
 

                                                                                                          

Delaying Marriage 

Focus on education. Girls and women will gain 

TOI Editorials 

an incredibly low 2.3% females were effectively married before turning 18 and 33.2% betw
20. Women’s agency is rising organically with educational levels. SRS 2018 report reveals that TFR for 
illiterate women is 3.0, with primary education is 2.5, Class 10 is 1.9 and graduates is 1.7.

Quality education for girl children, preventing 
education should be the pathway to 21, not artificial marriage barriers. The bureaucratic tendency to 
over-legislate is counterproductive. This newspaper has reported on Monday how the pandemic is 
producing worrying sociological responses where some out
minor daughters – with school closures producing a double whammy. A violation of the Prohibition of 
Child Marriage Act, 2006, prescribing non
limitations of laws in the absence of enabling socio
laws, please. 
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Focus on education. Girls and women will gain agency to make their choices

Government appears to be mulling an upward revision in 
minimum marriage age of women from 18 to 21, to address 
concerns of malnutrition and maternal mortality. Well
intentioned like most laws, such a change is u
disruptive. Eighteen is the age of attainment of adulthood in India 
by most legal yardsticks. It is the age of consent for boys and 
girls, age when they attain voting rights, licence to drive, and 
even register a company. That men have to wa
marry has its share of critics. 

Two decades of comparatively rapid economic growth have 
dramatically altered gender indicators like marriage age and total 
fertility rate (TFR). National Family Health Survey indicates that 
women aged 20-24, who married before turning 18, fell sharply 
from 47.4% to 26% from 2005-06 to 2015
Registration System (SRS) statistical report for 2018 reveals that 

an incredibly low 2.3% females were effectively married before turning 18 and 33.2% betw
20. Women’s agency is rising organically with educational levels. SRS 2018 report reveals that TFR for 
illiterate women is 3.0, with primary education is 2.5, Class 10 is 1.9 and graduates is 1.7.

Quality education for girl children, preventing dropouts, ensuring nutritious midday meals and college 
education should be the pathway to 21, not artificial marriage barriers. The bureaucratic tendency to 

legislate is counterproductive. This newspaper has reported on Monday how the pandemic is 
ucing worrying sociological responses where some out-of-work parents marry off school going 

with school closures producing a double whammy. A violation of the Prohibition of 
Child Marriage Act, 2006, prescribing non-bailable offences and jail terms, this is testimony to the 
limitations of laws in the absence of enabling socio-economic conditions. More jobs and education, not 
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agency to make their choices 

Government appears to be mulling an upward revision in 
minimum marriage age of women from 18 to 21, to address 
concerns of malnutrition and maternal mortality. Well-
intentioned like most laws, such a change is unnecessary and 
disruptive. Eighteen is the age of attainment of adulthood in India 
by most legal yardsticks. It is the age of consent for boys and 
girls, age when they attain voting rights, licence to drive, and 
even register a company. That men have to wait till 21 to lawfully 

Two decades of comparatively rapid economic growth have 
dramatically altered gender indicators like marriage age and total 
fertility rate (TFR). National Family Health Survey indicates that 

24, who married before turning 18, fell sharply 
06 to 2015-16. Sample 

Registration System (SRS) statistical report for 2018 reveals that 
an incredibly low 2.3% females were effectively married before turning 18 and 33.2% between 18 and 
20. Women’s agency is rising organically with educational levels. SRS 2018 report reveals that TFR for 
illiterate women is 3.0, with primary education is 2.5, Class 10 is 1.9 and graduates is 1.7. 

dropouts, ensuring nutritious midday meals and college 
education should be the pathway to 21, not artificial marriage barriers. The bureaucratic tendency to 
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Facebook is not biased to the Right, the Right has equal 

Rajeev Chandrasekhar 

It used to be, in the past, that the Left would oppose the views of th
and that there would be healthy competition to win the hearts and minds of the media consumer. But in 
the last few years, something has changed about the Left’s strategy. It’s increasingly resorting to strident 
“anything goes” and bullying tactics, to deny space on platforms to any contrary view.

The recent article in the Wall Street Journal about Facebook in India and its alleged bias for the Right can 
only be described as a hatchet job by some Left elements in Face
say the least, because it either ignores or overlooks the reality that alleged objectionable political content 
emerges from all sides of the political spectrum. The real story the article represents 
internal leaks – is more about an attempted coup by Facebook insiders to influence Facebook’s content 
takedown policies, than about anything else. And the intent of the leaks was to get the possibly well
intentioned journalist to only look in one direc

It’s a relatively easy way of gaslighting or doxxing those who speak from the Right or those who support 
the Right’s right to be equally heard. It is what it is 
take down more and more content of the Right 
Left leaning politicians in US Congress took on Mark Zuckerberg, the founder of Facebook in a recent 
hearing at Capitol Hill. All part of a plan to browbeat and bully 
space and access to views from the Right.

I noticed that post the WSJ article, Facebook India has immediately taken down the content relating to 
only two BJP MPs, whilst leaving many others on the other end of politica
some Congress names, untouched – 
equitable standard but a way of muting the Right. That Congress and some other opposition political 
leaders are tomtomming this proves that this was the desired outcome all along. Deeply ironic and 
hypocritical given that it was the same Congress party and leadership that engaged the infamous (and 
now dissolved) Cambridge Analytica, using private consumer data from Facebook consumers
political campaign. 
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Facebook is not biased to the Right, the Right has equal right to free speech

Just a month ago, the resignation letter of Bari Weiss at 
the New York Times put the spotlight on a growing 
phenomenon – a Twitter led bullying by Left liberal 
journalists of all those in media who tended to hold 
contrary view – be it journalists or platforms.

In her letter Weiss said, “It has become that truth isn’t a 
process of collective discovery, but an orthodoxy already 
known to an enlightened few whose job it is to inform 
everyone else.” Talking of her own paper she said, “Stories 
are chosen and told in a way to satisfy the narrowest 
audiences, rather than to allow a curious public to read 
about the world and draw their own conclusions.”

It used to be, in the past, that the Left would oppose the views of the Right or the centrists and vice versa, 
and that there would be healthy competition to win the hearts and minds of the media consumer. But in 
the last few years, something has changed about the Left’s strategy. It’s increasingly resorting to strident 

thing goes” and bullying tactics, to deny space on platforms to any contrary view.

The recent article in the Wall Street Journal about Facebook in India and its alleged bias for the Right can 
only be described as a hatchet job by some Left elements in Facebook against Facebook. It’s incomplete to 
say the least, because it either ignores or overlooks the reality that alleged objectionable political content 
emerges from all sides of the political spectrum. The real story the article represents 

is more about an attempted coup by Facebook insiders to influence Facebook’s content 
takedown policies, than about anything else. And the intent of the leaks was to get the possibly well
intentioned journalist to only look in one direction – to the Right. 

It’s a relatively easy way of gaslighting or doxxing those who speak from the Right or those who support 
the Right’s right to be equally heard. It is what it is – some left liberal forces in Facebook pressuring it to 

more content of the Right – on a totally subjective basis. It’s consistent with the way 
Left leaning politicians in US Congress took on Mark Zuckerberg, the founder of Facebook in a recent 
hearing at Capitol Hill. All part of a plan to browbeat and bully as many platforms as possible to deny 
space and access to views from the Right. 

I noticed that post the WSJ article, Facebook India has immediately taken down the content relating to 
only two BJP MPs, whilst leaving many others on the other end of political spectrum, like Owaisi and 

 pretty clearly proving that this wasn’t about setting of any new 
equitable standard but a way of muting the Right. That Congress and some other opposition political 

oves that this was the desired outcome all along. Deeply ironic and 
hypocritical given that it was the same Congress party and leadership that engaged the infamous (and 
now dissolved) Cambridge Analytica, using private consumer data from Facebook consumers
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process of collective discovery, but an orthodoxy already 
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equitable standard but a way of muting the Right. That Congress and some other opposition political 

oves that this was the desired outcome all along. Deeply ironic and 
hypocritical given that it was the same Congress party and leadership that engaged the infamous (and 
now dissolved) Cambridge Analytica, using private consumer data from Facebook consumers, to run its 



 
There are serious problems with this kind of approach 
platform that tries to do this subjective censoring, coerced or pressured by Left elements. First the test of 
law – Article 19 of Constitution of India guarantees freedom of speech. Article 19(2) also lays out the 
reasonable restrictions to that free speech. That any cabal can cause a platform to selectively apply 19(2) 
or censor/ take down content that is not expressly restr
be easily sidestepped. 

Second, there is this need for social media platforms to prevent Twitter from becoming their editors. A 
few self-styled intellectuals and their tweets don’t make up free speech. 
– on platforms and journalists – is a pattern that has played out in India and the US, with Left gaslighting 
or doxxing many leaning to the Right. We saw this happen during the CAA campaign when many Indians 
in the Middle East were put at risk of violence, through a careful targeted campaign by Left elements in 
India, who feared no consequence or costs of such actions.

By the way, I tend to think every time there’s a healthy discussion on freedom of expression 
good thing. It’s the essence of our democracy and any open society. It’s not the first time the issue of free 
speech on the internet has come up for discussion. Not that long ago, I fought hard and long in Parliament 
and all the way to the Supreme Court, to en
struck down. Section 66A was a sword used to curb free speech on the internet. The Left was 
conspicuously silent when the bill and Section 66A were passed in 2008.

In today’s internet world, the challenge is real 
internet platforms to regulate hateful and inciteful content. But to use this power of the platform to 
attempt to silence or mute the Right is not just wrong, it cannot be permitted. Left
socialism are failed ideas that couldn’t compete in a world that values openness, democracy and free 
thought. Such ideas can’t be allowed to use bullying, intimidation and half truths to block the ideas of BJP 
and its followers. 

                                                                                                          

Face it 

Social media platforms need to work with government but they must be seen to be 
agnostic to ideology 

Editorial 

With great power comes great responsibility, and social networking giant Facebook will need shoulders 
broad enough to bear the burden. A week ago, after US intelligence agencies warned of foreign 
interference in the impending polls and President Donald Trump grumbled about 
Facebook joined Alphabet and Twitter in discussions with federal officials about cleansing platforms of 
misinformation which could influence the popular will. But in India, the Wall Street Journal reported, 
action against hate speech by at least four individuals or groups linked to the BJP was opposed on the 
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There are serious problems with this kind of approach – both for Facebook and any other social media 
platform that tries to do this subjective censoring, coerced or pressured by Left elements. First the test of 

e 19 of Constitution of India guarantees freedom of speech. Article 19(2) also lays out the 
reasonable restrictions to that free speech. That any cabal can cause a platform to selectively apply 19(2) 
or censor/ take down content that is not expressly restricted is violative of law. This is not a test that can 

Second, there is this need for social media platforms to prevent Twitter from becoming their editors. A 
styled intellectuals and their tweets don’t make up free speech. Attacks camouflaged as activism 

is a pattern that has played out in India and the US, with Left gaslighting 
or doxxing many leaning to the Right. We saw this happen during the CAA campaign when many Indians 

st were put at risk of violence, through a careful targeted campaign by Left elements in 
India, who feared no consequence or costs of such actions. 

By the way, I tend to think every time there’s a healthy discussion on freedom of expression 
thing. It’s the essence of our democracy and any open society. It’s not the first time the issue of free 

speech on the internet has come up for discussion. Not that long ago, I fought hard and long in Parliament 
and all the way to the Supreme Court, to ensure that UPA government enacted IT Act’s Section 66A was 
struck down. Section 66A was a sword used to curb free speech on the internet. The Left was 
conspicuously silent when the bill and Section 66A were passed in 2008. 
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both for Facebook and any other social media 
platform that tries to do this subjective censoring, coerced or pressured by Left elements. First the test of 

e 19 of Constitution of India guarantees freedom of speech. Article 19(2) also lays out the 
reasonable restrictions to that free speech. That any cabal can cause a platform to selectively apply 19(2) 

icted is violative of law. This is not a test that can 

Second, there is this need for social media platforms to prevent Twitter from becoming their editors. A 
Attacks camouflaged as activism 

is a pattern that has played out in India and the US, with Left gaslighting 
or doxxing many leaning to the Right. We saw this happen during the CAA campaign when many Indians 

st were put at risk of violence, through a careful targeted campaign by Left elements in 

By the way, I tend to think every time there’s a healthy discussion on freedom of expression – that’s a 
thing. It’s the essence of our democracy and any open society. It’s not the first time the issue of free 

speech on the internet has come up for discussion. Not that long ago, I fought hard and long in Parliament 
sure that UPA government enacted IT Act’s Section 66A was 

struck down. Section 66A was a sword used to curb free speech on the internet. The Left was 

of balancing free speech with the responsibility of 
internet platforms to regulate hateful and inciteful content. But to use this power of the platform to 
attempt to silence or mute the Right is not just wrong, it cannot be permitted. Leftist ideologies and 
socialism are failed ideas that couldn’t compete in a world that values openness, democracy and free 
thought. Such ideas can’t be allowed to use bullying, intimidation and half truths to block the ideas of BJP 
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Social media platforms need to work with government but they must be seen to be 

omes great responsibility, and social networking giant Facebook will need shoulders 
broad enough to bear the burden. A week ago, after US intelligence agencies warned of foreign 
interference in the impending polls and President Donald Trump grumbled about rigged postal ballots, 
Facebook joined Alphabet and Twitter in discussions with federal officials about cleansing platforms of 
misinformation which could influence the popular will. But in India, the Wall Street Journal reported, 

by at least four individuals or groups linked to the BJP was opposed on the 
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plea that it would harm Facebook’s business prospects. India is the platform’s biggest market. Since it 
cannot operate in China, India is crucial for its future prospects. 

