨ÜÃÜ gñæWæ ÓÜêÑr¿Þ¨Ü PÝ®Üã®Üá ÖæãàÃÝo, 

ÊÜááí©®Ü 4 ¨ÜÍÜPÜWÜÙÜ AíñÜÃÜ¨ÜÈÉ ®Üvæ¨Ü Ÿ¨ÜÇÝÊÜOæWÜÙÜá, ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ñÝÆãQ®Ü 

PÜÓÜ¸Ý ÖæãàŸÚ ÊÝÂ²¤¿áÈÉÃÜáÊÜ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ®Üá° ®æÆÓÜÊÜáWæãÚÔÊæ. C¨ÜÃÜ 

ÊÜÞÈàPÜÃÝX¨Üª ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá JñÜ¤vÜWÜÙÜ PÝÃÜ|PæR, PÝ®Üã®Üá ÖæãàÃÝo¨Ü »ÝÃÜÊÜ®Üá° 

ÖæãÃÜÇÝÃÜ¨æ, ÓÜ§Úà¿á ÊÜá«ÜÂÊÜ£ì PÜáñÜí£ÅWÜÙÜ ñÜíñÜÅWÝÄWÜÚWæ ŸÈ¿ÞX C¨Üª ñÜáívÜá 

»ÜãËá¿á®Üã° ÊÜÞÃÝo ÊÜÞw¨ªÝÃæ. AÚ¨ÜáÚ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜ ñÜáívÜá ñæãàoWÜÙÜ ÊÜÞÈàPÜÃÜã 

C£¤àb®Ü »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ¿á B¨æàÍÜ©í¨ÝX AÔ§ñÜÌ PÜÙæ¨ÜáPæãíw¨ªÝÃæ.

C æ̈ãí Ü̈á B æ̈àÍÜ
PÜ®ÝìoPÜ̈ ÜÈÉ Ë«Ý®ÜÓÜ»Ý aÜá®ÝÊÜOæWæ ̄ à£ ÓÜí×ñæ gÝÄ¿ÞWÜáÊÜ Jí Ü̈á ©®Ü ÊÜááíaæ 

ñÝÆãPÜá »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ PÜÓÜ¸Ý ÖæãàŸÚ¿á ÓÜÊæì ®ÜíŸÃ… 16 (3 GPÜÃæ 11 

WÜáípæ) ÖÝWÜã 17 (0.18 WÜáípæ) ÃÜÈÉ Joár 3. 29 GPÜÃæ gËáà¯®Ü PÜáÄñÜá ÓÜÈÉÔ 

EÚ©¨Üª 48 AiìWÜÙÜ®Üá° ÊÜgÝ ÊÜÞw¨æ. B¨æàÍÜ¨Ü ±ÜÅ£¿áÈÉ Ÿ¨ÜáQÃÜáÊÜÊÜÃÜ®Üã° 

ÓÝÀáÔÃÜáÊÜ »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ¿á A«ÜÂûæ PÜáÓÜáÊÜÞ PÜáÊÜÞÄ AÊÜÃÜ B¨æàÍÜ, 

Aiì¨ÝÃÜÃÜá ¯Ñð¿áÃÝX¨ªÝÃæ Gí¨Üã ÖæàÚ¨æ. C¨Ü®Üá° ñæÃæ¨Ü ®ÝÂ¿ÞÆ¿á¨ÜÈÉ 

NãàÑÔ¨æ Gí¨Üá B¨æàÍÜ¨Ü ±ÜÅ£¿áÈÉ ÖæàÙÜÇÝX¨æ¿Þ¨ÜÃÜã, ×àWæãí¨Üá B¨æàÍÜ 

BX¨æ Gí¨Üá AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜ Aiì¨ÝÃÜÃÜ WÜÊÜá®ÜPæR Ÿí©¨Üáª 15 ©®ÜWÜÙÜ ×í¨æ 

AÐær.

PÝ®Üã®Üá ÊÝÂgÂ BÃÜí»ÜÊÝX¨Üáª 1979ÃÜÈÉ. AÈÉí¨Ü GÃÜvÜá ¸ÝÄ »Üã®ÝÂ¿á 

ÊÜáívÜÚ¿áÈÉ ®ÜÊÜá¾ ±ÜÃÜÊÝX B¨æàÍÜÊÝXñÜá¤. Wæà~¨ÝÃÜÃÜ ÖÜPÜR®Üá° G£¤ ×w©ñÜá¤. B¨ÜÃæ, 

gËáà¯®Ü ÊÜÞÈàPÜñÜÌÊÜ®Üá° ±ÜÅÎ°ÔÃÜáÊÜ Gí. ². ®ÝWÜÃÝh… ±ÜÃÜÊÝX ÊÜáãÃÜ®æà ¸ÝÄWæ 

®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ B æ̈àÍÜ ̄ àw æ̈. B Ü̈Ãæ A Ü̈PæR ®ÝÊÜâ ®ÝÂ¿ÞÆ¿áPæR ÖÝgÃÝXÆÉ, AWÜñÜÂ 

¨ÝSÇæWÜÙÜ®Üá° ÓÜÈÉÔÆÉ Gí¨Üá ÖæàÚ¨æ. ®ÝÊÜâ ±ÜÅ£ ×¿áÄíW… pæçÊÜáÆãÉ ÖÝgÄ¨Üáª 

®ÜÊÜá¾ ÊÝ¨Ü ÊÜáíwÔ¨æªàÊæ. ¨ÝSÇæWÜÙÜ®Üá° ¯àw¨æªàÊæ. C¨Ü®Üá° ¯Ñð¿á Gí¨Üá ÖæàÙÜÆá 

ÓÝ«ÜÂÊÝ?, Gí¨Üá ±ÜÅÎ°ÓÜáñÝ¤Ãæ ÊæíPÜpæàÍ….

¿ÞÃÜ̈ Üáª D hæÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ?
ÓÜ¨ÜÂ ÊæíPÜpæàÍÜ… »Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ GÓÜX¨Ü B¨æàÍÜ¨ÜÈÉ®Ü A±ÜaÝÃÜWÜÙÜ®Üá° ÖæàÙÜáñÝ¤Ãæ. 

AÊÜÃÜ ®æ®Ü²®ÝÙÜ¨ÜÈÉ C¨Ü®Üá° ËáàÄ¨Ü »Ü¿Þ®ÜPÜ A®Üá»ÜÊÜWÜÙÜã CÊæ. CÐÜrPÜãR D 

gÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉ ®Üvæ¿áá£¤ÃÜáÊÜâ¨Ý¨ÜÃÜã H®Üá Gí¨Üá ÖÜávÜáQPæãívÜá ÖæãÃÜoÃæ C¨æà 

PÜÓÜ¸Ý ÖæãàŸÚ¿á Jí¨Üá PÝÆ¨Ü ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ gÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉ CÊÜñÜá¤ »ÜÊÜÂ 

PÜorvÜÊæäí¨Üá ñÜÇæ G£¤ ¯í£ÃÜáÊÜâ¨Üá PÝ~ÓÜáñÜ¤¨æ. A¨ÜÃÜ ÊæáàÇæ hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ 

GíŸ ´ÜÆPÜ ÃÝÃÝiÓÜá£¤¨æ.

