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No Question Hour ? 

Parliament’s relevance stems from asking tough questions of government 

TOI Editorials 

Government has found itself in a needless controversy after key opposition parties have spoken out 
against the scrapping of question hour during the forthcoming Parliament session. Unstarred questions 
can be submitted by MPs for which they will get written answers. But starred or oral questions during 
question hour which allowed MPs to ask supplementary questions to ministers won’t happen this 
session. The decision has understandably irked many opposition MPs who use question hour to extract 
information from government, interrogate policies, and thereby attempt to corner the minister 
concerned. 

Question hour thus gives expression and meaning to executive accountability to legislature. Convening a 
session merely for securing legislative sanction of government business is a dwarfing of Parliament’s 
role. Its two houses enjoy a privileged position as the voice of the people and states in India’s federal 
democratic setup. Government’s claim of securing consent from most parties isn’t borne out by the 
opposition voices strongly protesting the decision. Another contention that some state assemblies 
scrapped their question hour during the pandemic is incredible. Parliament should be an exemplar for 
assemblies and elected civic bodies, not the other way round. 

In the current situation, MPs will have many questions on the massive shrinking of the Indian economy 
and the relentless surge of the Covid pandemic. The government handling of the twin crises, both 
inextricably connected now, leaves much to be desired. States, speaking through Rajya Sabha, may have 
questions on the GST compensation imbroglio. Scrapping question hour in this situation gives grist to the 
opposition contention of government running away from scrutiny. 

Various options for social distancing can be attempted – like reserving each day for select ministries to 
prevent crowding by officials seeking to help their ministers. The moot point is that Parliament is 
convening for several hours in an enclosed space despite the risk of infection. So doing away with integral 
elements of a Parliament sitting – like question hour – and denying MPs their rights make little sense. 
Consider this. The last monsoon session saw 313 starred questions answered orally and 1,125 
supplementary questions. In fact, only a small fraction of MPs posing starred questions get oral replies, 
often cited as reason for a longer question hour. Arguably, Parliament will still be able to debate and 
discuss issues without question hour through various motions. But the scrutiny accorded by question 
hour is at a different level. Reinstate it while there is still time. 

 

 

 



 

Contempt In The Social Media Era

Public commentary on the court is proportionate to its own oversize role in 
governance 

Arghya Sengupta, [ The writer is Research Director; Vidhi Centre for Legal Policy.

expression of opinion. It is the sort of opinion that is commonly expressed about the now
judgment handed down by four judges of the SC in the ADM Jabalpur case reinforcing the Emergency. 
Such an opinion about the case became standard
redeemed themselves significantly over this time. For the court today to usurp the role of time and hold 
Bhushan’s expression of opinion to be contemptuous, no matter how disagreeable it may seem, is 
unfortunate. 

However Bhushan’s first tweet conflating the CJI riding an expensive bike with the closure of the courts 
during the lockdown is not an expression of opinion 
in its judgment, the Chief Justice did not keep the court in lockdown, th
during this time, courts continued functioning, albeit in a limited way through videoconferencing. In any 
event, what the Chief Justice does during the summer vacation of the court is his own business. Drawing a 
correlation between his personal activities and the claimed closure of the court cannot be constructive or 
bona fide criticism. 

In cases such as these, the question is not simply whether it amounts to contempt of court. More often 
than not, it technically does. Instead, the question is whether the court ought to initiate contempt 
proceedings or not. The history of contempt cases demonstrates that judicial discretion is often the better 
part of valour. In a case pertaining to communist stalwart Biman Bose, the Calcutt
convict him of contempt on technical grounds, despite his derogatory remarks against activist judges; the 
Allahabad HC dropped contempt charges against Tavleen Singh for having called judges “notoriously 
allergic to any criticism”. Certain members of the Muzaffarnagar Bar described two judges as “thoroughly 
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Contempt In The Social Media Era 

Public commentary on the court is proportionate to its own oversize role in 

Arghya Sengupta, [ The writer is Research Director; Vidhi Centre for Legal Policy.