Apart from Anantkumar Hegde and Kapil Mishra, Telangana BJP MLA T Raja Singh was reported 
internally for crossing the line and his posts were flagged as “promoting or participating in violence.” 
Apparently, employees policing the network suggested that action should be taken against Singh under 
the company’s Dangerous Individuals and Organisations policy, under which content can be banned, but 
Facebook declined to invoke hate speech rules against these individuals and groups, the WSJ reported. In 
the communal violence in Delhi in February, it has been alleged that a video of Kapil Mishra of the BJP 
played a role, which Facebook took down after it went viral, but which continued to spread nevertheless 
on WhatsApp, also a Facebook property. 

Mark Zuckerberg has argued that politicians need to be heard, but he has also said that Facebook must 
draw a line on hate speech. It must do so even-handedly, and irrespective of geography and business 
interests. Last year, just before elections, when it cracked down on fake accounts, it took down over 700 
pages that were found linked to both the Congress and the BJP. As the digital technology hailed for giving 
voice to all turns into an echo-chamber in which dangerous voices, amplified by the power they wield, 
carry further than others, platforms cannot be seen to be playing favourites, anywhere. Facebook must be 
seen to be agnostic to ideology, and not succumb to the urge to reduce business risk in certain locations 
by shifting the goalpost or lowering the bar. If it acts against white supremacists and militant black 
organisations in Trump’s America, it must do so with the equivalent of such groups in India, too. One of 
the problems seems to be that the people responsible for platform integrity also interface with 
governments and have to nurture relationships with the establishment. Stung by poll-related scandals in 
the US and UK, and by a recent advertisers’ boycott, Facebook should resolve this obvious conflict of 
interest, or risk losing brand value globally. 
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Striking too hard 

Judiciary has great power, including power to punish for contempt. It must use it 
sparingly, softly 

Upendra Baxi, [The writer is professor of law,University of Warwick, andformer vice chancellor of 
Universities of South Gujarat andDelhi] 

The “strong arm of the law must strike a blow”. With these words, in a judgment by Justices Arun Mishra, 
B R Gavai, and Krishna Murari, two tweets by senior counsel Prashant Bhushan, a veteran social action 
jurisprudence exponent, were found to be based on “distorted facts”, and making “undoubtedly false, 
malicious and scandalous” allegations. Counsel was bound, as a “responsible officer of the court”, to 
protect “the majesty of law”, not to indulge in an act that “tends to bring disrepute to the institution of 
administration of justice.” 

In the first tweet, which included a photograph of the chief justice on a motorcycle, Bhushan is held guilty 
of making a knowingly “false statement” about the denial of the citizens’ right to access justice, which 
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obscured the fact that the court in trying times had conducted “a total of 879 sittings and heard over 
12,700 matters” (in some of which Bhushan had vigorously participated). The second tweet was critical 
of the role allegedly played by the judiciary and the last four chief justices in weakening democracy. The 
court found that these tweets undermine the “dignity and authority of the institution of the Supreme 
Court and the CJI” and the statement “directly affronts the majesty of law”. 

A further ground is now added. Contempt proceedings must also consider the “effects upon national 
honour and prestige in the comity of nations”. This enhancement of the chilling effect is worrisome as any 
and every call for judicial accountability may be thus indicted. Will the stock-in-trade predictions of 
judicial outcome, an aspect of practising appellate law and doing legal science, now constitute a criminal 
contempt? Did the then incumbent four senior justices — Justices Jasti Chelameswar, Ranjan Gogoi, 
Madan Lokur and Kurian Joseph — lower the “majesty of law” by holding the press conference on 
January 13, 2018, commonly called a “judicial revolt”? 

Many people believe that the right to free speech is near-absolute, accountability of justices is sacrosanct 
and even that the offence of criminal contempt should be banished. Many others believe that such a 
power should exist and be fully exercised in apt cases. India-wide empirical studies are indispensable to 
prove/disprove these views; but available only are the judicial statements about the tendency to lower 
the image of the judiciary in the public mind or activist assumptions of the “chilling effect”. The 274th 
report of the Law Commission (2018) recommended continuance of the offence, but all it cited was the 
high incidence of 586 pending cases between July 1, 2016 and June 30, 2017. Certainly, amidst divided 
public opinion, the apex court was right in 1974: “Contempt action should be substantial and mala fide 
interference with fearless judicial action, not fair comment or trivial reflections on the judicial process 
and personnel.” 

No doubt, many ironies lurk in the judicial discourse which endorses “gainfully… the observations of 
Justice Wilmot… made as early as in 1765.” He stressed a need for “a more rapid and immediate redress” 
whenever “men’s allegiance to the law is… fundamentally shaken”; because justices are “the channels by 
which the King’s justice is conveyed to the people.” 

The country of origin of these words was then on the verge of becoming a world empire, and yet a leading 
postcolonial court invokes these in 2020. While furthering the swadeshi jurisprudence, the court evokes 
phrases from 1765 on the eve of the 74th Indian Independence Day! However, students of the judicial 
process know that the courts regard the loom of law as a seamless web and the stern message of criminal 
scandalisation does not worry too much about the sun setting on the British Empire and law reform 
altogether abolishing the offences. 

The swadeshi jurisprudence, the court says, is clear and compelling. Did not Chief Justice Mohammad 
Hidayatullah (1970) convict the then chief minister of Kerala for making derogatory remarks on justices 
and overrule the decision of the Kerala High Court? Did it not convict even the Chairperson of the Bar 
Council of India (1975), awarding him a jail sentence for six weeks and incapacity to practise law for a 
period of three years? Did it not then say that the “right to continue to practise is subject to the law of 
contempt” and ask: “Can the legal profession be practised by committing the contempt of courts”? 

Further, Article 129 declares the Supreme Court to be a “court of record” and bestows upon it “all the 
powers… including the power to punish for contempt of itself.” But if the “power to punish for contempt… 
itself” is a “constitutional power which cannot be taken away or… abridged by statute”, even the 
constituent power or the judiciary itself may not do so lest the basic structure be offended. 
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Only judicial wisdom may determine the quantum of punishment. The court normally imposes the most 
minimal sentences — such as a small fine (slashed, in the Namboodiripad case by the apex court to Rs 50 
from the Kerala High Court award of Rs 1,000), a minimal sentence of incarceration till the rising of the 
court, or minor prison sentence now subject to bail in the COVID-19 situation as so ordered suo motu by 
the court itself. It has yet to decide an appeal by Yatin Oza, against the Gujarat High Court sentence 
depriving him of the status of a “senior” counsel. 

Do the tasks of magnanimous justice end or begin when conviction has been recorded, is a difficult 
question that the court will now have to consider. However, a mere recall of Shakespeare may not cause 
any interference with the course of justice: “O, it is excellent/ To have a giant’s strength, but it is 
tyrannous to use it like a giant.” 
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Own the disruption 

Greatest challenge for successful rollout of new education policy is teacher training 

Ameeta Mulla Wattal, [The writer is principal, Springdales School, Pusa Road New Delhi] 

“If we teach students today, as we taught yesterday, we rob them of tomorrow.” These words of John 
Dewey resonate across time. For decades, the education we received was different from what we needed. 
The realisation that school curriculum was focused on equipping students for the last century has been 
the driving force behind the changes reflected in the National Policy of Education (NEP). The policy has 
come at a time when schools have to adjust to new societal demands and expectations by transforming 
themselves. Much of the energy that will drive the economy will be generated in the classrooms. It is clear 
that without a skilled workforce, no community will prosper and no industry will thrive. Despite the best 
efforts of educationists, governments and other stakeholders, schools are struggling to meet the evolving 
needs of students and their future employers. This policy will help change the landscape of employment 
opportunities. 

The school curriculum and pedagogy have been reconstructed for the foundational years — preschool, 
nursery, kindergarten, class one and two. Learning will take place through activities and the play-way 
method. In the preparatory stages of classes three, four and five, experiential learning will be transacted 
across disciplines. In the middle-level of classes six to eight, there will be an emphasis on subject-oriented 
pedagogy. In the secondary stages for classes nine to 12, innumerable aspects of flexibility for subject 
selection, student choices, break-out options for vocational training along with a gap year will help in 
developing various aspects of critical thinking, problem-solving, and decision making. 

The NEP clearly states that the importance of school curriculum is inextricable from human wellbeing. 
For the first time, 21st-century skills will run like a thread through the curriculum and be woven across 
disciplines, crafts, practices and teaching strategies. Collaborative, innovative, critical thinking, problem-
solving, decision-making will be coupled with digital literacy and information technology. Social and 
emotional skills will be embedded in the curriculum. Empathy, resilience, conflict resolution and 
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relationship building are skills which offer the key to success in a rapidly changing world. The 
educational model envisaged in NEP will refine and re-engineer classroom transactions. 

Students in senior schools have always grappled with the problem of selecting subjects across streams. 
With increased flexibility across arts and humanities, their choices have increased manifold. However, 
changes at this level will have to dovetail into decisions and admission processes at the university level, 
else the NEP will be an exercise in futility. 

The assessment pattern is a welcome change. The shift to customised models of assessment will compel 
educators to make pedagogical practices more child-centred and policy-makers to review curricula and 
make them more skill-based. Such an approach will allow students to make mistakes, take risks, be 
creative and move away from rote learning. If we want our children to participate in PISA assessments 
and succeed, we have to change the way we teach and evaluate because the PISA does not test students 
on their memory. It attempts to assess if students can apply the knowledge they have gained. These tests 
affirm if countries have effective and inclusive education systems. 

The greatest challenge facing us is teacher training. Teachers need to have an understanding of the 
method in which this extremely creative curriculum has to be transacted. At the grass roots level, the 
quality of education leaves much to be desired. A large number of in-service teachers have no 
professional qualifications and are tasked with innumerable administrative and social responsibilities, 
leaving them with little time for hands-on teaching, let alone training. There are pockets of excellence and 
expertise, but they are few and far between. The fundamental pedagogical structures of how we organise 
education have proved to be deeply resistant to change. This is one of the reasons that led to the failure 
and withdrawal of the continuous comprehensive evaluation (CCE) initiative. 

If we want the NEP to succeed, we have to be careful to disrupt established norms. Every stakeholder at 
the state, district, sub-district, and block level has to take ownership of the NEP. Principals have to be 
trained in advance. Many of them — even in the urban areas — do not have the skills required for such 
changes. It is important to plan the mapping of resources and skillsets of teachers before the policy is 
actually rolled out. Standalone workshops will not suffice. Consistent inter and intra school training is 
needed. 

The CBSE is the country’s most progressive board. It can start with pilot programmes to ensure the 
efficacy of this policy. It already has integrated many of the concepts mentioned in the NEP in its schools 
and has been involved in writing manuals and had conducted programmes and launched initiatives on 
competency-based education, joyful and experiential learning, art education, school quality assessments 
and a variety of other innovative pedagogies 

The Board can train master instructors, who, in turn, can train principals and teachers. A scalable and 
sustainable model can be created. Transformation will take place only if we collaborate and create 
communities of teacher training and provide them with real-time feedback on their levels of readiness. 

The entire education system will need to have an adaptive approach to ensure that our children succeed 
and find their place under the sun, nationally and globally. 
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Jurisdictional conflict in the running of Delhi 

In the prosecutors’ issue, the Lt. Governor’s acts have not been in consonance with the 
Supreme Court’s 2018 ruling 

P.D.T. Achary is Former Secretary General of the Lok Sabha 

“The exercise of establishing a democratic and representative form of government for NCT of Delhi by 
insertion of Articles 239AA and 239AB would turn futile if the Government of Delhi that enjoys the 
confidence of the people of Delhi is not able to usher in policies and laws over which the Delhi Legislative 
Assembly has powers to legislate for the NCT of Delhi.” So said the Constitution Bench of the Supreme 
Court in Government of NCT of Delhi vs. Union of India (2018). The issue before the Supreme Court was 
the jurisdictional conflicts between the government of NCT and the Union Government and its 
representative, the Lieutenant Governor. 