ÊæáàÇæã°àoPæR C¨Üá ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá »ÝWÜ¨ÜÈÉ ±ÜÅ»ÝÊÜ Öæãí©ÃÜáÊÜ hæÓ…GÓ… GÓ… ÊÜásÜ¨Ü 

BÔ¤ G °̄ÓÜáñÜ¤̈ æ. ÓÝÊÜÞ®ÜÂ g®Ü PÜãvÜ ÖÝWæ ®Üí¹Pæãíw ª̈ÝÃæ. C Ü̈ÃÜ »Üã ÊÜÂÊÜÖÝÃÜ PÜãvÜ 

ÓÜíÓÝ§®Ü¨ÜÈÉ ®Üvæ¿ááñÜ¤¨æ. B¨ÜÃæ, ÓÜÊÜÞaÝÃÜPæR Æ»ÜÂ CÃÜáÊÜ hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ ÊÜÞ×£ 

¸æàÃæ¿á¨æà PÜñæWÜÙÜ®Üá° ÖæàÙÜá£¤Êæ.

hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ ÊÜÞa…ì 23, 2015ÃÜÈÉ Pæ²GíCG PÝÁáª Aw¿áÈÉ ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®ÜÈÉ 

ÇÝ»Ü ÃÜ×ñÜ ÓÜíÓæ§¿ÞX ®æãàí¨Ü~¿ÞX¨æ. BÃæãàWÜÂ ÊÜáñÜá¤ PÜáoáíŸ PÜÇÝÂ|ÊÜ®Üá° 

ñÜ®Ü° ûæàñÜÅ Gí¨Üá ÖæàÚPæãíw¨æ. »æãàgÃÝh… ±ÜígãÊÜÞÆ… ÓÜáÃæàÍ… GíŸáÊÜÊÜÃÜá 

C¨ÜÃÜ A«ÜÂûÜÃÝX¨ÜªÃæ, ¯ÊÜêñÜ¤ A—PÝÄ aÜí¨ÜÅÍæàSÃ… i ¸æp…ÓÜãÊÜáìs… C¨ÜÃÜ 

ÓÜ¨ÜÓÜÂÃÝX¨ªÝÃæ. 2014& 15Äí¨Ü 2018ÃÜÊÜÃæWæ B¦ìPÜ ÊÜ×ÊÝoá ®ÜvæÔÃÜáÊÜ D ÇÝ»Ü 

ÃÜ×ñÜ ÓÜíÓæ§, ŸvÜÊÜÄWæ ÖÝWÜã ¯WÜì£PÜÄWæ PæçWæoPÜáÊÜ ¨ÜÃÜ¨ÜÈÉ WÜá|ÊÜáor¨Ü BÃæãàWÜÂ 

ÓæàÊæ ¯àvÜá£¤ÃÜáÊÜâ¨Üá ñÜ®Ü° ÓÝ«Ü®æ Gí¨Üá ¯à£ BÁãàWÜ¨Ü ÊÜááí¨æ ÖæàÚPæãíw¨æ. ñÜ®Ü° 

PÝ¿ÞìaÜÃÜOæWæ TÝÓÜX ¨æà~WæWÜÙÜ®Üá° ÓÜíWÜÅ×Ô¨Üáª, ÓÜÃÜPÝÃÜ©í¨Ü ¿ÞÊÜâ¨æà ®æÃÜÊÜ®Üá° 

±Üvæ¿áÈÆÉ Gí¨Üá ÖæàÚ¨æ.

C®Üá°, hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ¿á ÓÜ¨ÜÓÜÂ Ô. i. ¸æp…ÓÜãÊÜáìs… ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ®ÜWÜÃÜ¨Ü g®ÜÃÜ 

±ÝÈWæ bÃÜ±ÜÄbñÜ A—PÝÄ¿á ÊÜááS. ÊÜáãÆñÜ@ PæGGÓ… A—PÝÄ¿ÞXÃÜáÊÜ ¸æp…

ÓÜãÊÜáìs… 1985Äí¨Ü 2008ÃÜÊÜÃæWæ ®ÜÊÜÆWÜáí¨Ü, WÜ¨ÜWÜ, ¨ÝÊÜ|WæÃæ, ŸÙÝÛÄWÜÙÜÈÉ 

®Ý®Ý ÖÜá ª̈æWÜÙÜÈÉ PÝ¿áì¯ÊÜì×Ô Ü̈ÊÜÃÜá. 2009ÃÜÈÉ AÊÜÃÜá Êæã Ü̈Æ ̧ ÝÄWæ ÊæáçÓÜãÄWæ 

ÖæaÜácÊÜÄ iÇÉÝ—PÝÄ¿ÞX PÝÈorÃÜá. AÈÉí¨Ü 2016ÃÜÊÜÃæWæ ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®ÜÈÉÁáà 

AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ÊæíPÜpæàÍ…

aÜí¨ÜÅÍæàSÃ… i . ¸æp…ÓÜãÊÜáìs…

Samachara
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hæçÍÜíPÜÃ…, »ÜãËá PÜÙæ¨ÜáPæãÙÜáÛ£¤ÃÜáÊÜ ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ¿ááÊÜPÜ

ÊÜáãvÝ, ±ÜâÃÝñÜñÜÌ CÇÝTæWÜÙÜÈÉ PæÆÓÜ ÊÜÞw¨ÜÃÜá. ¯ÊÜêñÜ¤ÃÝ¨Ü ®ÜíñÜÃÜ hæGÓ…GÓ… 

ÊÜásÜ¨ÜÈÉ BvÜÚñÜ Ë»ÝWÜ¨Ü ÊÜááSÂÓÜ§ÃÝX¨ªÝÃæ.

ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæWÜÙÜ PÜáÄñÜá ËÍæàÐÜ ÊÜÃÜ©Wæ ÊÜÞ×£ ¸æàQñÜá¤ Gí¨Üá ÓÜÊÜÞaÝÃÜ 

¸æp…ÓÜãÊÜáìs… AÊÜÃÜ®Üá° ÓÜí±ÜQìÔ¨ªÝWÜ, Gí. i. ÃÜÓæ¤ ±ÜPÜR¨Ü ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÚXíñÜ 

B®Üí¨ÜÊÝw GíŸÈÉ JÙæÛ¿á ñæãàoWÜÚÊæ. AÈÉ ÊÜÞñÜ®ÝwÔ, Gí¨Üá ÓÜÆÖæ ¯àw¨ÜÃÜá. 

Gí. i. ÃÜÓæ¤ ±ÜPÜR¨ÜÈÉ®Ü ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜÈÉ BÓÜ³ñæÅ ñÜÇæ G£¤¨æ, C¨ÜPæR ÓÜ¨ÜÓÜÂÃÜá 

¯àÊÜâ Gí¨ÝWÜ, A¨Üá ¨æãvÜxÊÜÃÜ ËaÝÃÜ. ®Ü®Ü° ÖæÓÜÃÜá C¨æ AÐær, Gí¨Üá ÖÝÄPæ EñÜ¤ÃÜ 

¯àw¨ÜÃÜá. PÝ®Üã®Üá ÊÝÂgÂ ÖÝWÜã ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ AÖÜÊÝÆáWÜÙÜ®Üá° ®æàÃÜÊÝX ±ÜÅÓÝ¤²Ô¨ÝWÜ, 

®ÝÊÜâ APÜÅÊÜáÊÝX JñÜá¤ÊÜÄ ÊÜÞwPæãíwÆÉ, Gí¨ÜÃÜá.

¸æp…ÓÜãÊÜáìs… ÖæàÚ¨Ü ÖÝWæ, hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ ®æàÃÜÊÝX »ÜãËá¿á®Üá° 

BPÜÅËáÔPæãÙÜáÛ£¤ÆÉ GíŸá Ü̈á ÓÜñÜÂ. Gí. ². ®ÝWÜÃÝh… GíŸ ÊÜÂQ¤ AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ 

gËáà®ÜáWÜÙÜ ÖÜPÜáRWÜÙÜ®Üá° ñÜÊÜá¾ÊÜâ Gí¨Üá ®ÝÂ¿ÞÆ¿á¨ÜÈÉ ÊÝ©ÓÜá£¤¨ªÝÃæ. »Üã®ÝÂ¿á 

ÊÜáívÜÚ ËaÝÃÜOæ ±ÜÅQÅÁá ®ÜvÜáÊæÁáà D ñÜáívÜá »ÜãËáWÜÙÜá hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅWæ 

ÊÜÞÃÝoÊÝWÜá£¤Êæ. Aí¨ÜÃæ PÝ®Üã®Üá ÊÝÂgÂ H®æà CÃÜÈ, Aí£ÊÜáÊÝX D »ÜãËá 

hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅWæà ÊÜÞÃÝoÊÝWÜá£¤¨æ ÊÜá£¤¨Üá PÝPÜñÝÚà¿á SíwñÝ AÆÉ. ¿ÞPÜÆÉ 

GíŸá¨ÜPæR Jí¨ÜÐÜár Zo®æWÜÙÜá AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ ÊÜá®ÜÓÜáÕWÜÙÜÈÉ AaÜcÚ¿á¨æà 

PÜáÚ£Êæ.