We live in an age of plentiful speech. The explosion 
of social media has democratised the possibility of 
speech reaching diverse audiences. Prashant 
Bhushan, an avid user of Twitter, has benefited 
immensely from this democratisation. At an earlier 
time, his statements about the Chief Justice of India 
on a motorcycle and destruction of democracy may 
have led to a heated dinner table discussion before 
being forgotten. Today, the sheer power of social 
media and its stranglehold on mainstream legal 
reporting has blown it entirely out of proportion, 
also amplifying the offence caused to the judiciary.

Bhushan’s second tweet on the destruction of 
democracy caused by the Supreme Court and the 
last four Chief Justices is a straightforward 

It is the sort of opinion that is commonly expressed about the now
judgment handed down by four judges of the SC in the ADM Jabalpur case reinforcing the Emergency. 
Such an opinion about the case became standard-form only over time. The under
redeemed themselves significantly over this time. For the court today to usurp the role of time and hold 
Bhushan’s expression of opinion to be contemptuous, no matter how disagreeable it may seem, is 

conflating the CJI riding an expensive bike with the closure of the courts 
during the lockdown is not an expression of opinion – it is a misstatement. As the court has rightly noted 
in its judgment, the Chief Justice did not keep the court in lockdown, the country was in a lockdown. Even 
during this time, courts continued functioning, albeit in a limited way through videoconferencing. In any 
event, what the Chief Justice does during the summer vacation of the court is his own business. Drawing a 

n between his personal activities and the claimed closure of the court cannot be constructive or 

In cases such as these, the question is not simply whether it amounts to contempt of court. More often 
ead, the question is whether the court ought to initiate contempt 

proceedings or not. The history of contempt cases demonstrates that judicial discretion is often the better 
part of valour. In a case pertaining to communist stalwart Biman Bose, the Calcutt
convict him of contempt on technical grounds, despite his derogatory remarks against activist judges; the 
Allahabad HC dropped contempt charges against Tavleen Singh for having called judges “notoriously 

Certain members of the Muzaffarnagar Bar described two judges as “thoroughly 
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Public commentary on the court is proportionate to its own oversize role in 

Arghya Sengupta, [ The writer is Research Director; Vidhi Centre for Legal Policy.] 

We live in an age of plentiful speech. The explosion 
of social media has democratised the possibility of 
speech reaching diverse audiences. Prashant 
Bhushan, an avid user of Twitter, has benefited 
immensely from this democratisation. At an earlier 

, his statements about the Chief Justice of India 
on a motorcycle and destruction of democracy may 
have led to a heated dinner table discussion before 
being forgotten. Today, the sheer power of social 
media and its stranglehold on mainstream legal 

g has blown it entirely out of proportion, 
also amplifying the offence caused to the judiciary. 

Bhushan’s second tweet on the destruction of 
democracy caused by the Supreme Court and the 
last four Chief Justices is a straightforward 

It is the sort of opinion that is commonly expressed about the now-overruled 
judgment handed down by four judges of the SC in the ADM Jabalpur case reinforcing the Emergency. 

form only over time. The under-fire judges also 
redeemed themselves significantly over this time. For the court today to usurp the role of time and hold 
Bhushan’s expression of opinion to be contemptuous, no matter how disagreeable it may seem, is 

conflating the CJI riding an expensive bike with the closure of the courts 
it is a misstatement. As the court has rightly noted 

e country was in a lockdown. Even 
during this time, courts continued functioning, albeit in a limited way through videoconferencing. In any 
event, what the Chief Justice does during the summer vacation of the court is his own business. Drawing a 

n between his personal activities and the claimed closure of the court cannot be constructive or 

In cases such as these, the question is not simply whether it amounts to contempt of court. More often 
ead, the question is whether the court ought to initiate contempt 

proceedings or not. The history of contempt cases demonstrates that judicial discretion is often the better 
part of valour. In a case pertaining to communist stalwart Biman Bose, the Calcutta high court refused to 
convict him of contempt on technical grounds, despite his derogatory remarks against activist judges; the 
Allahabad HC dropped contempt charges against Tavleen Singh for having called judges “notoriously 

Certain members of the Muzaffarnagar Bar described two judges as “thoroughly 



 
incompetent in law” and “overbearing”. Despite finding that contempt was technically committed, the SC 
refused to convict. 