Issues and possible solutions 

The judgment which runs into more than 1,000 pages analyses the contentious issues which hobbled the 
State government and attempts to resolve them. Very lofty principles concerning constitutional morality, 
co-operative federalism, constitutional conscience, pragmatic federalism, etc., have been enunciated in 
this judgment. It reminds the Lt. Governor what his real functions are. It tells the State government that it 
should remember that Delhi is a special category Union Territory and lays down the parameters to 
enabling the harmonious functioning of the government and the Lt. Governor. 

The judgment clarified and settled many contentious issues such as the powers of the Lt. Governor vis-à-
vis the elected government, his discretionary powers, the extent of the executive powers of the State 
government, etc. On the face of it, it did not very clearly delineate the issues in respect of which the Lt. 
Governor can refer a decision taken by the Council of Ministers to the President in the event of a 
difference of opinion between the Lt. Governor and the State government. Nevertheless, the Supreme 
Court has settled the law in regard to the ‘aid and advice’ of the Council of Ministers by affirming that the 
Lt. Governor is bound to act on the aid and advice except in respect of ‘Land’, ‘Public Order’ and the 
‘Police’. 

The Court has also made it clear that there is no requirement of the concurrence of the Lt. Governor and 
that he has no power to overrule the decisions of the State government. However, there is a catch here — 
in the operationalisation of Article 239AA (4) (proviso) which says that in the case of a difference of 
opinion between the Lt. Governor and his Ministers on any matter, the Lt. Governor shall refer it to the 
President for decision and act according to that decision. 

In the meantime, if the Lt. Governor thinks that the matter is urgent he can take immediate action on his 
own. So, ultimately things are back to square one. If a Lt. Governor, for example, wants to frustrate the 
efforts of the government, he can declare that there is a difference of opinion on any issue decided by the 
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elected government and refer it to the President which in reality means the Union Home Ministry. The Lt. 
Governor being its representative, it is easier for him to secure a decision in his favour. The State 
government will be totally helpless in such a situation. 

Delhi riot cases 

The recent appointment of prosecutors for conducting the Delhi riot cases in the High Court is a case in 
point. As per the High Court and the Supreme Court, the appointment of prosecutors is exclusively within 
the purview of the State government. When the government decided to appoint them, the Lt. Governor 
referred it under proviso to Article 239AA (4) to the President stating that there is a difference of opinion 
between him and the government over this matter. In the meantime the Lt. Governor appointed all the 
prosecutors whose names were submitted by the Delhi Police and thus the State government’s list was 
rejected. 

This episode clearly points to the fault lines which still exist in the power equations in the capital’s 
administrative structure. The key question is whether the Lt. Governor can refer a routine administrative 
matter such as the appointment of prosecutors to the President. 

A close reading of the Supreme Court judgment in the NCT Delhi case (supra) would reveal that he 
cannot. Just take a look at what the Supreme Court says. “The words ‘any matter’ employed in the proviso 
to Article 239AA (4) cannot be inferred to mean ‘every matter’. The power of the Lieutenant Governor 
under the said proviso represents the exception and not the general rule which has to be exercised in 
exceptional circumstances by the Lt. Governor. Keeping in mind the standards of Constitutional trust and 
morality, the principles of collaborative federalism and the concept of Constitutional balance....” 

Matters of jurisdiction 

The Court further says, “the Lieutenant Governor should not act in a mechanical manner without due 
application of mind so as to refer every decision of the Council of Ministers to the President.” The highest 
judicial forum in the country in its own majestic style directs the Lt. Governor not to refer to the 
President normal administrative matters as that would disturb the concept of Constitutional governance, 
principles of collaborative federalism and the standards of Constitutional morality. Reference of the 
appointment of Prosecutors by the Lt. Governor to the President seems to be a negation of these 
principles. 

There is another point which emerges from the judgment and attention needs to be paid to it. That is that 
the executive power of the Union does not extend to any of the matters which come within the 
jurisdiction of the Delhi Assembly. Parliament can legislate for Delhi on any matter in the State List and 
the Concurrent List but the executive power in relation to Delhi except the ‘Police’, ‘Land’ and ‘Public 
Orders’ vests only in the State government headed by the Chief Minister. 

The Supreme Court says, “Article 239AA (3)(a) reserves the Parliament’s legislative power on all matters 
in the State List and Concurrent List but clause (4) explicitly grants to the Government of Delhi executive 
powers in relation to matters for which the Legislative Assembly has powers to legislate.” This statement 
of law by the Supreme Court implies that the Union Government is not empowered to exercise executive 
authority on a matter which comes within the exclusive jurisdiction of the State government like the 
appointment of Prosecutors. The only occasion when the Union Government can overrule the decision of 
the State government is when the Lt. Governor refers a matter to the President under the proviso to 
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clause (4). But this proviso cannot totally override the executive decisions of the State government under 
clause (4). 

The judgment of the Supreme Court resolves this apparent contradiction by enjoining the Lt. Governor to 
keep in mind while making a reference to the President the constitutional morality, principles of 
collaborative federalism, concept of constitutional governance, objectivity, etc. Although the Court did not 
specify the matters which can be referred by the Lt. Governor to the President, the high principles 
described above broadly indicate what can be referred and what cannot. In any case it is unambiguously 
clear that the executive decisions of the State government cannot be referred to the President merely 
because the Lt. Governor has a different personal opinion about some of them. The top court wants the Lt. 
Governor and the Council of Ministers to use in full the mechanism provided in the Government of NCT of 
Delhi Act and the Transaction of Business Rules to thrash out differences. The Court seems to elevate to a 
higher level the issues that can be referred to the President as distinct from the normal decisions taken in 
exercise of the executive powers of the State. The President is the highest Constitutional authority and his 
decision should be sought only on constitutionally important issues. 

The last word 

Finally, the Supreme Court gives wise advice to the Lt. Governor: “We may reiterate that the 
Constitutional scheme adopted for the NCT of Delhi conceives of the Council of Ministers as the 
representatives of the people on the one hand and the Lt. Governor as the nominee of the President on 
the other who are required to function in harmony within the Constitutional parameters. In the said 
scheme of things, the Lt. Governor should not emerge as an adversary having a hostile attitude towards 
the Council of Ministers of Delhi; rather, he should act as a facilitator.” 

So, when we analyse the reference by the Lt. Governor to the President the issue of appointment of 
prosecutors within the parameters laid down by the Supreme Court, we find that it is not in consonance 
with these principles enunciated by the Court. It is against constitutional morality which requires strict 
adherence to the constitutional principles of collaborative federalism, constitutional balance and the 
concept of constitutional governance. All these principles act as bulwark against the usurpation of 
powers of the State by the Union. When the Court declares the law and requires the constitutional 
authorities to follow it, they have to act in compliance and not in defiance. 

 

                                                                                                                                                            Date:18-08-20  

What is criticism and what is contempt? 

Whether a comment constitutes criminal contempt would necessarily be decided on 
the facts of each case 

Gautam S.Raman is an advocate practicing at the Madras High Court 

A recent order of the Supreme Court found advocate Prashant Bhushan guilty of contempt for two tweets 
— one relating to the Chief Justice of India astride an expensive motorcycle and the other a comment that 
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the Supreme Court, in his opinion, played a role in the destruction of democracy in India over the last six 
years. 

Criminalcontempt 

For the purpose of the topic at hand we are concerned only with criminal contempt and not those wilfully 
disobedient litigants who ignore the orders of the courts. Section 2(c) of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 
defines criminal contempt as the publication of any matter or the doing of any other act which 
scandalises or lowers the authority of any court; or prejudices or interferes with the due course of any 
judicial proceeding; or obstructs the administration of justice. 

Does this mean that one can never voice any criticism of the judiciary? No. What the law permits you to 
say regarding the functioning of Indian courts forms the basis of this particular article, i.e., there is a thin 
line separating criticism and contempt. 

Freedom of speech is a fundamental right guaranteed to every Indian citizen under Article 19(1)(a) of the 
Constitution, albeit subject to reasonable restrictions under Article 19(2). In C.K. Daphtary v. O.P. Gupta 
(1971), the Supreme Court held that the existing law of criminal contempt is one such reasonable 
restriction. That does not mean that one cannot express one’s ire against the judiciary for fear of 
contempt. 

As long back as in 1968, Lord Denning M.R. set out guidelines in matters of contempt of court. He stated 
that contempt is not the means to uphold the court’s dignity. He said its jurisdiction is to be exercised 
sparingly and that protection of freedom of speech is paramount. While welcoming criticism, Lord 
Denning only requested that it be fair since judges, owing to their status, are not in a position to refute 
the comments so levelled against them. 

What does the Indian judiciary deem permissible and impermissible? The Supreme Court has held that if 
a comment is made against the functioning of a judge, it would have to be seen whether the comment is 
fair or malicious. If the comment is made against the judge as an individual, the Court would consider 
whether the comment seeks to interfere with the judge’s administration or is simply in the nature of libel 
or defamation. The Court would have to determine whether the statement is fair, bona fide, defamatory 
or contemptuous. 

A statement would not constitute criminal contempt if it is only against the judge in his or her individual 
capacity and not in discharge of his or her judicial function. Criminal contempt does not seek to afford 
protection to judges from statements which they may be exposed to as individuals. Such statements 
would only leave the individual liable for defamation. Statements which affect the administration of 
justice or functioning of courts amount to criminal contempt since public perception of the judiciary 
plays a vital role in the rule of law. An attack on a judge in his or her official capacity denigrates the 
judiciary as a whole and the law of criminal contempt would come down upon such a person unless it is a 
fair critique of a judgment. 

Various examples 

Sections 4 and 5 of the Contempt of Courts Act are akin to a defense a person may take in a case of 
defamation i.e., fair comment. In Re: S.Mugolkar v. Unknown (1978), the Supreme Court held that the 
judiciary cannot be immune from fair criticism, and contempt action is to be used only when an obvious 



 
misstatement with malicious intent seeks to bring down public confidence in the courts or seeks to 
influence the courts. In this judgment, Chief Justice M.H. Beg opined that at times the judiciary adopts a 
“magnanimously charitable attitude even when utterly uncharitable and unfair
is made out of bona fide concern for improvement.”

The same Justice Beg remarked post
Jabalpur case (1976) made no contribution to law but only to his popularity. 
citing Brahma Prakash Sharma (1953) did not find Justice Beg guilty of contempt.

Former Law Minister of India, P. Shiv Shankar, referring to landmark judgments of the Supreme Court, 
said once: “Mahadhipatis like Keshavananda and Za
nowhere in the whole country except the Supreme Court of India. And the bank magnates... got higher 
compensation by the intervention of the Supreme Court in Cooper’s case.” He also said: “Antisocial 
elements i.e. FERA violators, bride burners and a whole horde of reactionaries have found their heaven in 
the Supreme Court.” 

Speaking for the Supreme Court in 1988, Justice Sabyasachi Mukherjee found that these statements did 
not impair the administration of justice. He only opined that the language could have been milder given 
the Minister’s own legal background. He also said: “If antisocial elements and criminals have benefited by 
decisions of the Supreme Court, the fault rests with the laws and the loopholes i
Courts are not deterred by such criticisms.”

Truth is also a defence in matters of criminal contempt if it is bona fide and made in public interest, as 
held by the Supreme Court in Indirect Tax Practitioners’ Association v. R.K. Jain

However, all these precedents did not come to the aid of activist Arundhati Roy when the Supreme Court 
found her guilty of contempt. A petition was filed against Ms. Roy, which was dismissed by the apex court. 
However, it was Ms. Roy’s reply to th
admonished the Supreme Court for acting with undue haste in a frivolous petition and attributed it to her 
strong critique of the apex court’s decision in the Sardar Sarovar Dam case. The Sup
a statement that the Court willingly issued notice on an unsubstantiated petition affected the reputation 
and credibility of the Court before the public and therefore found Ms. Roy guilty of contempt.

The above cases would show that wh
depends entirely on the facts and circumstances of each case. In conclusion, tweets or remarks by 
conscientious citizens certainly do not affect the dignity of the Indian judiciary, to quote Lord De
“that must rest on surer foundations”.
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s intent seeks to bring down public confidence in the courts or seeks to 
influence the courts. In this judgment, Chief Justice M.H. Beg opined that at times the judiciary adopts a 
“magnanimously charitable attitude even when utterly uncharitable and unfair criticism of its operations 
is made out of bona fide concern for improvement.” 

The same Justice Beg remarked post-retirement that Justice H.R. Khanna’s famous dissent in the ADM 
Jabalpur case (1976) made no contribution to law but only to his popularity. The Allahabad High Court 
citing Brahma Prakash Sharma (1953) did not find Justice Beg guilty of contempt. 

