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टचèक्रीन से सब कुछ सीखते बÍचɉ की हèतिलिप 
क्षमा शमार्, विरçठ पत्रकार 

कुछ िदनɉ पहले घर मɅ छह साल का एक बÍचा आया था। उसने 
िकसी थाली की तरह हाथ मɅ अपने टैबलेट को पकड़ा हुआ था। 
वह दीवान पर लेट गया और अपने टैबलेट से गेम िनकालकर 
खेलने लगा। उसकी मां बातɅ करने लगी। हम लोग कई घंटे तक 
बातɅ करते रहे, चाय पीत ेरहे, हंसत-ेिखलिखलाते रहे, मगर बÍच े
ने हमारी तरफ देखा तक नहीं। बिãक उसे जो चॉकलेट, िबèकुट 
आिद िदए गए थे, उन पर भी उसने Úयान नही ंिदया। मां ने उसे 
जबदर्èती िबèकुट िखलाने की कोिशश की, जूस का िगलास 
थमाया, मगर वह नहीं माना। वह अपने खेल मɅ ही लगा था। 

आमतौर पर मÚयवगर् के बÍचɉ के हाथɉ मɅ इन िदनɉ मोबाइल या टैबलेट िदखाई देते हɇ। यह उनके खेल के नए तरीके हɇ। 
बिãक अब तो èकूलɉ मɅ सरकारɅ हर एक बÍचे को लैपटॉप या टैबलेट देने की बातɅ करती हɇ। इलेक्शन िजतवाने मɅ इन 
चीजɉ की आजकल बड़ी भूिमका मानी जाती है। हर राजनीितक दल अपने-अपने घोषणा पत्रɉ मɅ इन चीजɉ को मुÝत देने 
का वायदा करता िदखता है। बÍचɉ की प्रगित मɅ इन िगÏमोज की भूिमका जǾरी मानी जाती है। िकसी हद तक वे हɇ 
भी। 

लेिकन िजन िवकिसत या पिæचमी देशɉ मɅ इन चीजɉ का इèतेमाल अरसे से हो रहा है, वहां अब वे इन पर पुनिवर्चार कर 
रहे हɇ। कुछ साल पहले Ǿस से एक खबर आई थी िक वहां अब गोपनीय कामɉ को कंÜयूटर से नहीं, टाइपराइटर से िकया 
जा रहा है, क्यɉिक िवकीलीक्स के उɮघाटनɉ के बाद माना जाता है िक कंÜयूटर मɅ कोई भी दèतावेज सरुिक्षत नहीं है। 
उसे िकसी न िकसी बहाने हैक िकया जा सकता है, चुराया जा सकता है। इसके अलावा, बÍचɉ के िलए èक्रीन का बहुत 
Ïयादा प्रयोग उनकी आंखɉ, उनके èवाèØय के िलए भी खतरनाक बताया जाता है। बार-बार ऐसी खबरɅ आती भी रहती हɇ। 
हाल ही मɅ कैिलफोिनर्या की लास एंजेिलस व िप्रसंटन यूिनविसर्टी मɅ कंÜयूटर, लैपटॉप और कागज-कलम को लेकर कई 
प्रयोग िकए गए। यहां एक भाषण के बीच अचानक छात्रɉ से कहा गया िक वे अपना काम करने के िलए लैपटॉप या 
कागज-कलम मɅ से िकसी एक का चनुाव करɅ। इस प्रयोग का उƧेæय छात्रɉ की सीखने की क्षमता से जुड़ा था। इसके 
िनçकषर् भी अनोखे थे। पता चला िक िजÛहɉने लैपटॉप के मुकाबले कागज और पेन का इèतेमाल िकया, उÛहɉने बहुत 
साफ-सुथरे ढंग से िलखा। सही नोɪस बनाए और अपने ज्ञान का प्रयोग भी िकया। इनके मुकाबले िजन बÍचɉ ने लैपटॉप 
का इèतेमाल िकया था, उÛहɉने अपने िववेक का इèतेमाल कम िकया। 