The exercise of such discretion is even more critical in
judges are rife. It is simply not practical for every such abuser to be hauled up for contempt. If some are 
taken up and not others, the court will be accused of cherry picking. Equally, doing nothing cannot 
sustainable long term strategy. 

Caught in this bind between acting to protect its own reputation and restraining itself lest its actions 
become arbitrary and stifle fair comment, courts need to drill down to the root cause of this impasse. 
That is neither Bhushan’s public persona nor the decision of the CJI to sit on a motorcycle.

Public commentary on the court is directly proportionate to the court’s own oversize role in governance 
combined with its messiah-like aura. Governance, unlike law, has no ri
solutions, no final decrees. At the same time, criticism of governance decisions is commonly on the basis 
of preference or ideology, rather than reason. The more the courts move away from the law into general 
administration, the less authoritative and messiah
too will become punching bags for decisions that people may not like.

This trend is being exacerbated by several court commentators celebrating or denigrating 
depending on the result reached. Motives are regularly imputed to delays in listing certain cases and 
prioritising others. That such unprincipled commentary travels far and wide is as much a product of the 
medium as the message. 

Twitter, the intermediary, was let off because the court correctly recognised that it does not have control 
over what users post on their platform and is consequently not liable for it. While this is a fact, it is also a 
deliberate design choice. The core reason for multip
platforms is because no norms of online civility have developed in the absence of any legal mandate for 
platforms to become responsible for content. Imagine if the publisher of a volume of essays, or a 
newspaper, said that it would not be liable for the content they publish. That’s what Twitter said in court 
and got away with. Constructive solutions to increase responsibility of platforms and develop norms of 
online behaviour must be found. 

Ultimately, actions of the court ought to be products of careful reasoning, nuance and subtle judgment. 
They ought to stay above the cacophony of political slanging, partisan debate and remain resistant to 
easy categorisation. So must its commentators. In an age of ple
to speak and when to move on. 

Better to Have the Question Hour

ET Editorials 
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incompetent in law” and “overbearing”. Despite finding that contempt was technically committed, the SC 

The exercise of such discretion is even more critical in the social media age where personal attacks on 
judges are rife. It is simply not practical for every such abuser to be hauled up for contempt. If some are 
taken up and not others, the court will be accused of cherry picking. Equally, doing nothing cannot 

Caught in this bind between acting to protect its own reputation and restraining itself lest its actions 
become arbitrary and stifle fair comment, courts need to drill down to the root cause of this impasse. 

ther Bhushan’s public persona nor the decision of the CJI to sit on a motorcycle.

Public commentary on the court is directly proportionate to the court’s own oversize role in governance 
like aura. Governance, unlike law, has no right answers, no stroke of the pen 

solutions, no final decrees. At the same time, criticism of governance decisions is commonly on the basis 
of preference or ideology, rather than reason. The more the courts move away from the law into general 

n, the less authoritative and messiah-like they will appear. Like politicians as a class, judges 
too will become punching bags for decisions that people may not like. 

This trend is being exacerbated by several court commentators celebrating or denigrating 
depending on the result reached. Motives are regularly imputed to delays in listing certain cases and 
prioritising others. That such unprincipled commentary travels far and wide is as much a product of the 

rmediary, was let off because the court correctly recognised that it does not have control 
over what users post on their platform and is consequently not liable for it. While this is a fact, it is also a 
deliberate design choice. The core reason for multiple users spewing bile about the court on social media 
platforms is because no norms of online civility have developed in the absence of any legal mandate for 
platforms to become responsible for content. Imagine if the publisher of a volume of essays, or a 
newspaper, said that it would not be liable for the content they publish. That’s what Twitter said in court 
and got away with. Constructive solutions to increase responsibility of platforms and develop norms of 

ctions of the court ought to be products of careful reasoning, nuance and subtle judgment. 
They ought to stay above the cacophony of political slanging, partisan debate and remain resistant to 
easy categorisation. So must its commentators. In an age of plentiful speech, it’s important to know when 
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incompetent in law” and “overbearing”. Despite finding that contempt was technically committed, the SC 

the social media age where personal attacks on 
judges are rife. It is simply not practical for every such abuser to be hauled up for contempt. If some are 
taken up and not others, the court will be accused of cherry picking. Equally, doing nothing cannot be a 