Former Law Minister of India, P. Shiv Shankar, referring to landmark judgments of the Supreme Court, 
said once: “Mahadhipatis like Keshavananda and Zamindars like Golaknath evoked a sympathetic chord 
nowhere in the whole country except the Supreme Court of India. And the bank magnates... got higher 
compensation by the intervention of the Supreme Court in Cooper’s case.” He also said: “Antisocial 

s i.e. FERA violators, bride burners and a whole horde of reactionaries have found their heaven in 

Speaking for the Supreme Court in 1988, Justice Sabyasachi Mukherjee found that these statements did 
tice. He only opined that the language could have been milder given 

the Minister’s own legal background. He also said: “If antisocial elements and criminals have benefited by 
decisions of the Supreme Court, the fault rests with the laws and the loopholes i
Courts are not deterred by such criticisms.” 

Truth is also a defence in matters of criminal contempt if it is bona fide and made in public interest, as 
held by the Supreme Court in Indirect Tax Practitioners’ Association v. R.K. Jain (2010).

However, all these precedents did not come to the aid of activist Arundhati Roy when the Supreme Court 
found her guilty of contempt. A petition was filed against Ms. Roy, which was dismissed by the apex court. 
However, it was Ms. Roy’s reply to the petition which was held to be in contempt. In that, Ms. Roy had 
admonished the Supreme Court for acting with undue haste in a frivolous petition and attributed it to her 
strong critique of the apex court’s decision in the Sardar Sarovar Dam case. The Sup
a statement that the Court willingly issued notice on an unsubstantiated petition affected the reputation 
and credibility of the Court before the public and therefore found Ms. Roy guilty of contempt.

The above cases would show that whether a comment would constitute criminal contempt or not 
depends entirely on the facts and circumstances of each case. In conclusion, tweets or remarks by 
conscientious citizens certainly do not affect the dignity of the Indian judiciary, to quote Lord De
“that must rest on surer foundations”. 
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s intent seeks to bring down public confidence in the courts or seeks to 
influence the courts. In this judgment, Chief Justice M.H. Beg opined that at times the judiciary adopts a 

criticism of its operations 

retirement that Justice H.R. Khanna’s famous dissent in the ADM 
The Allahabad High Court 

 

Former Law Minister of India, P. Shiv Shankar, referring to landmark judgments of the Supreme Court, 
mindars like Golaknath evoked a sympathetic chord 

nowhere in the whole country except the Supreme Court of India. And the bank magnates... got higher 
compensation by the intervention of the Supreme Court in Cooper’s case.” He also said: “Antisocial 

s i.e. FERA violators, bride burners and a whole horde of reactionaries have found their heaven in 

Speaking for the Supreme Court in 1988, Justice Sabyasachi Mukherjee found that these statements did 
tice. He only opined that the language could have been milder given 

the Minister’s own legal background. He also said: “If antisocial elements and criminals have benefited by 
decisions of the Supreme Court, the fault rests with the laws and the loopholes in the legislation. The 

Truth is also a defence in matters of criminal contempt if it is bona fide and made in public interest, as 
(2010). 

However, all these precedents did not come to the aid of activist Arundhati Roy when the Supreme Court 
found her guilty of contempt. A petition was filed against Ms. Roy, which was dismissed by the apex court. 

e petition which was held to be in contempt. In that, Ms. Roy had 
admonished the Supreme Court for acting with undue haste in a frivolous petition and attributed it to her 
strong critique of the apex court’s decision in the Sardar Sarovar Dam case. The Supreme Court held that 
a statement that the Court willingly issued notice on an unsubstantiated petition affected the reputation 
and credibility of the Court before the public and therefore found Ms. Roy guilty of contempt. 

ether a comment would constitute criminal contempt or not 
depends entirely on the facts and circumstances of each case. In conclusion, tweets or remarks by 
conscientious citizens certainly do not affect the dignity of the Indian judiciary, to quote Lord Denning 
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रमेश कुमार दबुे, (लेखक कɅ ġȣय सͬचवालय सेवा मɅ अͬधकारȣ हɇ) 

भारतीय कृͪष कȧ बदहालȣ कȧ एक बड़ी वजह यह रहȣ ͩक यहा ंसभी फसलɉ के उ×पादन पर Úयान नहȣं Ǒदया गया। इसके 
अलावा कृͪष उपज के भडंारण, ͪवपणन, Ĥसèंकरण कȧ एकȧकृत नीǓत भी नहȣं बनी। यहȣ कारण है ͩक कभी आल,ू 
Üयाज, टमाटर सड़कɉ पर फɅ के जात ेहɇ तो कभी वे उपभोÈताओं के आंस ूǓनकाल देत ेहɇ, लेͩ कन अब यह समèया ख×म 
होने वालȣ है। भारतीय रेलवे ने देश मɅ एक छोर से दसूरे छोर तक ताजी सÞजी, फल, फूल और मछलȣ पहंुचाने के ͧलए 
ͩकसान रेल सेवा शǾु कȧ है। गत Ǒदनɉ पहलȣ ͩकसान पास[ल रेल महाराçĚ के देवलालȣ से ǒबहार के दानापरु के बीच 
चलȣ। यह रेल परूȣ तरह वातानकूुͧलत है। एक तरह स ेयह पटरȣ पर दौड़ता हुआ कोãड èटोरेज है। यह रेल मÚय Ĥदेश 
और उƣर Ĥदेश स ेहोकर गजुरेगी और 14 èटेशनɉ पर ǽकेगी जहा ंछोटे-बड़ ेसभी ͩकसान अपनी सिÞजयɉ, फलɉ एव ं
अÛय खाɮय सामĒी कȧ बुͩ कंग करा सकɅ गे। जसै-ेजैसे देश के दसूरे Ǒहèसɉ से ͩकसान रेल कȧ मांग आएगी वसैे-वसैे उनकȧ 
सÉंया बढ़ाई जाएगी। दसूरȣ ͩकसान रेल बरौनी से टाटानगर के बीच शुǾ कȧ गई है।अगल ेसाल डेͫ डकेटेड ĥेट कॉǐरडोर के 
शǾु हो जाने के बाद इस तरह कȧ ͩकसान रेल Ǒदãलȣ, मुबंई, कोलकाता, चÛेनई जैस े देश के बड़ ेखपत कɅ ġɉ और 
बदंरगाहɉ तक फल, फूल, सÞजी आǑद पहंुचाने लगɅगी। इसका सबसे बड़ा फायदा यह होगा ͩक जहां शहर के लोगɉ को 
ताजी वèतएु ंͧमलɅगी वहȣं ͩकसानɉ को अपनी फसल èथानीय मंͫ डयɉ मɅ बेचने कȧ मजबरूȣ नहȣं रहेगी। सबसे बढ़कर फलɉ-
सिÞजयɉ कȧ बनावटȣ कमी पदैा करके कȧमत घटान-ेबढ़ाने वाले ǒबचौͧलयɉ का खेल ख×म हो जाएगा। 

मोदȣ सरकार ɮवारा एपीएमसी एÈट मɅ सशंोधन करने से अब ͩकसान अपनी उपज कहȣं भी बचेन ेके ͧलए आजाद हɇ। 
दरअसल सरकार इंटरनेट के जǐरये कृͪष उ×पादɉ के ͧलए राçĚȣय èतर पर एक बाजार बना रहȣ है, ताͩक ͩकसान अपनी 
उपज कहȣं भी बेच सकɅ । इसी के तहत राçĚȣय कृͪष बाजार योजना (ई-नाम) शǾु कȧ गई है। इससे ͩकसानɉ को उनकȧ 
उपज कȧ वािजब कȧमत ͧमलेगी और 2022 तक ͩकसानɉ कȧ आमदनी दोगनुी करने का लêय हाͧसल होगा। 
उãलेखनीय है ͩक फलɉ-सिÞजयɉ आǑद को सरंͯ¢त करने के ͧलए Ĥोसेͧ सगं, पकेैिजंग और कोãड èटोरेज जैस ेबǓुनयादȣ 
ढांचे कȧ कमी के कारण कुल पदैावार का एक-चौथाई Ǒहèसा हर साल सड़ जाता है। इसस ेͩकसानɉ का मनुाफा मारा जाता 
है और उनके पास Ǔनवशे करने के ͧलए पया[Üत ससंाधन नहȣं बचत।े ͩकसान रेल सेवा से न केवल फल-सÞजी खराब होने 
से बचɅग,े बिãक ͩकसानɉ कȧ आमदनी मɅ भी इजाफा होगा। इसका दरूगामी नतीजा यह होगा ͩक ͩकसान गेहंू-धान के 
बजाय बागवानी फसलɉ को Ĥाथͧमकता दɅगे िजससे फसल चĐ मɅ बदलाव आएगा। 

देश के 8.5 फȧसद फसलȣ ¢ेğ पर बागवानी फसलɉ कȧ खेती कȧ जाती है, लेͩ कन इनसे कृͪषगत सकल घरेल ूउ×पाद का 
30 फȧसद Ǒहèसा ĤाÜत होता है। फलɉ एव ंसिÞजयɉ कȧ खेती अÛय फसलɉ के मकुाबले चार से दस गनुा Ïयादा ǐरटन[ 
देती है। शहरȣकरण, मÚय वग[ का ͪवèतार, बढ़ती आमदनी, खान-पान कȧ आदतɉ मɅ बदलाव के चलत ेदǓुनया भर मɅ 
अनाज के बजाय फलɉ-सिÞजयɉ कȧ मांग मɅ तजेी से इजाफा हो रहा है। ĤǓत åयिÈत आय मɅ एक फȧसद कȧ बढ़ोतरȣ स े
सÞजी कȧ खपत 1.02 फȧसद और फलɉ कȧ 1.9 फȧसद बढ़ जाती है। èपçट है आने वाले वषɟ मɅ फल एव ंसÞजी कȧ 
खपत मɅ तजेी से इजाफा होना तय है, लेͩ कन समèया यह है ͩक चीन के बाद दǓुनया का दसूरा सबस ेबड़ा फल एव ं
सÞजी उ×पादक होने के बावजूद भारत इस बाजार मɅ भरपरू Ǒहèसेदारȣ नहȣं बना पाया है। भारत ͪवæव का 12.6 फȧसद 
फल और 14 फȧसद सÞजी उ×पाǑदत करता है, लेͩ कन फलɉ, सिÞजयɉ के कुल विैæवक बाजार मɅ उसकȧ Ǒहèसेदारȣ महज 
0.5 तथा 1.7 फȧसद हȣ है। गहराई से देखɅ तो इसके ͧलए महंगी ढुलाई, Ĥोसेͧ सगं, पकेैिजंग और Èवाͧलटȣ Ǔनधा[रण 
सुͪ वधाओं कȧ कमी िजàमेदार है। उदाहरण के ͧलए कम लागत पर पदैा होने के बावजूद महंगी ढुलाई के कारण नीदरलɇड 
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के फल-सÞजी आयात मɅ भारत कȧ Ǒहèसेदारȣ महज तीन फȧसद है, जबͩक सदुरू लǑैटन अमǐेरकȧ देश ͬचलȣ कȧ Ǒहèसदेारȣ 
23 फȧसद है। 

विैæवक तापवɮृͬध और जलवाय ुपǐरवत[न के कारण मौसम चĐ गड़बड़ा गया है िजसस े ͩकसानɉ का जोͨखम बढ़ा है। 
इसीͧलए कृͪष ͪवशषे£ अब ऐसी खेती का सझुाव दे रहे हɇ जो न केवल मौसमी उतार-चढ़ाव झेल ले, बिãक उसकȧ ǒबĐȧ 
से ͩकसानɉ को लगातार लाभ भी हो। यह फलɉ-सिÞजयɉ कȧ खेती स ेहȣ सभंव है, लेͩ कन Ĥसèंकरण, भडंारण, कोãड 
èटोरेज और शीē पǐरवहन सबंधंी कमजोǐरयɉ के कारण फलɉ-सिÞजयɉ कȧ खेती जोͨखम भरȣ रहȣ है। मोदȣ सरकार के 
ͪपछले छह साल के काय[काल मɅ सड़क, ǒबजलȣ, ĥȧजर जैसी बǓुनयादȣ सुͪ वधाओ ं के देशåयापी ͪवèतार ने फलɉ तथा 
सिÞजयɉ कȧ खेती के ͧलए सनुहरा मौका Ǒदया है। यहां æवेत ĐांǓत के पहले कȧ पǐरिèथǓतयɉ का उãलेख Ĥासंͬ गक है। 
तब पशपुालकɉ के पास दधू तो था, लेͩ कन ͪवपणन ढांचा न होने के कारण दधू उ×पादन घाटे का सौदा था। सरकार ने 
दधू उ×पादन को एपीएमसी के दायरे से बाहर ͩकया और दधू कȧ खरȣद-ǒबĐȧ पर लगे सभी ĤǓतबधं हटा Ǒदए। देश भर मɅ 
दäÊध सĒंह कɅ ġ खुल ेऔर पशपुालकɉ को आजादȣ दȣ गई ͩक वे कɅ ġ पर िजतना दधू लाएंगे उसे खरȣदा जाएगा। इसका 
नतीजा æवेत ĐांǓत के Ǿप मɅ सामने आया। ͩकसान रेल के देश भर मɅ चलने से दधू कȧ तरह जãदȣ खराब होने वालȣ 
कृͪष उपजɉ के ͧलए वातानकूुͧलत सĒंह कɅ ġ खुलɅग ेजहां इनकȧ लोͫडगं-अनलोͫडगं होगी। इससे न केवल ͩकसानɉ कȧ 
बदहालȣ दरू होगी, बिãक भारतीय कृͪष उ×पाद ͪवæव मɅ अपनी धाक जमा सकɅ गे। èपçट है ͩकसान रेल गांवɉ के साथ-
साथ शहरɉ के ͧलए भी खुशहालȣ लाने वालȣ साǒबत होगी। 