±ÜÅ|Ê… ÊÜááSiì BWÜÊÜá®Ü
2013ÃÜ Óæ±æríŸÃ… £íWÜÚ®ÜÈÉ (WÜÊÜá¯Ô ®æãàí¨Ü~¿ÞX¨Üáª ÊÜÞa…ì 23, 2015) 

hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ¿á®Üá° Aí©®Ü ÃÝÐÜó±Ü£ ±ÜÅ|Ê… ÊÜááSiì E¨Ý^qÔ¨ÜÃÜá. Aí¨ÜÃæ 

®æãàí¨ÝÊÜ~XíñÜ ÊÜááíaæÁáà ¨æàÍÜ¨Ü ±ÜÅ¥ÜÊÜá ±ÜÅhæ TÝÓÜX BÃæãàWÜÂ ÓæàÊæWæ ©à±Ü 

¸æÙÜX¨ÜÃÜá.

AÊÜÃÜ BWÜÊÜá®ÜPæR Jí¨Üá ©®Ü Êæã¨ÜÆá BÓÜ³ñæÅ G¨ÜáÄWæ EÚ¨ÜáPæãíw¨Üª g¿áÊÜá¾ 

GíŸáÊÜÊÜÄWæ ÓæàÄ¨Ü 8 WÜáípæ GÇæ ñæãào, ÊæíPÜpæàÍ… GíŸáÊÜÊÜÃÜ 2 WÜáípæ GÇæ 

ñæãàoÊÜ®Üá° ®æÆÓÜÊÜáWæãÚÓÜáÊÜ Áãàg®æ gÝÄWæ ŸíñÜá. D »ÝWÜ¨Ü ±ÜÅ»ÝË ¨ÜÈñÜ 

®Ý¿áPÜ ]à¯ÊÝÓ… ±ÜÅÓÝ¨… ÊÜá®æ¿áÈÉ D PÜáÄñÜá ÊÜÞñÜáPÜñæ BÃÜí»ÜÊÝÀáñÜá.

®ÝÙæ E¨Ý^o®æ Gí¨ÜÃæ CÊÜñÜá¤ ÃÝ£Å g¿áÊÜá¾ ÊÜáñÜá¤ ÊæíPÜpæàÍ… AÊÜÃÜ®Üá°  

]à¯ÊÝÓ… ±ÜÅÓÝ¨… ÊÜá®æWæ PÜÃæÔPæãívÜÃÜá. BÓÜ³ñæÅ G Ü̈áÄWæ CÃÜáÊÜ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ®Üá° Pæãoár 

¹w. ÃÝÐÜó±Ü£ ŸÃÜá£¤ÃÜáÊÜâ Ü̈Äí Ü̈ Pæàí Ü̈Å Ü̈ ±æäÈàÓÜÃÜá ŸÃÜáñÝ¤Ãæ. AÊÜÃÜ G Ü̈áÄWæ ̄ àÊÜâ 

ÖæãàÃÝo ÊÜÞw¨ÜÃæ Ÿí—Ô PÜÃæ¨ÜáPæãívÜá ÖæãàWÜáñÝ¤Ãæ. ÓæíoÅÆ… ±æäÈàÓ… B¨ÜªÄí¨Ü 

®Ý®Üã PÜãvÜ H®Üã ÊÜÞvÜÆá BWÜáÊÜâ©ÆÉ. Jí¨Üá WÜáípæWæ 12 ÆûÜ$ PæãwÓÜáñæ¤à®æ. 

æ̧àPÝ Ü̈Ãæ CÇÉæà KPæ AíñÜ ÖæàÚ. CÆÉ Aí Ü̈Ãæ ÊÜááí æ̈ H®Ý Ü̈ÃÜã ̄ àÊÜâ ®Ü®Ü° ÖÜ£¤ÃÜ ŸÃÜáÊÜ 

ÖÝXÆÉ Gí¨Üá ]à¯ÊÝÓ… ±ÜÅÓÝ¨… Öæ¨ÜÄÔ¨ÜÃÜá. Pæã®æWæ g¿áÊÜá¾ ÊÜáñÜá¤ ÊæíPÜpæàÍ… 

¸æàÃæ ¨ÝÄ PÝ|¨æ J²³Wæ ÓÜãbÔ¨ÜÃÜá. AÐær ®æãàw, AÈÉ AÊÜÃÜá KPæ A®Üá°£¤¨Üªíñæ BÓÜ³ñæÅ 

G¨ÜáÄWæ ¯í£¨Üª hæÔ¹WÜÙÜá ñæãàoÊÜ®Üá° ®æÆÓÜÊÜá ÊÜÞw¨ÜÊÜâ. ®æãàvÜá®æãàvÜáñÜ¤Çæà 

ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãào¨Ü ÊæáàÇæ ÃÝÐÜó±Ü£ BWÜÊÜá®ÜPæR ¨ÝÄ Ãæw¿ÞÀáñÜá, Gí¨Üá Aí©®Ü 

Zo®æ¿á®Üá° ®æ®Ü²ÔPæãÙÜáÛñÝ¤Ãæ A|¡¿áÂ. AÊÜÃæãŸºÃæà AÆÉ, AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü »ÜãËá 

PÜÙæ̈ ÜáPæãívÜ ¿ÞÊÜ ̈ ÜÈñÜ ¿ááÊÜPÜ®Ü®Üá° ̄ ÈÉÔPæãívÜÃÜá PæàÚ Ü̈ÃÜã C æ̈à ÊÜÞ×£¿á®Üá° 

PÜñæ¿á ÃÜã±Ü¨ÜÈÉ ËÊÜÄÓÜáñÝ¤Ãæ.

ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü g®ÜÄWæ PæçWæoPÜáÊÜ ¨ÜÃÜ¨ÜÈÉ WÜá|ÊÜáor¨Ü BÃæãàWÜÂ ÔWÜ¸æàPÜá. ±ÜÅhæWÜÚWæ 

AWÜñÜÂ BÃæãàWÜÂ ÓæàÊæ¿á®Üá° ¯àvÜáÊÜâ¨Üá ÓÜÃÜPÝÃÜ¨Ü ÊÜáãÆ»ÜãñÜ PÜñÜìÊÜÂWÜÙÜÈÉ Jí¨Üá. 

B¨ÜÃæ TÝÓÜX BÃæãàWÜÂ ÓæàÊæ¿á®Üá° ¯ËáìÓÜÆá Jí¨Üá HÄ¿Þ¨ÜÈÉ ÊÜÂÊÜÓÝ¿áÊÜ®Üã° 

EÚÔPæãívÜá, ®æÊÜá¾©¿ÞX PÜêÑ »ÜãËá¿á ÊÜÞÈàPÜÃÝX¨Üª g®ÜÃÜ B¨Ý¿á¨Ü 

ÊÜáãÆÊÜ®Üá° ÓÜÃÜPÝÃÜ, ®ÝÂ¿ÞíWÜ ÊÜÂÊÜÓæ§, «ÜÊÜáì ÓÜíÓÝ§®ÜWÜÙÜá QñÜá¤PæãÙÜÛ¸æàQñÝ¤? A Ü̈ã 

B¨Ý¿á ÊÜáãÆÊÝX¨Üª ËàÙæÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü AÔ¾ñæ¿á »ÝWÜÊÝX¨ªÝWÜ? 