Caught in this bind between acting to protect its own reputation and restraining itself lest its actions 
become arbitrary and stifle fair comment, courts need to drill down to the root cause of this impasse. 

ther Bhushan’s public persona nor the decision of the CJI to sit on a motorcycle. 

Public commentary on the court is directly proportionate to the court’s own oversize role in governance 
ght answers, no stroke of the pen 

solutions, no final decrees. At the same time, criticism of governance decisions is commonly on the basis 
of preference or ideology, rather than reason. The more the courts move away from the law into general 

like they will appear. Like politicians as a class, judges 

This trend is being exacerbated by several court commentators celebrating or denigrating the court 
depending on the result reached. Motives are regularly imputed to delays in listing certain cases and 
prioritising others. That such unprincipled commentary travels far and wide is as much a product of the 

rmediary, was let off because the court correctly recognised that it does not have control 
over what users post on their platform and is consequently not liable for it. While this is a fact, it is also a 

le users spewing bile about the court on social media 
platforms is because no norms of online civility have developed in the absence of any legal mandate for 
platforms to become responsible for content. Imagine if the publisher of a volume of essays, or a 
newspaper, said that it would not be liable for the content they publish. That’s what Twitter said in court 
and got away with. Constructive solutions to increase responsibility of platforms and develop norms of 
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The scrapping of the Question Hour will not quite kill democracy, but it would be better to retain it than 
dispense with it, the pandemic notwithstanding. It is an opportunity for Parliament to do serve its role of 
holding the executive to account, as important a task as making laws. Opposition parties are protesting 
loudly, but many state assemblies are meeting for just a few days. Members of Parliament will be able to 
raise their concerns in the House and be able to question and corner the government, which is welcome. 
More to the point, that opportunity should be productively availed of, instead of being wasted. 

Question Hour is the first hour of business when members of Parliament ask, through a well-established 
process, questions about the administrative functioning of ministries. Questions taken up for oral 
responses are referred to as starred, members are allowed to ask follow-ups. In the Monsoon Session, 
members will only receive written responses to their questions. The government insists that all 
parliamentary leaders were consulted, and barring the Trinamool Congress, all parties agreed. Curtailing 
Question Hour is an effort to reduce the number of officials required to be in Parliament and to squeeze 
the usual six-hour business day into four hours. Parliamentarians will still have the opportunity to raise 
matters of importance and seek answers from the government through zero hour (which has been 
shortened to 30 minutes), debates and short-duration discussions, both of which are decided through 
mutual agreement at the Business Advisory Committee, comprising leaders of treasury and opposition 
benches. 

MPs should focus on having better debates that will serve the cause of making the government do its duty 
to the people to fight the pandemic and revive growth. 
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Miles to Go in Innovation for India 

ET Editorials 

The Global Innovation Index, brought out by the World Intellectual Property Organisation, in association 
with Cornell University and Insead, offers an opportunity to assess how a country compares with its 
peers. India can cheer that it has moved up four positions and is now placed 48th, within the top 50, out 
of 131. China, Hong Kong, Singapore, South Korea and Japan are ahead of India in Asia. No surprise. But 
so are Malaysia, Thailand and Vietnam. With the world’s largest cohort of young people of college-going 
age, who can be trained in science, engineering, technology, maths and the creative arts, India can and 
should be among world leaders in innovation. But how to reach there? 