इन िनçकषɟ पर चाहे हम पूरा भरोसा न करɅ, लेिकन लेख के शुǾ मɅ िजस छह साल के बÍचे का िजक्र मɇने िदया, उसकी 
मां ने बार-बार यह कहा था िक इसका Úयान बस टैबलेट मɅ समाए अपने खेलɉ पर ही लगा रहता है। क्लास मɅ भी टीचसर् 
इस बात की िशकायत करते हɇ िक यह उनकी बातɉ को Úयान से नहीं सुनता, कहीं और खोया रहता है। यही नहीं, खेल 
अगर èक्रीन पर हɉ, तो ऐसा महसूस होता है िक बÍचे की नजर अपने आसपास कहीं जाती ही नहीं। वह दिुनया देखकर 
सीखने की कला तो जैसे जानता ही नहीं। आजकल बहुत से बÍचɉ के अÚयापकɉ और माता-िपता की ऐसी ही िशकायतɅ 
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सुनाई देती हɇ। तकनीक हमारे इस जमाने की आवæयकता है, मगर वह िकतनी हो, तािक बÍचे उसे ही याद न रखɅ, और 
भी बातɅ जान-समझ सकɅ , इस बात पर िवचार करना जǾरी है। 

िपछले िदनɉ एक संèथा की भेजी बÍचɉ की बहुत सी हèतिलिखत रचनाएं देखने का मौका िमला था। हाथ से िलखी चीजɅ 
देखने का अवसर बहुत िदनɉ बाद आया था। इनमɅ बहुत से बÍचɉ का हèतलेख इतना सुंदर था िक बचपन की मोती जड़ी 
िलखावट की बातɅ याद आ गईं। कभी सुलेख पर अितिरक्त Úयान िदया जाता था। िजस बÍचे का हèतलेख खराब होता 
था, उसे िनखारने की कोिशश की जाती थी। न सुधरे, तो तरह-तरह की सजा भी िमलती थी। और अब अपना ही आलम 
यह है िक हाथ से कुछ िलखना पड़,े तो जैसे आफत आ जाती है। िफर अफसोस भी होता है िक िजंदगी भर हाथ से 
िलखा, अब कंÜयूटर पर िलखना मजबूरी कैसे हो गया? इसिलए बÍचे कंÜयूटर भी इèतेमाल करɅ और िलखना भी जानɅ, 
वरना हो सकता है िक वे भी हमारी तरह ही दखु मनाएं। 

 

                                                                                                      Date: 27-12-17 

Countering growing inequality 

Indian social policy must raise health and education levels all around, as China has 
done 