±ÜÅÍæ°WÜÙÜá, BÓÜ³ñæÅ¿á »ÜÊÜÂ PÜorvÜÊÜ®Üá° ¨ÜãÃÜ¨ÜÇÉæà PÜáÚñÜá ®æãàvÜáÊÜÊÜÄWæ PÝvÜáñÜ¤Êæ.

»Üã®ÝÂ¿á ÊÜáívÜÚ¿áÈÉ®Ü ÊÝÂgÂ GíŸá¨Üá JpÝrÃæ ñÜíñÜÅWÝÄPæ Jí¨Üá »ÝWÜ AÐær. 

hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ BÃÜí»Ü©í¨ÜÆã ×àWæ APÜR±ÜPÜR¨Ü ñÜáívÜá ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ®Üá° 

SÄà©ÓÜáñÜ¤Çæà ŸÃÜá£¤¨æ. A¨ÜPÝRX ÃÝgQà¿á ÊÜá«ÜÂÔ§Pæ, ÓÜ§Úà¿á ÊÜá«ÜÂÊÜ£ìWÜÙÜ 

PÝo, ±æäÈàÓÜÃÜ »Ü¿á ×àWæ ÔPÜR GÇÉÝ AÓÜŒWÜÙÜ®Üá° AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ ÊæáàÇæ 

±ÜÅÁãàXÔPæãívÜá ŸÃÜÇÝWÜá£¤¨æ. ÖÝvÜá ÖÜWÜÇæà AÍæãàPÜ®ÜWÜÃÜ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá »ÜãËá 

PÜÙæ¨ÜáPæãívÜá ¹à©Wæ Ÿí¨Üá ¯í£¨ªÝÃæ.

»ÜãÃÜ×ñÜÄWæ »ÜãËá ÖÜíaÜÆá ñÜ¿ÞÄ ®ÜvæÔñÜá¤ Ô¨ÜªÃÝÊÜá¿áÂ ®æàñÜêñÜÌ¨Ü ×í©®Ü 

ÓÜÃÜPÝÃÜ. B Ü̈Ãæ AÊÜÃÜ̈ æªà ñÜÊÜÄ®ÜÈÉ ̈ ÜÈñÜ ÓÜÊÜáá¨Ý¿á C Ü̈ª »ÜãËá¿á®Üá° PÜwÊæá ÊæaÜc̈ Ü 

WÜá|ÊÜáor¨Ü BÃæãàWÜÂ ÓæàÊæ ¯ËáìÓÜÆá PÜÙæ¨ÜáPæãÙÜáÛ£¤¨æ.

C Ü̈ÃÜ ®ÜvÜáÊæ¿áã CÊÜ£¤WÜã hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ¿á APÜR±ÜPÜR̈ ÜÈÉ ËàÙÜÂ æ̈Çæ¿á ñÜáívÜá 

ñæãàoWÜÙÜ®Üá° AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá EÚÔPæãíw¨ªÝÃæ. B¨ÜÃæ A¨ÜPæR ÖæãàWÜ¸æàPÝ¨ÜÃæ 

hæGÓ…GÓ… Wæàoá ¨Ýq ÖæãàWÜ¸æàQ¨æ. ¿ÞÊÜâ¨æà ÊÜÂÊÜÓÝÀáPÜ A¼ÊÜê©œ PæÆÓÜWÜÙÜã 

D gËáà¯®ÜÈÉ ®Üvæ¿á¨Üíñæ ®æãàwPæãÙÜÛÇÝWÜá£¤¨æ. Jí¨Üá ñÜáívÜá »ÜãËá¿á®Üá° 

ÊÜÞÄPæãívÜá, C®æã°í¨Üá ñÜáívÜ®Üá° EÚÔPæãíwÃÜáÊÜ ÊæíPÜpæàÍ… WÜáwÓÜÆá PÜorÆá 

®æãàw¨ÜªÃÜá. B¨ÜÃæ A¨Ü®Üá° PæÆÊÜâ £íWÜÙÜ ×í¨æ ÃÝñæãÅàÃÝ£Å ¸æíQ ÖÝQ ÓÜáoár 

ÖÝPÜÇÝÀáñÜá.

JÙÜaÜÃÜíw Ÿ Ü̈ÇÝÊÜOæ:
Jí Ü̈á PÜvæ »ÜãËá PæãÙÜáÛÊÜ ËaÝÃÜ ×àWæ ÓÝX Ü̈ªÃæ, ÓÜ§Úà¿á ±èÃÝvÜÚñÜ BÓÜ³ñæÅWÝXÁáà 

ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá ®ÜWÜÃÜ¨Ü JÙÜaÜÃÜíw Ë®ÝÂÓÜÊÜ®æ°à Ÿ¨ÜÈÓÜÆá ÖæãÃÜq¨æ. BÓÜ³ñæÅWÝX 

JÙÜaÜÃÜíw¿á vÜP…r®Üã° Ÿ¨ÜÇÝÀáÔ¨æ. ÖæãÓÜñÝX ¯ÊÜÞì|WæãívÜ JÙÜaÜÃÜíw 

BÓÜ³ñæÅ¿á®Üá° ŸÙÜÔ ±ÜPÜR¨Ü ±Üâor ÊÜá®æWÜÙÜ Ÿ©¿áÈÉ ÖÝ¨Üá ÖæãàWÜá£¤¨æ. ±ÜÄÔ§£ ÖæàX¨æ 

Gí¨ÜÃæ, ÓÜÌÆ³ hæãàÃÜá ÊÜáÙæ¿Þ¨ÜÃÜã D ÊÜá®æWÜÚWæ PæãÙÜaæ aÜÃÜíw ¯àÃÜá ®ÜáWÜáY£¤¨æ. 

B¨ÜÃæ D ŸWæY ¨Ü¯ GñÜ¤Æã ¿ÞÄí¨ÜÆã ÓÝ«ÜÂËÆÉ GíŸ Ô§£ C¨æ.

C¨ÜÃÜ ËÃÜá¨Üœ ®Ý®Üá ÖæãàÃÝo ®ÜvæÔ¨æ. vÜP…r Ÿ¨ÜÇÝÊÜOæ ÊÜÞw ÓÜÊÜáÓæÂ 

ÊÜÞvÜá£¤©ªàÄ Gí¨Üá A—PÝÄWÜÚWæ ÊÜá®ÜÊÜÄPæ ÊÜÞwPæãvÜÆá ®æãàw¨æ. B¨ÜÃæ AÊÜÃÜá 

±æäÈàÓÜÃÜ®Üá° PÜÃæÔPæãívÜá Öæ¨ÜÄÔ PÜÙÜá×Ô¨ÜÃÜá, G®Üá°ñÝ¤Ãæ hæçÍÜíPÜÃ….

Jí¨Üá PÜvæ PÝ®Üã®Üá ÖæãàÃÝo, AÈÉ¿áã ®Üvæ¿á¨Ü ±ÝÃÜ¨ÜÍÜìPÜ ËaÝÃÜOæ, 

ÊÜáñæã¤í¨Üá PÜvæ¿áÈÉ ÓÜ§Úà¿á ÃÝgPÝÃÜ~WÜÙÜ JñÜ¤vÜ, hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ Öæãí©ÃÜáÊÜ 

±ÜÅ»ÝÊÜWÜÙÜ ®ÜvÜáÊæ AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá »ÜãËá ÊÜíbñÜÃÝX¨ªÝÃæ. AÐær AÆÉ, 

ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü AÔ¾ñæ Gí¨Üá WÜáÃÜá£ÓÜáÊÜ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá ®æÆÓÜÊÜáÊÝXÊæ. ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜá 

±ÝP… EÚÔPæãÙÜÛ¸æàPÜá G®Üá°ÊÜÊÜÄWæ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜá PÝ~ÓÜ¨æà ÖæãàXÊæ.