 

                                                                                                    Date:18-08-20 

फेसबुक कȧ जवाबदेहȣ 

संपादकȧय 

सोशल मीͫडया Üलटेफॉम[ अब दǓुनया के लोकताǒंğक देशɉ के साव[जǓनक मचं कȧ भूͧ मका Ǔनभा रहे हɇ। राजनेता इÛहȣं के 
माÚयम से नागǐरकɉ स ेबातचीत करत ेहɇ, मतदाता एक दसूरे से सपंक[  मɅ रहत ेहɇ और ͪवͧभÛन Ĥकार कȧ धारणा तयैार 
करने का काम ͩकया जाता है। ऐस ेमɅ अͬधकांश लोकताǒंğक देशɉ मɅ इस बात को लकेर खुलȣ बहस हो रहȣ है ͩक इन 
Üलेटफॉम[ का èवय ंका आचरण ͩकस Ĥकार का हो। जाǑहर है भारत मɅ भी ऐसी चचा[ लबं ेसमय स ेलǒंबत है। हालांͩक 
फेसबकु ने कहा है ͩक उसकȧ एक नीǓत है िजसके तहत ͩकसी भी तरह के राजनीǓतक कदम या राजनीǓतक दल स े
सबंɮधता से दरू हȣ रहा जाता है लेͩकन हाल हȣ मɅ वॉल èĚȣट जन[ल मɅ Ĥकाͧशत एक ǐरपोट[ के अनसुार भारत मɅ 
फेसबकु कȧ एक वǐरçठ अͬधकारȣ ने बार-बार हèत¢ेप करके सƣाधारȣ दल के नेताओ ंकȧ उन पोèट को बचाया जो 
अÛयथा फेसबकु के घणृा फैलाने वाले भाषणɉ के आतंǐरक मानक पर खरȣ नहȣ ंउतर पाती। ऐसा तब है जब फेसबकु के 
चेयरमनै माक[  जुकरबग[ èवय ंअपने कम[चाǐरयɉ को यह बताने के ͧलए Ǒदãलȣ दंगɉ के सदंभ[ का उदाहरण दे चुके हɇ ͩक 
कब फेसबकु को दखल देना चाǑहए और अपने मचं पर अͧभåयिÈत को Ǔनयǒंğत करना चाǑहए। 
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सोशल मीͫडया Üलेटफॉमɟ के सचंालन मɅ राजनीǓतक पवू[Ēह का होना èवाभाͪवक है। इसे परूȣ तरह समाÜत कर पाना 
बहुत मिुæकल है। ͩफर भी यह èपçट है ͩक कम से कम भारत मɅ वे तमाम सरं¢णा×मक उपाय परूȣ तरह लागू नहȣं ͩकए 
जा रहे हɇ िजÛहɅ लाग ूकरने का वादा इन Üलेटफॉम[ ने दǓुनया के अÛय लोकतांǒğक देशɉ मɅ ͩकया है। फेसबकु जैसी 
कंपǓनयɉ को भारत जैसे भौगोͧलक सवंेदनशीलता वाले देशɉ मɅ राजनीǓतक भाषणɉ के Ĥबधंन मɅ अͬधक पारदशȸ होना 
होगा और कम èवÍेछाचाǐरता का पǐरचय देना होगा। वॉल èĚȣट जन[ल मɅ Ĥकाͧशत ǐरपोट[ से यहȣ पता चलता है ͩक 
केवल एक कम[चारȣ भी अपने èतर पर फेसबकु कȧ आतंǐरक Ĥबधंन एव ंǓनयमन ĤͩĐया को बेपटरȣ कर सकता है। यानी 
ये ĤͩĐयाए ंमजबतू नहȣं हɇ और ऐसा कोई भी åयिÈत उसे ¢Ǔत पहंुचा सकता है िजसका काम संèथान को राजनीǓतक 
सƣा के करȣब रखना हो, बजाय ͩक ͪवषयवèत ुका औͬच×य तय करने के। फेसबकु को भारत मɅ अपनी ͪवषयवèत ुको 
लेकर आंतǐरक तğं मɅ बदलाव करना होगा। उसे इन बदलावɉ का Ĥचार करने के साथ-साथ इसे ¢Ǔत पहंुचाने वाले 
कम[चारȣ या कम[चा◌ाǐरयɉ कȧ जवाबदेहȣ भी तय करनी होगी। यǑद ये Üलेटफॉम[ ऐसे सधुार नहȣं करɅगे तो इसकȧ उÛहɅ 
और उन देशɉ को भारȣ कȧमत चुकानी होगी जहां य ेकाम करत ेहɇ। नफरत फैलाने वाले भाषण को हãके मɅ नहȣं ͧलया 
जा सकता। पहले हȣ तनाव और Ǒहसंा स ेजझू रहे देशɉ मɅ और Ǒहसंा भड़काने को मचं नहȣं ͧमलना चाǑहए। यह भी 
èपçट होना चाǑहए ͩक लोकतांǒğक देशɉ मɅ इनका सचंालन ऐस ेसधुारɉ पर Ǔनभ[र हो। लोकताǒंğक देशɉ मɅ बतौर मचं 
उनकȧ ͪवæवसनीयता और पǐरचालन कȧ सरु¢ा इस बात पर Ǔनभ[र करती है वे सƣा को लकेर ͩकतने Ǔनçप¢ Ǒदखत ेहɇ। 
यǑद ऐसा नहȣं होता तो उÛहɅ राजनीǓतक जोͨखम का सामना करना होगा जो उनके अशंधारकɉ और माͧलकɉ को Ĥभाͪवत 
करेगा। 

राजनेताओं को भी यह Ĥो×साहन ͧमल सकता है ͩक वे मांग करɅ ͩक सोशल मीͫडया Üलेटफॉम[ के ͪवषयवèत ुĤबधंन मɅ 
उÛहɅ भी दखल का मौका ͧमले। इससे न केवल इन कंपǓनयɉ का पǐरचालन Ĥभाͪवत होगा बिãक अͧभåयिÈत कȧ आजादȣ 
भी Ĥभाͪवत होगी। फेसबकु ने अमेǐरका और यरूोप मɅ चुनाव जैसी लोकतांǒğक ĤͩĐयाओ ंके साथ छेड़छाड़ के आरोपɉ स े
उपजे Đोध के बाद ऐसी ताकतɉ को शांत करने का Ĥयास ͩकया है। भारत मɅ भी वह तथा ऐसे अÛय मचं यǑद 
साव[जǓनक Ǿप से सशंोधन नहȣं करते उनके ͧलए जगह नहȣं रहेगी। 

 

                                                                                                                                                            Date:18-08-20  

महाकाåयɉ के सबक और दͯ¢णपूव[ एͧशयाई देश 

æयाम सरन, (लेखक पूव[ ͪवदेश सͬचव और सीǓनयर फेलो, सीपीआर हɇ ) 

अयोÚया मɅ गत 5 अगèत को राम मǑंदर भूͧ म पजून काय[Đम के दौरान Ĥधानमğंी नरɅġ मोदȣ ने ͪवͪवध ¢ğेɉ मɅ 
रामायण कȧ लोकͪĤयता का उãलेख ͩकया। उÛहɉने खासतौर पर इंडोनेͧशया और मलेͧशया जैसे मिुèलम देशɉ तथा दͯ¢ण 
और दͯ¢णपवूȸ एͧशया के अÛय देशɉ का िजĐ ͩकया। शायद उनका Úयान इस बात पर नहȣं गया ͩक राम मǑंदर का 
Ǔनमा[ण उस èथान पर हो रहा है जहां एक मिèजद को तोडऩे का आपराͬधक काम ͩकया गया था। Èया इèलाम को 
मानने वाल ेदेश वाकई राम मǑंदर Ǔनमा[ण के अवसर पर भारत के Ǒहदंओुं कȧ आèथा का उ×सव मनाने को तयैार रहे 
हɉग?े 
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दरूदराज और अलग-अलग आèथा वाले देशɉ मɅ रामायण कȧ लोकͪĤयता इस बात का Ĥमाण है ͩक कैसे मानवता कȧ 
नǓैतक दुͪ वधा कȧ साव[भौͧमक अपील है। रामायण और महाभारत जैस ेभारतीय महाकाåय उÛहɅ हȣ काåया×मक ढंग स े
दशा[त ेहɇ। ये दोनɉ महाकाåय ऐसी कथा कहत ेहɇ जो धम[, राजनीǓत और दाश[Ǔनक ͪवचारɉ स ेपरे इंसानɉ को एकदम अपने 
आसपास कȧ लगती हɇ। राम को एक सनुहरȣ चमकदार इमारत मɅ कैद करना, मया[दा पǽुषोƣम के Ǿप मɅ नǓैतक नायक 
कȧ उनकȧ साव[भौͧमक अपील को एक èथानीय देवता के Ǿप मɅ सीͧमत करना है िजसके सदेंशɉ का Ĥसार करने के ͧलए 
पारंपǐरक तौर तरȣकɉ कȧ जǾरत होगी। यǑद सदेंश को Ĥसाǐरत करने के ͧलए ऐसा करना पड़ा तो उसकȧ सारȣ 
आÚयाि×मक ͪवषय वèत ुखो जाएगी। ऐसा लगता है ͩक Ĥधानमğंी ͪवͧभÛन सèंकृǓतयɉ मɅ राम का उãलखे करत ेसमय 
भी इस बात से अनͧभ£ थ।े 

मɇ खुशͩकèमत था ͩक मझुे इंडोनेͧशया मɅ भारत के राजदतू के Ǿप मɅ काम करने का अवसर ͧमला। मझेु जोगजकाता[ 
और बालȣ मɅ कई अवसरɉ पर रामायण और महाभारत के Ĥकरणɉ का अɮभतु मचंन देखने को ͧमला। जोगजकाता[ मɅ 
रामायण का मचंन नौवी ंसदȣ मɅ बने सĤुͧसɮध Ĥबंनन मǑंदर के Ǔनकट िèथत मचं पर हुआ। यह मǑंदर Ħéमा, ͪवçण ु
और ͧशव कȧ ǒğमǓूत [ को समͪप[त है। मझुे Ēीन Ǿम मɅ जाने का अवसर भी ͧमला जहां कलाकार रामायण पर आधाǐरत 
न×ृय नाǑटका कȧ ĤèतǓुत के पहले अपनी भूͧ मकाओ ंको परख रहे थे और वèğ आǑद धारण कर रहे थ।े जब Ĥमखु 
कलाकारɉ से मेरा पǐरचय कराया जा रहा था तब मɇ इस बात को लकेर सचेत था ͩक नमाज का वÈत हो रहा है। इसͧलए 
Èयɉͩक कई कलाकार उस समय अãलाह कȧ इबादत कर रहे थे। 

आͨखरकार मझु ेउस èथान पर ले जाया गया जहां उस शाम के ͧसतारे हनमुान तयैार हो रहे थे। मɇ यह देखकर दरवाज े
पर हȣ ǽक गया ͩक मझोलȣ उĨ का वह कलाकार भगवान हनमुान कȧ ͪवशालकाय तèवीर के सम¢ Ĥाथ[ना कर रहा है। 
तèवीर मɅ हनमुान सजंीवनी बटूȣ के ͧलए ġोणाͬगǐर पव[त लकेर Įीलकंा कȧ ओर जा रहे थ ेताͩक लêमण को जीवन 
Ĥदान ͩकया जा सके। वह कलाकार गहरे Úयान मɅ लग रहा था लेͩकन शायद उसे हम आगतंकुɉ के आने का आभास हो 
गया और उसने Úयान समाÜत करत ेहुए हनमुान के सम¢ झुककर अपनी Įɮधा Ĥकट कȧ और ͩफर मèुकराते हुए हमारा 
अͧभवादन ͩकया। मɇने उससे पछूा ͩक वह भगवान हनमुान कȧ तèवीर के सम¢ Èयɉ Úयान लगा रहा था? उसका उƣर 
सीधा और सहज था। वह हनमुान का आéवान कर रहा था ͩक अपनी आ×मा को उससे एकाकार करे ताͩक वह अपनी 
भूͧ मका के साथ Ûयाय कर सके। मिुèलम होने के बावजूद उसके मन मɅ कोई दुͪ वधा नहȣं थी जबͩक कुछ कंुद जेहन लोग 
इसे अपना धम[ छोडऩा बताएंगे। 