Pulapre Balakrishnan is Professor of Ashoka University and Senior Fellow of IIM Kozhikode The release recently of the World Inequality Report 2018 has brought into focus an aspect of economic progress in India. This is the continuous growth in inequality here since the mid-1980s. To grasp this, consider the reported finding that the top 1% of income earners received 6% of the total income in the early 1980s, close to 15% of it in 2000, and receives 22% today. As this is a report on a global scale, we can see the trend in inequality across the world, providing a comparative perspective across countries. In particular, it enables a comparison of economic progress made in India and China. This is not flattering of India. Since 1980, while the Chinese economy has grown 800% and India’s a far lower 200%, inequality in China today is considerably lower than in India. The share of the top 1% of the Chinese population is 14% as opposed to the 22% reported for India. The authors go on to emphasise that growing inequality need not necessarily accompany faster growth, observing that inequality actually declined in China from the early 21st century. By then China had grown faster for longer than most countries of the world ever did. 
Basket of indicators The findings in the World Inequality Report serve as grist to the mill that is the study of the progress of nations. But before we proceed to reflect on them we may pause to consider their underlying methodology. First, the results are based on the share of top incomes. This is not invalid but some of the 
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 findings may alter if we adopt measures of inequality that characterise the entire distribution. To be precise, the inequality ranking of China and India may now reverse. But this need not hold us back as it is evident that China’s performance is far superior all round to that of India. China has grown faster, has far lower poverty and far higher average income, and its income distribution is less unequal at the very top. The World Development Indicators data released by the World Bank show that per capita income in China was five times that of India in 2016 while the percentage of the population living on less than $1.90 a day was about 10 times less at the beginning of this decade. India has a forbidding gap to traverse in all directions, but for now let us focus on inequality. It is the comparative perspective contained in the Report that makes it useful. India-based researchers have for some time now pointed out that the country is becoming less equal since 1991. Also, we need not turn to the experience of China to recognise that growth need not be unequalising. We know independently that inequality in India declined for three and a half decades since 1950 even as the economy grew steadily, though maybe not spectacularly. It is important to comprehend this outcome if we are to understand the source of inequality in India, not to mention why India lags China. Now, is a comparison of the progress made in China and India meaningful at all? Yes it is, for though representing different political systems, they had both been large agrarian economies at similar levels of per capita income when they had started out in the early 1950s. Moreover, the absence of democracy in a society does not by itself guarantee faster economic growth and greater income equality. For a populous poor country to lift itself to a higher growth path and stay there requires imaginative public policy and a steady governance. We can see this in the divergent economic histories of North and South Korea. So what is it that China did better than India? 
The Chinese clue If there is to be a meta narrative for China’s economic development, it is that its leadership combined the drive for growth with the spreading of human capital. Human capital may be understood as a person’s endowment derived from education and robust health. When a population is more or less equally endowed, as it was in China when it began to draw ahead, the human capital profile of a country may be represented by a rectangle. Now the returns to labour would be relatively equal compared to the country in which the distribution of human capital is pyramidical, which is the case for India. To see the latter better, note that the share of the Indian population with secondary schooling is less than 15%. China had by the early 1970s achieved the level of schooling India did only by the early 21st century. The spread of health and education in that country enabled the Chinese economy to grow faster than India by exporting manufactures to the rest of the world. These goods may not have been the byword for quality but they were globally competitive, which made their domestic production viable. The resulting growth lifted vast multitudes out of poverty. As the human capital endowment was relatively equal, most people could share in this growth, which accounts for the relative equality of outcomes in China when compared to India. An ingredient of this is also the greater participation of women in the workforce of China, an outcome that eludes India. While concluding this brief account of China’s progress, two points may be made. China is no exception to the general history of progress made in East Asia, right down to the authoritarianism, only that China has remained even more authoritarian. This makes it appropriate to term progress in the country as growth through human capital-accumulation for there can be no human development without democracy, whatever may be the health and educational attainments of a population. Recent revelations suggest that 
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 the massacre of pro-democracy protesters at Tiananmen Square in 1989 was far greater than believed to be. This brings us back to India. India has lower per capita income, persistent poverty and by all accounts rising inequality. It may be said in the context that economic progress here has been neither efficient nor equitable. Democracy per se cannot be held responsible for this. There are States in India with superior social indicators than China. This shows that not only is democracy not a barrier to development but also that similar political institutions across India have not resulted in same development outcomes across its regions. Nor can we remain complacent that democracy is combined with superior social indicators in some parts of India when income levels are lower here than what China has demonstrated is achievable. 
Deepening democracy Given the growing inequality in India, the direction that public policy should now take is evident. There is need to spread health and education far more widely amidst the population. India’s full panoply of interventions, invariably justified as being pro-poor, have not only not spread human capital, but they have also not been able to prevent a growing income inequality. A ritualistic focus on the trappings of democracy, from frenetic election campaigns to stylised skirmishes in the legislatures, has not worked to deliver its promise. We now need to reorient public policy so that the government is more enabling of private entrepreneurship while being directly engaged in the equalisation of opportunity through a social policy that raises health and education levels at the bottom of the pyramid.  
  

 