ÖÝWæ ®æãàw¨ÜÃæ, ÃÝhÝÂ¨ÜÂíñÜ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ »ÜãËá¿á®Üá° PÜŸÚÓÜÆá CíñÜÖÜ¨æªà Ô¨Üœ 

ÓÜãñÜÅWÜÙÜá ÖÜÆÊÜâ »ÝWÜWÜÙÜÈÉ aÜÇÝÊÜOæ¿áÈÉÊæ. AÃæ®ÝÂÀáPÜ ÓÜíÓæ§WÜÙÜá, ÓÜ§Úà¿á ¨ÜÈñÜ 

®Ý¿áPÜÃÜá, ̈ ÜÈñÜÃÜ ®ÜvÜáÊæÁáà ÓÜêÑrÓÜáÊÜ ÊÜá«ÜÂÊÜ£ì aæàÇÝWÜÙÜá, Jvæ̈ Üá BÙÜáÊÜ ̄ à£, 

ÖÜíbPæ¿ÞWÜáÊÜ ÖÜ|¨Ü ±ÜÅ»ÝÊÜWÜÚí¨Ü ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜá ¯«Ý®ÜÊÝX »ÜãËá PÜÙæ¨ÜáPæãívÜá 

¹à©Wæ ŸÃÜá£¤¨ªÝÃæ. hæGÓ…GÓ… BÓÜ³ñæÅ ÖæÓÜÄ®ÜÈÉ ®Üvæ¿áá£¤ÃÜáÊÜâ¨Üá q±… B´… © 

IÓ… ŸW…ì AÐær.

ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü PÜÓÜ¸Ý ÖæãàŸÚ¿á ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ PÜñæ C¨Ý¨ÜÃæ, JpÝrÃæ AÃÜÊÜá®æ 

®ÜWÜÄÁáà »ÜãWÜÙÜÛÃÜ, APÜÅÊÜáÊÝX »ÜãËá BPÜÅËáÔPæãÙÜáÛÊÜÊÜÃÜ ÓÜÌWÜìÊÝX Ÿ¨ÜÇÝX¨æ. 

gWÜ¨ÜáYÃÜáWÜÙÜá, »ÜWÜÊÜ¨Ý³¨ÜÃÜá, iàÊÜ®Ü PÜÇæ PÜÈÓÜáÊÜ B«Üá¯PÜ ÓÝÌËáWÜÙÜá, ÃÝgQà¿á 

®Ý¿áPÜÃÜá, ÎûÜ| ûæàñÜÅ¨Ü ñÜýÃÜá aÝÊÜááíw ñÜ±Ü³Æ®Üá° BÊÜÄÔPæãíw¨ªÝÃæ. ÓÜ¨ÜÂ 

CÈÉ ®Üvæ¿áá£¤ÃÜáÊÜ »Üã APÜÅÊÜá¨Ü aÜoáÊÜqWÜÙÜ PÜáÄñÜá ¸æ®Üá° ÊÜáãÙæ WÜqr CÃÜáÊÜ 

¿ÞÊÜâ¨æà ÓÜÃÜPÝÃÜ ®ÝÂ¿á¿ááñÜ ñÜ¯Tæ ®ÜvæÔ¨æªà B¨ÜÃæ ÖæãÓÜ ñÜÇæÊÜÞÄ®Ü ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü 

»ÜãÖÜWÜÃÜ|Êæäí¨Üá ÖæãÃÜ¹àÙÜáÊÜâ¨ÜÃÜÈÉ ¿ÞÊÜâ¨æà A®ÜáÊÜÞ®ÜWÜÚÆÉ.

ÃÝgÂ¨ÜÈÉ ÊÜááSÂ PÝ¿áì¨ÜÎì ÖÜá¨ªæWæ q. Gí. Ëg¿á… »ÝÓÜRÃ… ®æàÊÜáPÜÊÝXÃÜáÊÜ 

ÓÜÊÜá¿á C¨Üá. AÊÜÃÜá 90ÃÜ ¨ÜÍÜPÜ¨ÜÈÉ ÊæáçÓÜãÄ®Ü Êæã¨ÜÆ »ÜãÖÜWÜÃÜ|ÊÜ®Üá° 

Ÿ¿áÈWæÙæ¨Ü ±ÝÅÊÜÞ~PÜ ×®æ°Çæ CÃÜáÊÜ A˜PÝÄ. AÊÜÄàWÜ ÃÝgÂ¨Ü A—PÝÃÜ ÊÜWÜì¨Ü 

AñÜáÂ®Ü°ñÜ ÖÜá¨ªæWæ ®æàÊÜáPÜÊÝX¨ªÝÃæ.

ÊæáçÓÜãÃÜ®Üá° aæ®Ý°X ŸÆÉ AÊÜÄWæ ËàÙÜÂ¨æÇæ ñæãàoWÜÙÜ ŸWæY ÖÝWÜã aÝÊÜááíw 

ñÜ±Ü³È®Ü PÜáÄñÜá ËÍæàÐÜ ÊÜÞ×£ ¯àvÜáÊÜ AWÜñÜÂÊÜä CÆÉ. ±ÜÅÍæ° CÃÜáÊÜâ¨Üá ñÜÊÜá¾ ÓÝ§®Ü¨Ü 

JñÜ¤vÜWÜÙÜ®Üá° ËáàÄ AÊÜÃÜá D ËaÝÃÜ¨ÜÈÉ WÜÊÜá®Ü ÖÜÄÓÜÆá AÊÜÄí¨Ü ÓÝ«ÜÂ®Ý? 

GíŸá¨Üá. AÍæãàPÜ±ÜâÃÜ¨Ü g®ÜÃÜ ¯gÊÝ¨Ü ±ÜÅ£¯˜WÜÙÝ¨Ü g®Ü±ÜÅ£¯˜WÜÙæà PÝÈWæ 

¹¨ªæ¨Üáª ŸÃÜá£¤ÃÜáÊÜ D ÓÜí©WÜœ ÓÜÊÜá¿á¨ÜÈÉ A˜PÝÄWÜÚí¨Ý¨ÜÃÜã ®ÝÂ¿á ÔWÜŸÖÜá¨Üá 

GíŸá¨Üá ¨ÜãÃÜ¨Ü BÍÜ¿á AÐær.

GÇÉæãà EñÜ¤ÃÜ ±ÜÅ¨æàÍÜ¨ÜÈÉ, WÜágÃÝñÜÈÉ, ×ÊÜÞaÜÆ ±ÜÅ¨æàÍÜ¨ÜÈÉ ¨ÜÈñÜÃÜ ÊæáàÇæ 

¨ègì®ÜÂ ®Üvæ¨ÜÃæ GÆÉÃÜã PÜ~¡àÃÜá ÖÝPÜáñÝ¤Ãæ. B¨ÜÃæ CÇÉæà AÊÜÃÜ PÝÆw¿áÇÉæà 

®Üvæ¿áá£¤¨ÜªÃÜã ¿ÞÃÜã ¿ÞPæ ÊÜÞñÜ®ÝvÜáÊÜâ©ÆÉ? n

The data journalism initiative aka IndiaSpend ran a fact-check 
on July 19, 2018 on its website with the headline: Minister 
to Parliament: No data on lynching. Here they are (including 
government’s own. The article gave statistics on mob-lynching 

between 2014 and March 2018. 

 IndiaSpend’s cow-related hate violence database was used 
by senior advocate Indira Jaisingh in her written submission 
to the Supreme Court to curb cow vigilantes. The data was 
significant since just a day before the Minister expressed 
ignorance, the apex court had called on Parliament to enact 
a law against mob lynching.
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Mumbai: “The National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB) 
does not maintain specific data with respect to lynching 
incidents in the country,” union minister of state for home 
affairs Hansraj Ahir told the Rajya Sabha (upper house 
of Parliament) on July 18, 2018, when asked whether 
the government “keeps record of incidents of lynching 
by mobs which are increasing across several parts of 
the country”.