हम इस बात को समझने मɅ चूक गए ͩक हमारे महाकाåयɉ मɅ दज[ मानवीय गाथाओं कȧ जो भावना है, उसे इन सदुरू 
देशɉ मɅ हमारȣ तुलना मɅ कहȣं अͬधक बेहतर समझा गया है। इंडोनेͧशया मɅ हȣ नहȣं बिãक àयांमार और नेपाल मɅ भी 
अपने काय[काल के दौरान मझु े इस बात ने Ĥभाͪवत नहȣं ͩकया ͩक भारत दͯ¢णी और दͯ¢णपवूȸ एͧशयाई देशɉ मɅ 
सßयता का जǐरया था बिãक Ĥभाͪवत करने वालȣ चीज वह Ĥेरक शिÈत थी िजसने इन इलाकɉ मɅ सांèकृǓतक Ĥफुãलता 
पदैा कȧ। उÛहɉने पीǑढय़ɉ स ेभारतीय åयापाǐरयɉ, पजुाǐरयɉ और िज£ास ुयाǒğयɉ से अिज[त £ान का Ĥयोग ͩकया। उÛहɉन े
यह सब अपनी बɮुͬधमता, सɋदय[ कȧ समझ और पǐरकãपना स ेहाͧसल ͩकया। भारत को इस ͪवरासत पर गव[ करना 
चाǑहए लेͩ कन इसके साथ हȣ ͪवनĨता का भाव भी रहना चाǑहए। दरू देशɉ मɅ रामायण और महाभारत का इǓतहास हमारे 
ͧलए सबक Ǔछपाए हुए है। इसके अनसुार राम को सकंȧण[ धाͧम[क ͩĐयाकलापɉ और आèथाओं मɅ समेटकर भारत कȧ 
धाͧम[क और सांèकृǓतक ͪवरासत का उ×सव मनाने के बजाय हमɅ इंडोनेͧशया के हनमुान से यह सीखना चाǑहए ͩक मãूयɉ 
को ͩकस तरह ͪवनĨतापवू[क अपनाया जाता है। 



 
Ĥधानमğंी मोदȣ ने राम मǑंदर Ǔनमा[ण के आदंोलन कȧ तलुना देश कȧ आजादȣ कȧ लड़ाई से
कȧ लड़ाई दोनɉ कȧ अवमानना करने के समान है। जब उÛहɉने कहा ͩक राम हमशेा भÈतɉ के Ǒदलɉ मɅ Ǔनवास करत ेहɇ तो 
वह सहȣ थे लेͩकन तब राम को एक मानव Ǔनͧम[त मǑंदर कȧ Èया आवæयकता थी

कुछ लोग कह सकत ेहɇ ͩक मǑंदर लोगɉ को उनके अतीत से जोड़
भारतीयɉ के पास पहचान का सकंट नहȣं है। आèथा
èवतğंता सघंष[ कȧ बात करɅ तो उसने इन तमाम पहचानɉ को एक सğू मɅ बाधंने का काम ͩकया और हममɅ नागǐर
कȧ साझा भावना पदैा कȧ। गांधी का राम राÏय भारत के इसी ͪवचार पर आधाǐरत था। िजस राम राÏय के ͧलए एक 
भåय राम मǑंदर कȧ आवæयकता हो वह अपने आप मɅ बहुत सीͧमत अवधारणा वाला राम राÏय होगा। महा×मा गांधी के 
नेत×ृव मɅ देश कȧ आजादȣ के ͧलए लडऩे वालɉ को
हȣ तराजू पर तौलना वसैा हȣ है जैस ेआजादȣ कȧ लड़ाई को एक Ǒहसंक और अæलȣल झड़प के समक¢ बताना।

इसमɅ दो राय नहȣं ͩक इǓतहास दोबारा ͧलखा जा रहा है। परंत ुइरादा यहȣ है हमɅ उस ǓनयǓत से बहुत दरू ले जाया जाए 
जो 14-15 अगèत 1947 कȧ मÚय राǒğ को सभंव नजर आ रहȣ थी। ͩफलहाल घटनाĐम िजस तरह घट रहा है
भारत के बǓुनयादȣ ͪवचार का ıास होता नजर आ रहा है।

                                                                                                    

बेǑटयɉ का हक और समाज

मोǓनका शमा[ 

ͪपछले Ǒदनɉ आए उÍचतम Ûयायालय के ऐǓतहाͧसक फैसले के मतुाǒबक अब बटेɉ कȧ तरह बेǑटया ंभी जÛम के साथ 
पतैकृ सपंͪƣ मɅ बराबरȣ कȧ हकदार हɉगीं। गौरतलब है ͩक इस ͪवषय मɅ 
बनाया गया था। अब सĤुीम कोट[ ने इस मामले मɅ åयवèथा दȣ है ͩक पहल ेके मामल ेमɅ भी यह काननू लाग ूहोगा। 
इसका सीधा अथ[ यह है ͩक सवȾÍच अदालत ने अपने फैसले के माÚयम से इस काननू मɅ मौजूद इस ͪवरोधाभास को 
ख×म कर èपçट कर Ǒदया है ͩक नौ ͧसतंबर 
बेटɉ के बराबर Ǒहèसदेारȣ ͧमलेगी। यह Ĥावधान अब वधैाǓनक Ǿप से बेǑटयɉ के जÛम के समय से हȣ उÛहɅ सपंͪƣ मɅ बेटɉ 
के समान अͬधकारɉ को माÛयता देता है। इसͧलए यह èपçट होना चाǑहए ͩक पतैकृ सपंͪƣ पाने
दोनɉ को जÛम से हȣ उƣराͬधकारȣ बनने का अͬधकार Ĥदान ͩकया गया है।

सवȾÍच अदालत का यह Ǔनण[य मǑहलाओं के ĤǓत लɇͬ गक भेदभाव कȧ मौजदूगी वाले हमारे समाज मɅ बड़ा बदलाव लाने 
वाला साǒबत होगा। अͬधकतर पǐरवारɉ मɅ आज भी आͬथ[क मोचȶ पर मǑहलाएं अपनɉ पर Ǔनभ[र हɇ। ऐसे सामािजक ढाचं े
मɅ यह ÛयाǓयक Ǔनण[य आधी आबादȣ के ͧलए समानता
यह एक कटु स×य है ͩक अपनɉ के ͧलए हर पǐरèथǓत मɅ èनेह और सबंल कȧ बǓुनयाद बनने वालȣ बǑेटयां हमेशा एक 
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Ĥधानमğंी मोदȣ ने राम मǑंदर Ǔनमा[ण के आदंोलन कȧ तलुना देश कȧ आजादȣ कȧ लड़ाई से कȧ। यह राम और आजादȣ 
कȧ लड़ाई दोनɉ कȧ अवमानना करने के समान है। जब उÛहɉने कहा ͩक राम हमशेा भÈतɉ के Ǒदलɉ मɅ Ǔनवास करत ेहɇ तो 
वह सहȣ थे लेͩकन तब राम को एक मानव Ǔनͧम[त मǑंदर कȧ Èया आवæयकता थी? 

कुछ लोग कह सकत ेहɇ ͩक मǑंदर लोगɉ को उनके अतीत से जोड़ता है। वह एक Ǔनरंतरता, एक पहचान देता है। लेͩकन 
भारतीयɉ के पास पहचान का सकंट नहȣं है। आèथा, जातीयता, भाषा और सèंकृǓत के मामले मɅ यहां अनेक पहचान हɇ। 
èवतğंता सघंष[ कȧ बात करɅ तो उसने इन तमाम पहचानɉ को एक सğू मɅ बाधंने का काम ͩकया और हममɅ नागǐर
कȧ साझा भावना पदैा कȧ। गांधी का राम राÏय भारत के इसी ͪवचार पर आधाǐरत था। िजस राम राÏय के ͧलए एक 
भåय राम मǑंदर कȧ आवæयकता हो वह अपने आप मɅ बहुत सीͧमत अवधारणा वाला राम राÏय होगा। महा×मा गांधी के 
नेत×ृव मɅ देश कȧ आजादȣ के ͧलए लडऩे वालɉ को, बाबरȣ मिèजद ढहाने का आपराͬधक कृ×य करने वालɉ के साथ एक 
हȣ तराजू पर तौलना वसैा हȣ है जैस ेआजादȣ कȧ लड़ाई को एक Ǒहसंक और अæलȣल झड़प के समक¢ बताना।

इसमɅ दो राय नहȣं ͩक इǓतहास दोबारा ͧलखा जा रहा है। परंत ुइरादा यहȣ है हमɅ उस ǓनयǓत से बहुत दरू ले जाया जाए 
कȧ मÚय राǒğ को सभंव नजर आ रहȣ थी। ͩफलहाल घटनाĐम िजस तरह घट रहा है

भारत के बǓुनयादȣ ͪवचार का ıास होता नजर आ रहा है। 

                                                                                                   

बेǑटयɉ का हक और समाज 

ͪपछले Ǒदनɉ आए उÍचतम Ûयायालय के ऐǓतहाͧसक फैसले के मतुाǒबक अब बटेɉ कȧ तरह बेǑटया ंभी जÛम के साथ 
पतैकृ सपंͪƣ मɅ बराबरȣ कȧ हकदार हɉगीं। गौरतलब है ͩक इस ͪवषय मɅ 2005 मɅ Ǒहदं ूउƣराͬधकार सशंोधन अͬधǓनयम 

गया था। अब सĤुीम कोट[ ने इस मामले मɅ åयवèथा दȣ है ͩक पहल ेके मामल ेमɅ भी यह काननू लाग ूहोगा। 
इसका सीधा अथ[ यह है ͩक सवȾÍच अदालत ने अपने फैसले के माÚयम से इस काननू मɅ मौजूद इस ͪवरोधाभास को 
ख×म कर èपçट कर Ǒदया है ͩक नौ ͧसतंबर 2005 स ेपहले अगर ͪपता कȧ म×ृयु हो गई हो तो भी बेǑटयɉ को सपंͪƣ मɅ 
बेटɉ के बराबर Ǒहèसदेारȣ ͧमलेगी। यह Ĥावधान अब वधैाǓनक Ǿप से बेǑटयɉ के जÛम के समय से हȣ उÛहɅ सपंͪƣ मɅ बेटɉ 
के समान अͬधकारɉ को माÛयता देता है। इसͧलए यह èपçट होना चाǑहए ͩक पतैकृ सपंͪƣ पाने
दोनɉ को जÛम से हȣ उƣराͬधकारȣ बनने का अͬधकार Ĥदान ͩकया गया है। 

सवȾÍच अदालत का यह Ǔनण[य मǑहलाओं के ĤǓत लɇͬ गक भेदभाव कȧ मौजदूगी वाले हमारे समाज मɅ बड़ा बदलाव लाने 
वाला साǒबत होगा। अͬधकतर पǐरवारɉ मɅ आज भी आͬथ[क मोचȶ पर मǑहलाएं अपनɉ पर Ǔनभ[र हɇ। ऐसे सामािजक ढाचं े
मɅ यह ÛयाǓयक Ǔनण[य आधी आबादȣ के ͧलए समानता और आͬथ[क सरु¢ा को पÉुता करने कȧ ओर एक बड़ा कदम है। 
यह एक कटु स×य है ͩक अपनɉ के ͧलए हर पǐरèथǓत मɅ èनेह और सबंल कȧ बǓुनयाद बनने वालȣ बǑेटयां हमेशा एक 
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कȧ। यह राम और आजादȣ 
कȧ लड़ाई दोनɉ कȧ अवमानना करने के समान है। जब उÛहɉने कहा ͩक राम हमशेा भÈतɉ के Ǒदलɉ मɅ Ǔनवास करत ेहɇ तो 

एक पहचान देता है। लेͩकन 
भाषा और सèंकृǓत के मामले मɅ यहां अनेक पहचान हɇ। 

èवतğंता सघंष[ कȧ बात करɅ तो उसने इन तमाम पहचानɉ को एक सğू मɅ बाधंने का काम ͩकया और हममɅ नागǐरकता 
कȧ साझा भावना पदैा कȧ। गांधी का राम राÏय भारत के इसी ͪवचार पर आधाǐरत था। िजस राम राÏय के ͧलए एक 
भåय राम मǑंदर कȧ आवæयकता हो वह अपने आप मɅ बहुत सीͧमत अवधारणा वाला राम राÏय होगा। महा×मा गांधी के 

मिèजद ढहाने का आपराͬधक कृ×य करने वालɉ के साथ एक 
हȣ तराजू पर तौलना वसैा हȣ है जैस ेआजादȣ कȧ लड़ाई को एक Ǒहसंक और अæलȣल झड़प के समक¢ बताना। 

इसमɅ दो राय नहȣं ͩक इǓतहास दोबारा ͧलखा जा रहा है। परंत ुइरादा यहȣ है हमɅ उस ǓनयǓत से बहुत दरू ले जाया जाए 
कȧ मÚय राǒğ को सभंव नजर आ रहȣ थी। ͩफलहाल घटनाĐम िजस तरह घट रहा है, उसमɅ 

 

                                                                                                   Date:18-08-20 

ͪपछले Ǒदनɉ आए उÍचतम Ûयायालय के ऐǓतहाͧसक फैसले के मतुाǒबक अब बटेɉ कȧ तरह बेǑटया ंभी जÛम के साथ 
मɅ Ǒहदं ूउƣराͬधकार सशंोधन अͬधǓनयम 

गया था। अब सĤुीम कोट[ ने इस मामले मɅ åयवèथा दȣ है ͩक पहल ेके मामल ेमɅ भी यह काननू लाग ूहोगा। 
इसका सीधा अथ[ यह है ͩक सवȾÍच अदालत ने अपने फैसले के माÚयम से इस काननू मɅ मौजूद इस ͪवरोधाभास को 

ͪपता कȧ म×ृयु हो गई हो तो भी बेǑटयɉ को सपंͪƣ मɅ 
बेटɉ के बराबर Ǒहèसदेारȣ ͧमलेगी। यह Ĥावधान अब वधैाǓनक Ǿप से बेǑटयɉ के जÛम के समय से हȣ उÛहɅ सपंͪƣ मɅ बेटɉ 
के समान अͬधकारɉ को माÛयता देता है। इसͧलए यह èपçट होना चाǑहए ͩक पतैकृ सपंͪƣ पाने वाल ेबेटɉ और बेǑटयɉ 

सवȾÍच अदालत का यह Ǔनण[य मǑहलाओं के ĤǓत लɇͬ गक भेदभाव कȧ मौजदूगी वाले हमारे समाज मɅ बड़ा बदलाव लाने 
वाला साǒबत होगा। अͬधकतर पǐरवारɉ मɅ आज भी आͬथ[क मोचȶ पर मǑहलाएं अपनɉ पर Ǔनभ[र हɇ। ऐसे सामािजक ढाचं े

और आͬथ[क सरु¢ा को पÉुता करने कȧ ओर एक बड़ा कदम है। 
यह एक कटु स×य है ͩक अपनɉ के ͧलए हर पǐरèथǓत मɅ èनेह और सबंल कȧ बǓुनयाद बनने वालȣ बǑेटयां हमेशा एक 
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परायेपन के भाव को जीती रहȣ हɇ। इतना हȣ नहȣं, शादȣ के बाद उनके Ǒहèस ेआने वाले कई समझौत ेऔर शोषण के 
हालात कȧ एक अहम वजह उनके पास कोई सपंͪƣ या आͬथ[क सबंल नहȣं होना रहा है। इसके चलत े‘औरतɉ का अपना 
कोई घर नहȣं होता’ जैसी बातɅ ͩकèस-ेकहाǓनयɉ मɅ हȣ नहȣं, असल िजदंगी मɅ भी देखन-ेसनुने को ͧमलती रहȣ ंहɇ। संͪ वधान 
ɮवारा Ǒदए गए समान नागǐरक अͬधकारɉ के बावजदू इस मामले मɅ अͬधकारहȣन और अपनɉ पर Ǔनभ[र रहना जाने 
ͩकतनी हȣ मǑहलाओं को असहनीय पǐरèथǓतयɉ मɅ जीने को ͪववश करता रहा है। ऐसे मɅ बǑेटयɉ के ͧलए समानता के 
पǐरवेश और आͬथ[क Ǿप से सशÈत बनने कȧ सोच कȧ शǽुआत अपने हȣ आंगन से हो, इसस ेअÍछा Èया हो सकता है? 
यकȧनन सपंͪƣ मɅ अͬधकार ͧमलना इस Ǒदशा मɅ पहला बड़ा है। 

हमारे पाǐरवाǐरक ढांच ेमɅ बǑेटयɉ को लकेर एक परंपरागत सोच हावी रहȣ है। इसके चलत ेउनके साथ ͩकया जाने वाला 
åयवहार भी कहȣ ंन कहȣ ंएक तयशदुा भाव के अनसुार हȣ ͩकया गया। अफसोस ͩक अपने हȣ घर मɅ पनप ेऔर पोͪषत 
हुए ऐसे ͪवचार और बता[व ने उनके जीवन के हर पहल ू पर असमानता और Ĥताड़ना कȧ िèथǓतयां पदैा कर दȣं। 
नतीजतन आधी आबादȣ के साथ दोयम दजȶ का åयवहार हर मोचȶ पर देखने को ͧमल रहा है। जÛम लेने के मानवीय हक 
से लेकर ͧश¢ा पाने के अͬधकार तक गरै-बराबरȣ के हालात बन गए। इस भदेभाव के कारण कई कुरȣǓतयɉ और ǾǑढ़यɉ 
का बोझ भी उनके हȣ Ǒहèसे आया। ऐसी प¢पाती सोच का हȣ नतीजा है ͩक कई घरɉ मɅ मǑहलाओ ंकȧ राय और 
भागीदारȣ का कोई अथ[ नहȣ ंरहता। 

मǑहला हो या पǽुष, घर-पǐरवार चलाने मɅ दोनɉ कȧ अहम भूͧ मका होती है। लेͩकन मǑहलाओं कȧ भागीदारȣ को न तो 
सराहा जाता है और न हȣ सàमान Ǒदया जाता है। यह फक[  उस भेदभाव भरȣ सोच के चलत ेहȣ बना है िजसमɅ उÛहɅ 
अपने हȣ घर मɅ हकदार नहȣं माना गया। आͬथ[क Ǿप से आ×मǓनभ[र न होने के कारण अपनी पसदं-नापसदं बताने-चुनने 
के मामल ेमɅ उÛहɅ अकसर आने कदम पीछे लेने पड़ जाते हɇ। ऐसे मɅ åयापक Ǿप से देखा जाए तो सĤुीम कोट[ के इस 
फैसले से मǑहलाएं मजबतू हɉगी। भारतीय सामािजक पǐरवेश मɅ पतैकृ सपंͪƣ मɅ हक Ǒदलाने वाले इस फैसले के दरूगामी 
पǐरणाम बǑेटयɉ को मन-जीवन से जुड़ ेहर मोचȶ पर सशÈत बनाने वाले साǒबत हɉगɅ। 

समानता के ǒबना सàमान और सहजता दोनɉ हȣ मोचɟ पर कुछ कमी-सी रहती है। हमारे समाज मɅ मǑहलाओं के साथ 
होने वाला भेदभाव हȣ उनके जीवन स ेबहुत कुछ कम हो जाने कȧ बड़ी वजह है। Ǔनèसदेंह, अपने हȣ घर सपंͪƣ का हक 
न पा सकना उनके जीवन मɅ आन ेवाल ेहर अधूरेपन कȧ शǽुआती कड़ी माना जा सकता है। यहȣ वजह है ͩक लबंे समय 
से मǑहलाओं के सपंͪƣ के अͬधकार को लेकर काननू मɅ बदलाव कȧ बात होती रहȣ है। समाज का जागǾक वग[ भी बेǑटयɉ 
को पæुतनैी जायदाद मɅ उनका हक Ǒदए जाने कȧ चचा[ काफȧ समय से करता रहा है। इसी के चलते समय-समय पर 
इससे सबंंͬ धत काननू मɅ बदलाव और सशंोधन हुए भी हɇ। लेͩ कन बेǑटयɉ के ͧलए पतैकृ सपंͪƣ के समान उƣराͬधकार के 
मामल ेमɅ कई उलझनɅ बनी हुɃ थीं। 

सखुद है ͩक काननूी हȣ नहȣं, मानवीय मोचȶ पर भी यह एक सराहनीय फैसला है। बराबरȣ के इस हक के ǒबना अपने 
आगंन से मन स ेजुड़ाव रखने वालȣ बǑेटयां जीवन मɅ अलग-थलग सी पड़ जाती ंथीं। यहȣ कारण रहा ͩक इस फैसले को 
सनुात े हुए Ûयायालय ने ǑटÜपणी कȧ ͩक ‘बǑेटयɉ को बेटɉ के समान अͬधकार Ǒदया जाना चाǑहए। बेटȣ जीवन भर एक 
Üयार करने वालȣ बेटȣ बनी रहती है, भले हȣ उसके ͪपता जीͪवत हɉ या नहȣं।’ साथ यह भी कहा गया ͩक ‘एक बार एक 
बेटȣ हमेशा एक बेटȣ .. बेटा तब तक बेटा होता है, जब तक उसकȧ शादȣ नहȣं हो जाती। इसीͧलए बेǑटयɉ को भी बेटे कȧ 
तरह सपंͪƣ के बटंवारे मɅ बराबर Ǒहèसा Ǒदया जाना चाǑहए।’ यह जǾरȣ भी है, Èयɉͩक यह केवल आͬथ[क िèथǓत कȧ 



 
बेहतरȣ से जुड़ा मसला नहȣ ंहै। यह ͪववाǑहत बǑेटयɉ को पतैकृ धन Ǒदए जाने भर कȧ बात नहȣं है
उनके èवतğं अिèत×व को èवीकाय[ता देने कȧ बात है। अÈसर देखने मɅ आता है ͩक माता
बाद अͪववाǑहत बेǑटयɉ का अपने हȣ घर मɅ जीना दभूर हो जाता है। कोई बटेȣ ͪवधवा हो जाए या शादȣशदुा जीवन मɅ 
अलगाव के हालात बनɅ, तो भी वह अपने घर नहȣं लौट पाती। हमारे यहां परंपरागत Ǿप से शादȣ बाद बेǑटयɉ को पǐरवार 
का सदèय नहȣं माना जाता। अब जब वे जÛम के साथ हȣ ͪपता कȧ पतैकृ सपंͪƣ कȧ अͬध
के ĤǓतकूल हालात मɅ यह पæुतनैी जायदाद उनके ͧलए मददगार साǒबत हो सकेगी। मǑहलाए ंͧसफ[  इसͧलए शोषण और 
Ĥताड़ना झेलने को मजबरू नहȣं होगी ͩक उनके पास गजुारे के ͧलए कोई सहारा नहȣं

ͧशͯ¢त, सजग और सशÈत बǑेटयां ͩकसी भी राçĚ का वत[मान और भͪवçय सǺुढ़ बनाती हɇ। मायके
जाने वालȣ लाडͧलयां समĒ समाज मɅ सवंेदनाओं और सहअिèत×व को पोͪषत करती हɇ। आज तो हर ¢ेğ मɅ बेǑटयां बेटɉ 
के बराबर अपनी भागीदारȣ पÉुता कर रहȣ हɇ। माता
मसल ेमɅ बधंी-बधंाई लȣक पर चलने वालȣ भारतीय समाज कȧ यह मनमानी वाकई तकलȣफदेह थी। सखुद है ͩक ऐस े
काननूी फैसलɉ से उनके अͬधकारɉ से जुड़ी जǑटलताएं दरू हो रहȣ हɇ। इस तरह के फैसलɉ का असर सामािजक
सोच कȧ Ǒदशा तय करने मɅ भी महǂवपणू[ भूͧ मका Ǔनभाएगा। पæुतनैी सपंͪƣ के बटंवारे स ेजुड़ा यह ताजा ÛयाǓयक फैसला 
िèğयɉ के जीवन के ͧलए दंश बनी लɇͬ गक असमानता के हर प¢ पर सकारा×मक असर डालेगा
हमारे समाज-पǐरवार मɅ ͪवचार और åयवहार के

                                                                                                       