In its March 2018 response to the Lok Sabha (lower 
house of Parliament), the home ministry did furnish 
some data on mob lynchings recorded by states.

Between 2014 and March 3, 2018, 45 persons were 

killed in 40 cases of mob lynching across nine states, 
and at least 217 persons had been arrested, data 
compiled by the home ministry show. Details on the 
motive–whether cow vigilantism, communal or caste 
hatred, or rumours of child-lifting, etc., location of the 
attack, identity of the attacker, and victim, were not 
available.

Fourteen states–Bihar, Chhattisgarh, Goa, 
Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Manipur, Odisha, Sikkim, 
Uttarakhand, West Bengal, Andaman & Nicobar Islands, 
Dadra & Nagar Haveli, Delhi, and Puducherry–had not 
provided data.

Minister to Parliament: 
No data on lynching. 
Here they are (including 
government’s own).  

IndiaSpend

In its March 2018 response to the Lok Sabha (lower house of Parliament), the home ministry did 
furnish some data on mob lynchings recorded by states.

In contrast, during the same period, IndiaSpend’s 
two databases on mob violence–due to child-lifting 
rumours and bovine-related hate violence–recorded 80 
cases where attackers outnumbered the victims, and 
41 deaths by such lynchings. This is without counting 
other instances of mob violence related to issues such 
as caste and moral policing.

The NCRB was planning to collect data on mob 
lynchings across the country, the Indian Express quoted 
a Bureau official as saying in its July 9, 2017, report. 
More than a year later, and more than half-way through 
2018, the Bureau has yet to put out its annual report on 
crime statistics in India for 2017.

Since 2010–the startpoint of IndiaSpend’s bovine-
related hate violence database–to-date, 86 attacks 
fuelled by the suspicion of cow slaughter or beef 
consumption, have been reported in English media 
across the country. About 98% of these attacks occured 
post-May 2014, after the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 
and Prime Minister Narendra Modi assumed power.

At least 33 persons were killed in these attacks–29 
or 88% of whom were Muslim. Over 56% of all attacks 
occurred in states run by BJP governments. The 
IndiaSpend database of bovine-related hate crime was 
quoted by senior advocate Indira Jaisingh in her written 
submission to the Supreme Court for the petition to 
crackdown on cow vigilantes

“The violence started with cow-related vigilantism but 
is now building up more violent behaviour–from small to 
big reasons–anything could be the trigger,” Upneet Lalli, 
deputy director, Institute of Correctional Administration, 
had told IndiaSpend on July 9, 2018.

Since the start of 2018, 27 persons have been reported 
killed in 66 cases of mob violence sparked specifically 
by rumours of child-lifting circulated on social media, an 
IndiaSpend analysis of news reports from across India 
showed. This is eight times as many attacks and thrice 
the number of deaths as were reported in 2017, when 
nine were killed in eight such mob attacks.

Overall, since January 2017 to-date, 74 mob attacks 
over suspected child kidnapping killed 36 persons, the 
IndiaSpend database showed. Prior to 2017, only one 
incident was reported in 2012, in Bihar.

On July 19, 2017, home minister Rajnath Singh made 
a statement to the Lok Sabha indicting misinformation 
and fake news for the spate of mob violence. Adding that 
it is the state governments’ responsibility to maintain 
public order, Singh said social media operators have 
been requested to be vigilant of the spread of fake news 
on their platforms.

 Currently, 18 of 29 states have governments run by 
the BJP. Twitter Ads info and privacy

A day prior to MHA’s response to the Rajya Sabha, 
the Supreme Court on July 17, 2018, urged Parliament 
to enact a new law to deal with the offence of lynching.

“Citizens cannot take the law into their hands or 
become law unto themselves,” said the apex court 
stressing that “horrendous acts of mobocracy” cannot 
become the new norm. n

 
(Saldanha is an assistant editor with IndiaSpend and FactChecker)
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On September 30, 2018, The News Minute featured  
a video on the ‘loosu ponnu’ character in Tamil cinema and 
discussed why the damsel-in-distress stereotype should 

be relegated to history. 

Feminist critic Rahini David, director CS Amudhan, and 
actors Nithya Menen, Khushbu and Iswarya analysed this 
stock character of Tamil films and how it impacted women 
actors. The critique was well-received within the industry with 
some filmmakers suggesting they would refrain from featuring 
loosu ponnus in their films.

IMPACT

The `loosu ponnu’ in 
Tamil cinema and why 
she should retire. 

THE NEWS MINUTE

Feminist critic Rahini David, director CS Amudhan, and actors Nithya Menen, Khushbu and 
Iswarya speak to TNM about the ‘loosu ponnu’ trope.

T
amil cinema is going through interesting times. 
On the one hand, we have films with women 
as solo leads, some of them going on to be-
come superhits. But on the other hand, the 
average mainstream Tamil film has relegated 

the heroine’s role to that of a ‘loosu ponnu’. So common 
is this trope that it even figured in CS Amudhan’s Tam-
izh Padam 2, a film that parodies Tamil cinema.

A ‘loosu ponnu’ is a heroine who is very angelic and 
innocent, needs constant rescuing and cannot do the 
simplest things in life. The attributes vary from film to film 
– from having her help visually impaired people cross 
the road to not knowing how to cross at all, from eating 
ice-cream to dancing in the rain, and speaking with a lot 
of unnecessary gestures.

The ‘loosu ponnu’ became increasingly popular in 
the ‘90s, as the masculinity of the hero became more 
overblown than ever before. However, mainstream 

heroines are now speaking up about this trope. Actor 
Jyothika appealed to directors to give women “intelligent” 
roles before the release of Magalir Mattum. Samantha 
recently spoke at the press meet for U Turn about how 
she did not have to dumb down for the film. However, 
not all heroines have the choice to not do such roles – in 
a male-dominated industry where scripts are written for 
heroes and the heroine disappears after a few romance 
scenes and songs, how choosy can women actors get?

TNM spoke to feminist critic Rahini David, who has 
been writing about the ‘loosu ponnu’ trope for years now, 
and to people from the Tamil film industry to understand 
the fascination for the guileless heroine character. In 
the video, director CS Amudhan, actors Nithya Menen, 
Khushbu, and Iswarya Menon share their thoughts 
on the emergence of the ‘loosu ponnu’ and what can 
be done to change how heroines are represented in 
mainstream cinema today. n
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The portal’s Editor Amit Verma takes a stand on the 
need for men to hold a mirror to themselves in the 
context of the #MeToo movement. 

Verma was an early supporter of the tsunami of women 
calling out men for sexually predatory behaviour at the 
workplace. Pragati offers a progressive male counterpoint 
to culturally chauvinist behaviour.

IMPACT

Men must step up now
Think Pragati

Amit Varma I
t is common for women to feel uncomfort-
able at the workplace, and one reason for 
that is air conditioning. In the 1960s, when 
central air conditioning became common 
in offices, the norms of what the default 

temperature should be were set after taking 
into account what most workers felt comfort-
able at. This was logical then, but there was 
one problem: most office goers in those days 
were men.

Men and women have different metabolic 
rates, and women tend to feel comfortable 
at higher temperatures than men do. In other 
words, they feel cold in modern offices, and 
often wear scarves and shawls to account 
for this. But most offices remain too cold for 
women, as the men in charge dismiss and 
minimise the problem. What is worse, they 
make the women feel guilty for feeling cold, as 
if there is something wrong with them.

Air conditioning might seem a trivial subject, 
but to me, this is a good analogy for the state of 
the world today. We live in a world designed for 
men, by men – and the discomfort of women is 
brushed away as if it is nothing. This manifests 
itself in deeper forms than just air conditioning, 
and in more places than just the workplace. 