ͪववादɉ मɅ फेसबुक 

संपादकȧय 

सोशल मीͫडया के िजस मचं को दǓुनया भर मɅ अͧभåयिÈत कȧ आजादȣ का सबस ेब
‘फेसबकु’ पर इन Ǒदनɉ जसैी तोहमतɅ लग रहȣ हɇ
लेͩ कन उतनी हȣ ͬचतंाजनक बात यह भी है ͩक इस कंपनी कȧ एक वǐरçठ अͬधकारȣ को धमकाने कȧ कोͧशश कȧ गई है। 
फेसबकु कȧ ¢ेğीय पिÞलक पॉͧलसी डायरेÈटर अखंी दास ने Ǒदãलȣ पुͧ लस मɅ इस बाबत ͧशकायत दज[ कराई है। ͪवडबंना 
देͨखए, िजस नफरती Ĥवृͪ ƣ के ͨखलाफ कͬथत नरमी बरतने के आरोपɉ पर फेसबकु को सफाई देनी पड़ रहȣ है
अͬधकारȣ अब दसूरȣ तरफ के असǑहçणु लोगɉ के Ǔनशाने पर हɇ। द
खबर छापी थी ͩक फेसबकु कंपनी भारत मɅ प¢पाती भूͧ मका अपना रहȣ है और सƣाधारȣ नेताओ ंकȧ घोर सांĤदाǓयक 
ǑटÜपͨणयɉ को भी ĤǓतबंͬ धत नहȣं कर रहȣ। जाǑहर है
छोड़ना चाहता। 
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बेहतरȣ से जुड़ा मसला नहȣ ंहै। यह ͪववाǑहत बǑेटयɉ को पतैकृ धन Ǒदए जाने भर कȧ बात नहȣं है
उनके èवतğं अिèत×व को èवीकाय[ता देने कȧ बात है। अÈसर देखने मɅ आता है ͩक माता-ͪपता के दǓुनया से जाने के 

घर मɅ जीना दभूर हो जाता है। कोई बटेȣ ͪवधवा हो जाए या शादȣशदुा जीवन मɅ 
तो भी वह अपने घर नहȣं लौट पाती। हमारे यहां परंपरागत Ǿप से शादȣ बाद बेǑटयɉ को पǐरवार 

का सदèय नहȣं माना जाता। अब जब वे जÛम के साथ हȣ ͪपता कȧ पतैकृ सपंͪƣ कȧ अͬधकारȣ मानी जाएगंी
के ĤǓतकूल हालात मɅ यह पæुतनैी जायदाद उनके ͧलए मददगार साǒबत हो सकेगी। मǑहलाए ंͧसफ[  इसͧलए शोषण और 
Ĥताड़ना झेलने को मजबरू नहȣं होगी ͩक उनके पास गजुारे के ͧलए कोई सहारा नहȣं, रहने के ͧलए कोई घर नहȣं होता।

बǑेटयां ͩकसी भी राçĚ का वत[मान और भͪवçय सǺुढ़ बनाती हɇ। मायके
जाने वालȣ लाडͧलयां समĒ समाज मɅ सवंेदनाओं और सहअिèत×व को पोͪषत करती हɇ। आज तो हर ¢ेğ मɅ बेǑटयां बेटɉ 
के बराबर अपनी भागीदारȣ पÉुता कर रहȣ हɇ। माता-ͪपता का सहारा भी बनती हɇ। बावजूद इसके सपंͪƣ के बटंवारे के 

बधंाई लȣक पर चलने वालȣ भारतीय समाज कȧ यह मनमानी वाकई तकलȣफदेह थी। सखुद है ͩक ऐस े
काननूी फैसलɉ से उनके अͬधकारɉ से जुड़ी जǑटलताएं दरू हो रहȣ हɇ। इस तरह के फैसलɉ का असर सामािजक

Ǒदशा तय करने मɅ भी महǂवपणू[ भूͧ मका Ǔनभाएगा। पæुतनैी सपंͪƣ के बटंवारे स ेजुड़ा यह ताजा ÛयाǓयक फैसला 
िèğयɉ के जीवन के ͧलए दंश बनी लɇͬ गक असमानता के हर प¢ पर सकारा×मक असर डालेगा

पǐरवार मɅ ͪवचार और åयवहार के èतर पर मौजूद कई दोहरे मानक टूटɅगे। 

                                                                                                      

सोशल मीͫडया के िजस मचं को दǓुनया भर मɅ अͧभåयिÈत कȧ आजादȣ का सबस ेबड़ा अलबंरदार माना जाता रहा है
पर इन Ǒदनɉ जसैी तोहमतɅ लग रहȣ हɇ, व ेयकȧनन èवतğं अͧभåयिÈत के परैोकारɉ को Ǔनराश करने वालȣ हɇ। 

लेͩ कन उतनी हȣ ͬचतंाजनक बात यह भी है ͩक इस कंपनी कȧ एक वǐरçठ अͬधकारȣ को धमकाने कȧ कोͧशश कȧ गई है। 
ğीय पिÞलक पॉͧलसी डायरेÈटर अखंी दास ने Ǒदãलȣ पुͧ लस मɅ इस बाबत ͧशकायत दज[ कराई है। ͪवडबंना 

िजस नफरती Ĥवृͪ ƣ के ͨखलाफ कͬथत नरमी बरतने के आरोपɉ पर फेसबकु को सफाई देनी पड़ रहȣ है
अͬधकारȣ अब दसूरȣ तरफ के असǑहçणु लोगɉ के Ǔनशाने पर हɇ। दरअसल, ͪपछले Ǒदनɉ एक बड़ ेअमेǐरकȧ अखबार न े
खबर छापी थी ͩक फेसबकु कंपनी भारत मɅ प¢पाती भूͧ मका अपना रहȣ है और सƣाधारȣ नेताओ ंकȧ घोर सांĤदाǓयक 
ǑटÜपͨणयɉ को भी ĤǓतबंͬ धत नहȣं कर रहȣ। जाǑहर है, ͪवप¢ को एक मौका हाथ लग गया है और वह इसे यू ंहȣ नहȣं 
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बेहतरȣ से जुड़ा मसला नहȣ ंहै। यह ͪववाǑहत बǑेटयɉ को पतैकृ धन Ǒदए जाने भर कȧ बात नहȣं है, बिãक सहȣ मायने मɅ 
ͪपता के दǓुनया से जाने के 

घर मɅ जीना दभूर हो जाता है। कोई बटेȣ ͪवधवा हो जाए या शादȣशदुा जीवन मɅ 
तो भी वह अपने घर नहȣं लौट पाती। हमारे यहां परंपरागत Ǿप से शादȣ बाद बेǑटयɉ को पǐरवार 

कारȣ मानी जाएगंी, तो जीवन 
के ĤǓतकूल हालात मɅ यह पæुतनैी जायदाद उनके ͧलए मददगार साǒबत हो सकेगी। मǑहलाए ंͧसफ[  इसͧलए शोषण और 

रहने के ͧलए कोई घर नहȣं होता। 

बǑेटयां ͩकसी भी राçĚ का वत[मान और भͪवçय सǺुढ़ बनाती हɇ। मायके-ससरुाल का पलु कहȣ 
जाने वालȣ लाडͧलयां समĒ समाज मɅ सवंेदनाओं और सहअिèत×व को पोͪषत करती हɇ। आज तो हर ¢ेğ मɅ बेǑटयां बेटɉ 

रा भी बनती हɇ। बावजूद इसके सपंͪƣ के बटंवारे के 
बधंाई लȣक पर चलने वालȣ भारतीय समाज कȧ यह मनमानी वाकई तकलȣफदेह थी। सखुद है ͩक ऐस े

काननूी फैसलɉ से उनके अͬधकारɉ से जुड़ी जǑटलताएं दरू हो रहȣ हɇ। इस तरह के फैसलɉ का असर सामािजक-पाǐरवाǐरक 
Ǒदशा तय करने मɅ भी महǂवपणू[ भूͧ मका Ǔनभाएगा। पæुतनैी सपंͪƣ के बटंवारे स ेजुड़ा यह ताजा ÛयाǓयक फैसला 

िèğयɉ के जीवन के ͧलए दंश बनी लɇͬ गक असमानता के हर प¢ पर सकारा×मक असर डालेगा, िजससे बǑेटयɉ के ĤǓत 
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ड़ा अलबंरदार माना जाता रहा है, उस 
व ेयकȧनन èवतğं अͧभåयिÈत के परैोकारɉ को Ǔनराश करने वालȣ हɇ। 

लेͩ कन उतनी हȣ ͬचतंाजनक बात यह भी है ͩक इस कंपनी कȧ एक वǐरçठ अͬधकारȣ को धमकाने कȧ कोͧशश कȧ गई है। 
ğीय पिÞलक पॉͧलसी डायरेÈटर अखंी दास ने Ǒदãलȣ पुͧ लस मɅ इस बाबत ͧशकायत दज[ कराई है। ͪवडबंना 

िजस नफरती Ĥवृͪ ƣ के ͨखलाफ कͬथत नरमी बरतने के आरोपɉ पर फेसबकु को सफाई देनी पड़ रहȣ है, उसकȧ 
ͪपछले Ǒदनɉ एक बड़ ेअमेǐरकȧ अखबार न े

खबर छापी थी ͩक फेसबकु कंपनी भारत मɅ प¢पाती भूͧ मका अपना रहȣ है और सƣाधारȣ नेताओ ंकȧ घोर सांĤदाǓयक 
ͪवप¢ को एक मौका हाथ लग गया है और वह इसे यू ंहȣ नहȣं 
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‘हेट èपीच’ और नकुसानदेह सामͬĒयɉ के ͨखलाफ फेसबकु मɅ बाकायदा एक बड़ा ͪवभाग है और उसका काम हȣ है ऐसी 
सामͬĒयɉ कȧ Ǔनगरानी करना और उÛहɅ Ĥकाͧशत-Ĥसाǐरत होने से रोकना, जो न ͧसफ[  नèलȣय घणृा, साĤंदाǓयक ͪवɮवेष 
को बढ़ावा देने वालȣ हɉ, बिãक जो मानव èवाèØय को ͩकसी भी Ǿप मɅ नकुसान पहंुचान ेवालȣ हɉ। मौजदूा कोरोना काल 
मɅ हमने देखा और महससू भी ͩकया ͩक इसके इलाज के तरह-तरह के टोटकɉ और फजȸ तजवीजɉ के ͨखलाफ फेसबकु न े
त×परता से कदम उठाया। इसमɅ कोई दोराय नहȣं ͩक यह बेहद मिुæकल काम है, Èयɉͩक दǓुनया भर मɅ हर सेकंड छह नए 
यजूर इस माÚयम स ेजुड़ रहे हɇ और रोजाना लाखɉ तèवीरɅ व ǑटÜपͨणया ंइस पर पोèट कȧ जा रहȣ हɇ। ऐसे मɅ, इस 
माÚयम कȧ बǓुनयादȣ खूबी कȧ र¢ा करते हुए इसके दǽुपयोग को रोकना एक बहुत बड़ी चुनौती है। कंपनी न ेĤकारांतर स े
èवीकार भी ͩकया है ͩक उसे अभी इस Ǒदशा मɅ काम करने कȧ जǾरत है। 

लेͩ कन फेसबकु एक कारोबारȣ कंपनी है और åयावसाǓयक Ǒहत-अǑहत से सचंाͧलत उसकȧ नीǓतयां तभी तक माÛय हɇ, जब 
तक उसकȧ पहंुच वाले देशɉ के आंतǐरक मामलɉ मɅ वे कोई बाधा नहȣं खड़ी करतीं। भारत मɅ जो ताजा ͪववाद खड़ा हुआ 
है, वह राजनीǓतक प¢धरता से जुड़ा है, इसीͧलए इसे गभंीरता स ेͧलया जा रहा है। हालांͩक, फेसबकु न ेअपनी सफाई 
पेश कȧ है ͩक उसकȧ नीǓतयां तटèथता पर आधाǐरत हɇ और वे ͩकसी देश कȧ ͩकसी पाटȹ स ेĤभाͪवत नहȣं हɇ। लेͩकन 
दयुȾग से कई अÛय देशɉ मɅ ऐसे हȣ आरोप उस पर पहले भी लग चुके हɇ। तकुȽ मɅ तो इस पर ĤǓतबधं लगाने के ͧलए 
सांसद बाकायदा एक काननूी मसौदा तयैार कर रहे हɇ। हमारे यहां फेसबकु यजूस[ कȧ सÉंया 34 करोड़ स ेभी अͬधक है। 
इतने बड़ ेबाजार को कंपनी नजरअदंाज नहȣं कर सकती, Èयɉͩक ͩकसी भी कंपनी कȧ तरÈकȧ मɅ साख का बड़ा योगदान 
होता है। बहरहाल, हमɅ यह तो देखना हȣ पडे

़
गा ͩक कोई[ भी बाहरȣ त×व हमारȣ लोकतांǒğक ĤͩĐया को ͩकसी Ǿप मɅ 

Ĥभाͪवत न करने पाए। अपनी सरु¢ा के मɮदेनजर हमने चीन के दज[नɉ एप को अभी हाल मɅ हȣ ĤǓतबंͬ धत ͩकया है, तो 
फेसबकु और ɪͪवटर जैस ेजन-Ĥभावशालȣ माÚयमɉ पर भी हमɅ हर पल नजर रखनी होगी। 

 

  

 