Men are oblivious to this; and women have had 
enough. This is what the #MeToo movement 
is about.

Patterns of Behaviour
The importance of the #MeToo movement is 
not about the big stories that makes waves, 
but the cultural tides that lie beneath. #MeToo 
is not just about sexual assault and crossing 
clear lines of consent: most people accept that 
those are wrong. It is about patterns of sexist 
behaviour that are so normalised that most 
men and many women take them for granted.

Men don’t get this because for all of us, our 
gender is not a factor in our everyday lives. 
I don’t need to question myself or alter my 
behaviour because of my maleness. Women 
carry the burden of their gender in everything 
they do: while commuting, while expressing 
themselves in work meetings in rooms full 
of male egos, while going out for evenings 
walks, while deciding what to wear, or not 
to wear. What might be a trivial event for a 
man – someone puts his hand on your thigh 
while explaining something – can cause great 
discomfort to a woman, and much self-doubt. 
(“Am I over-reacting? Did I do something to 

#MeToo has the power to change our culture. Men must play their part.  
We diminish ourselves by not taking responsibility.
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invite this?”)
And of course, men take advantage of this. Power 

corrupts, and in our society, most power is held 
by men. They use women as a means to an end, 
and not as autonomous human beings worthy of 
respect in their own right. They get away with what 
they can – and much of what they get away with, 
in fact, is not even considered a problem. Predators 
are affectionately said to be having a ‘roving eye’, so 
who can blame them for ‘playing the field.’ And men 
try to keep plausible deniability by saying that they 
respected the woman’s consent – but can a 20-year-
old intern push away her much-admired 50-year-old 
boss when he hugs her in a social setting, with the 
risk that her colleagues will accuse her of over-
reacting?

We must, here, consider the interplay between 
Nature and Nurture. All of us are hardwired with 
conflicting instincts: lust and violence coincide with 
empathy and altruism. Which of these characteristics 
get amplified depends on our culture: as Steven 
Pinker said, Nature gives us knobs and Nurture turns 
them.

Culture can amplify some of our instincts, and 
mitigate others. Since the Enlightenment began, 
the arc of culture has tended towards respecting 
individual autonomy. Slavery has been abolished, as 
have child marriage and Sati, women can vote, and 
our views on racism have evolved. There have been 
inflection points at which the norms regarding all of 
these have shifted. I believe the #MeToo movement 
is one such turning point.

The Effects of #MeToo
There are a number of different effects I see #MeToo 
as having. One, it will embolden more women to 
speak up. Many women who were silent earlier 
because of social pressures, or who might have 
simply doubted themselves, will now find the courage 
to say, ‘No more!’ #MeToo validates the anger most 
women feel, and gives it strength.

Two, it will change the incentives of male behaviour. 
Earlier, men could get away with sexism with impunity. 
Now, the boundaries of acceptable behaviour have 
shifted, and they know they could get called out 
any time. Even if they change their behaviour for 
the wrong reasons – the fear of getting caught – it 

perpetuates good behaviour instead of bad.
Three, it will change the minds of some men. All 

men are not evil sociopaths; most are just plain 
oblivious. This outpouring of anger from women will 
surely convince enough men that there indeed is a 
problem to solve, they are part of the problem, and 
that they diminish themselves by not becoming part 
of the solution.

I was hesitant to write this piece because I thought 
it might amount to virtue-signalling, which I loathe 
and try to avoid. Also, men tend to make everything 
about themselves. (‘See how compassionate I am, 
ye all, I am so deeply affected.’) But I decided to 
write anyway, because it is a sad fact that in a world 
dominated by men, the protest of a man is likelier to 
have a greater impact than that of a woman. Every 
man who sees the problem, thus, has a duty to act.

What can men do?
So here is a question I have asked myself: What 
should a man do now? I am still processing this, but 
I have three suggestions.

1.
Don’t let women fight this alone. Call out sexist 
behaviour when you come across it, whether 
it is in a locker room or a family Whatsapp 

group. Others may feel the same as you, and your 
words may validate their feelings. They may join the 
chorus in a virtuous cascade.

2. 
Remember the burden of their gender that 
women carry, and go out of your way to make 
sure you never make a woman uncomfortable. 

Think of it as a game-theory problem, where the pur-
pose is to minimise the possibility of a woman feel-
ing uncomfortable. Maybe, when you meet women in 
social setting, you let them initiate physical contact, 
whether a hug or a handshake. Maybe you avoid 
cracking lewd jokes in mixed company, and remain 
aware of how often you interrupt women. And so on: 
These are little things to men but, cumulatively, can 
add up for women.

3.
Talk to the women you care about. Ask them if 
you have ever behaved in ways they object to. 
Ask them if they feel angry. Give them space 

if they need it. Try to understand – and show them 
you understand.

And yes, you could also ask if the air conditioner 
is too cold for them. You know where the control is.n

On July 9, 2018 online magazine The Print exposed the 
non-existent criterion to establish new higher education 
institutes with this article:  Jio Institute declared top-notch 

by Modi govt, but you can’t find it in Google search. The story 
probed how the Mukesh Ambani’s Reliance Foundation-led 
institute was not operational and yet had been tagged by the 
University Grants Commission as an `Institution of Eminence’. 

The analysis put the central government on the backfoot 
while the UGC went on the defensive, declaring that Jio had 
been selected under the ‘greenfield’ category. The UGC 
further  tied itself up in knots by saying the Institute would be 
ready in three years and would have greater autonomy. The 
report circulated widely across other platforms with online 
jokes, questions and scathing commentary about the opaque 
processes in academic infrastructure.
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New Delhi: Two years after the Modi government 
came up with the idea of branding some of the 
top higher educational institutions in the country 
as Institutions of Eminence (IoEs), just six were 
announced to have made the cut Monday from the 
original proposal of 20.

But that was not the only surprise. One of the six – 
the Jio Institute, to be run by the Reliance Foundation 
in Mumbai, has not even started functioning.

The college is only set to begin operations in the 
next three years but when it does, it will have far 
greater autonomy from government regulators as 
compared to most institutions.

The IoE tag will grant special powers to these six 
institutes, such as greater autonomy to start a new 
course, hire foreign faculty and collaborate with 
foreign institutes without government 
approval.

The Jio institute shares its place 
on the list, announced by the Ministry 
of human resource development 
Monday, with the Indian Institutes 
of Technology (IITs) in Delhi and 
Bombay, the Indian Institute of 
Science, Bengaluru, and two private 
institutions — the Birla Institute of 
Technology and Science (BITS), Pilani, and the 
Manipal Academy of Higher Education.

Jio’s presence on the list is all the more curious as 
the panel tasked with selecting the institutions was 
supposed to pick 20 colleges and universities for 
the IoE tag but zeroed in on just six. Those missing 
out include the Jawaharlal Nehru University (JNU), 
the Delhi University and a host of others IITs. With 
the announcement sparking a controversy, the HRD 
ministry issued a clarification late on Monday.

“The clause 6.1 of the UGC (Institutions of 
Eminence Deemed to be Universities) Regulation 
2017, provides for a completely new proposal to 
establish an institution to be considered under this 
project,” the ministry said in a statement.

“Accordingly, a separate category of applications 
have been invited from the sponsoring organisations 
for setting up new or Greenfield projects. The 

purpose of this provision is to allow responsible 
private investment to come into building global class 
education,” it added.

Jio was among 11 institutes that applied under the 
category. The others included Vedanta for a university 
in Odisha and Airtel for Bharti University.

‘Selected under greenfield category’
Earlier on Monday, the University Grants 

Commission (UGC) had also defended Jio’s inclusion 
on the grounds that it was selected under rules for 
greenfield institutions — new or proposed institutions 
that are yet to come into existence. According to 
officials, 11 such institutions had applied for the IoE 
tag and Jio was selected from among them.

“We have selected Jio Institute under the greenfield 
category, which is a category meant for new institutes; 

institutes that have no history. We 
looked at the proposal and it turned 
out to be fit for the tag. They have 
a plan in place, they have funding, 
they have a place for a campus and 
everything that was required under 
the said category,” former election 
commissioner N. Gopalaswami, 
who headed the panel to select the 
institutes, told ThePrint.

“Eleven greenfield and 29 brownfield (existing) 
private institutes had applied. Of them, one in the 
greenfield category and two in the brownfield category 
have been selected,” he added.

The government had in 2016 announced the plan 
to create Institutes of Eminence, which it had earlier 
planned to term as World Class Institutes. The idea 
was to grant special powers to these institutes in 
order to catapult them in the world rankings.

The criterion for the institutes was that they should 
have the potential to find a place in the top 500 of 
any of the world-renowned ranking frameworks (such 
as the Times Higher Education World University 
Rankings or QS or Shanghai’s) in the first 10 years of 
being declared as Institutes of Eminence, and “having 
achieved top 500 rank, should consistently improve 
their ranking to come in the top 100 eventually over 
time.” n

Jio Institute declared top-notch 
by Modi govt, but you can’t find 
it in Google search

The Print

When it comes up in 3 years, institute will have far greater autonomy; UGC says selected under 
‘greenfield’ category.

A continuum …

In a tiny enclave of Delhi’s famous satellite city, The Better India spotted Sameera 
Satija and ran the following headline on June 28, 2018: Gurugram Lady Opens 
‘Crockery Bank’ for Steel Utensils to Reduce Plastic Waste! 

Unlike online platforms where space is not a constraint, offline presentations are 
necessarily circumscribed by length.  The stories in the main section are only a 
tiny representation of the range and power of journalism that grantee media has 
displayed this year. Here are some thumbnail selections that further show how 
grant recipients create an impact.

Long-form news magazine The Caravan on August 10, 2018 ran a detailed 
investigation titled Omit Shah, alleging that the senior BJP leader's “Electoral 
affidavit fails to disclose his liability for mortgages that secured dramatic 
increase in credit for son’s firm”. 

On April 11, 2018, Swarajya headlined the Unease of running schools: How India’s 
big state is crushing the suppliers of human capital, as told from the vantage of 
crucial stakeholders, the institution managements and owners.

The coverage helped Satija promote the switch from non-biodegradable waste such as plastic 
containers to reusable eco-friendly steel utensils for public events. Private citizens, NGOs and 
religious organisations have been inspired to set-up crockery banks. Satija is to be credited for 
preventing the use of 80,000 disposable items in Gurgaon and the National Capital Region.

The story caught the attention of national media and quickly gained traction. The report 
alleged that Jay Shah, son of BJP president Amit Shah, secured a credit facility of Rs 97.35 
crore although the net worth of his company was Rs 5.83 crore. Opposition parties and civil 
society energetically debated the issue, with the Congress seeking the Election Commission’s 
intervention against the senior Shah for failing to disclose contingent liabilities in his Rajya 
Sabha affidavit.

This article was possibly the first account on Indian digital media to present the practical and 
commercial challenges that the Right to Education Act poses to those setting up education 
institutions for primary to high school students. It was ground reportage of a rare collective 
protest organised by school owners against the RTE.
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Think Pragati’s podcast The Seen and the Unseen on October 15, 2018 discussed 
the impact of the seminal movement that is #MeToo, where victims of sexual 
harassment and sexual misconduct at the workplace have broken their silence. 

On April 4, 2018 The Ken analysed Facebook-owned WhatsApp’s adoption of Unified 
Payment Interface and its unusual seamless experience. It discovered that unlike other UPI 
apps, WhatsApp did not adhere to many of the UPI interoperability rules that others had to 
mandatorily follow

In August 2018, Kerala reeled under the worst flood in its history. The Malayalam 
portal Dool News exposed divisive campaigns by right-wing elements that gloated 
the calamity was a sign of divine retribution on beef-eaters. 

The Malayalam news portal Azhimukham on January 16, 2018 ran What is 
happening in our labour rooms about the humiliation women patients are 
subjected to in government hospitals in Kerala. 

The Seen and the Unseen podcast hit the 50-episode landmark. It has consistently crossed 
1,000 listens a month. This podcast was also listed as part of the Fall 2018 Course: Democracy, 
Development, and Conflict in South Asia, by the University of California, San Diego.

The in-depth report forced the National Payments Corporation of India (NPCI) to clarify that 
WhatsApp’s formula was only a beta roll out, a favour it had not extended to any other payments 
app. WhatsApp has had to comply with some of the regulations but, several months later, it 
struggles to meet the rest. 

The portal alerted citizens to the hate-mongering on social media by people like Suresh 
Kochattil, who was the Hyderabad head of the prime minister’s social media campaign in 2014. 
Vigilant Keralites took to social media to sharply rejected the malevolence. The video has had 
457000 views and 15000 shares. 

 The narrative led to angry public discourse about the wide-spread harassment faced by 
pregnant women in hospitals in Ernakalum, Kozhikode, Thiruvananthapuram and other cities. 
The spotlight on the belittling behaviour by hospital staff behaviour led to systemic changes 
and policy course correction being initiated in state-run hospitals
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CT Khabar Lahariya, a rural all-women network from Uttar Pradesh, presents 

news in digital, audio and print formats. In Meera Ki Chaupal, the eponymous 
editor anchors a We-the-people-styled show that addresses village issues and 
current affairs. These are then up-linked as videos

The Wire scooped a story on September 14, 2018 featuring an infrastructure 
project. In Fast-Tracked TN Road Plan That Stalled Older, Green-Lit Project Smells 
of Cronyism the reporter detailed the way a contract to acquire land for a Rs-7,200-
crore expressway had been awarded without putting up a public tender. 

On March 23, 2018 the Kannada news portal Samachara reported on a 
raid on street prostitutes near Majestic in Bangalore. The conduct of an 
IPS office at the site indicated it was a photo-op exercise before the media. 
Samachara took a stand against his methods.  

CGNet Swara is a voice-based portal in Hindi and Gondi, spoken by Gond tribals 
from Chhattisgarh and central India.  The portal focuses largely on grassroot 
governance problems, such as handpumps that have stopped working or 
roads that are lacking. Reports to the platform and direct intervention with 
government officials result in many of the issues being resolved. 

Archetypal shows on a tuberculosis epidemic in Gopra village and land appropriation in 
Kachnar for landing helicopters without adequate compensation have raised the credibility 
of this media outlet and its ability to demand accountability from authority. 

The story held to scrutiny the generosity shown by the NHAI and the Tamil Nadu 
government to a company that did not even submit a proposal and the stalling of the 
already green-lit Chennai-Madurai corridor.

The story garnered 40K hits on the website and reached a million on social media. 
It also led to a constructive healthy online debate around the incident. 

Residents of Teliyapani Ledra village in Jamun (Chhattisgarh) had complained 
unsuccessfully to the local administration about the intermittent electricity supply. After 
a villager’s phone-in to CGnet Swara material for solar lighting was quickly dispatched 
to Teliyapani under a government scheme. Solar units were up and running in some 
areas while in the rest work was underway.  
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On September 27, 2018 LiveLaw detailed the landmark judgment of the five-member bench 
of the apex court: Husband Is Not the Master of Wife’, SC Strikes Down 158-Year Old Adultery 
Law Under Section 497 IPC. The report presented the salient points of the verdict including 
institutionalised discrimination, feminism, gender equality, gender bias, sexual autonomy, 
marriage and divorce.

 LiveLaw Reported the “Adultery Judgment” of a Constitution bench of the Supreme Court 
was the law portal’s most shared story with over 40.4K shares.
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