Switzerland is at the top of the index. It is not a leading country in venture capital spending. The US and 
China spend far more, per capita. That is the whole point: innovation is not a mechanical result of 
spending more. The way the index is constructed is as an average of innovation inputs and innovation 
outputs. Inputs are institutions, human capital and research, infrastructure, market sophistication, and 
business sophistication. Innovation outputs are: knowledge and technology outputs and creative outputs. 
Presumably many entrepreneurs in the US had access to the different technologies — basic telecom, 
touchscreen, LCD display panels, ability to develop applications — that Steve Jobs put together to launch 
the iPhone, but it took some entrepreneurial genius to do what he did. Without the technology, the fruit 
of sustained investment in R&D, the phone would not have been possible. Without an eye for design, 



 
aesthetics and consumer needs, the phone could not have been designed as it came out. Without the 
business acumen to create an App Store that Apple controlled completely, the phone could not have 
become a steady stream of income beyond the sale proceeds of the phone.

Beyond R&D, the ability to think big and think bold, venture capital that backs entrepreneurial vision and 
a regulatory and operating ecosystem that lets people focus on business are imperative for innovatio

                                                                                            

Masking The Question 

There are exigencies of pandemic but MPs need precious space in Parliament to ask 
questions on behalf of those they represent.

Editorial 

Parliament will meet on September 14, but the Monsoon session, which will be a
have Question Hour, and only a curtailed Zero Hour. Admittedly, the pandemic is taking a toll, across 
sectors and arenas, on life and work as usual. It is neither unusual nor unexpected that Parliament should 
also be affected. And yet, the problem is this: The modification in its functioning seems informed by a 
view of Parliament as a forum of transaction of government business, downplaying its role as a platform 
for the people’s representatives to ask questions and the Opposition t
On paper, Question Hour provides space for MPs from both the ruling and opposition parties to ask 
questions. Zero Hour, an Indian parliamentary innovation, is also a space open to all MPs to raise matters 
of urgent public importance. But in practice, both Question Hour and Zero Hour are far more important 
for Opposition MPs than those from the ruling party. For the Opposition especially cramped in a House in 
which the ruling party enjoys a large majority, these are precious
pandemic in which the executive is appropriating more powers, and when there is a greater tendency to 
short-circuit debate and deliberation, it is the Opposition’s spaces that need to be specially and 
specifically protected, even extended. 

Parliaments the world over have had to adapt to the COVID outbreak. But the timetables of other major 
Parliaments meeting during the pandemic, be it in UK or New Zealand, have remained largely unchanged 
even as there have been alterations in the modalities 
the British parliament were posed both by members in the chamber and remotely. Even within the 
country, Question Hour has not been done away with by all state assemblies that have me
pandemic — while Rajasthan and UP did not have a Question Hour, others like Chhattisgarh and 
Arunachal Pradesh did. Amid a crisis, therefore, leaders of government and Opposition must put their 
heads together to come up with ideas to ensure th
in exceptional circumstances. 

In a letter to chairpersons of Standing Committees a few days ago, the Speaker of the Lok Sabha directed 
them to avoid taking up subjects that are sub judice. The rule 
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There are exigencies of pandemic but MPs need precious space in Parliament to ask 
questions on behalf of those they represent. 

Parliament will meet on September 14, but the Monsoon session, which will be a 
have Question Hour, and only a curtailed Zero Hour. Admittedly, the pandemic is taking a toll, across 
sectors and arenas, on life and work as usual. It is neither unusual nor unexpected that Parliament should 

yet, the problem is this: The modification in its functioning seems informed by a 
view of Parliament as a forum of transaction of government business, downplaying its role as a platform 
for the people’s representatives to ask questions and the Opposition to hold the government to account. 
On paper, Question Hour provides space for MPs from both the ruling and opposition parties to ask 
questions. Zero Hour, an Indian parliamentary innovation, is also a space open to all MPs to raise matters 

importance. But in practice, both Question Hour and Zero Hour are far more important 
for Opposition MPs than those from the ruling party. For the Opposition especially cramped in a House in 
which the ruling party enjoys a large majority, these are precious spaces and opportunities. And amid a 
pandemic in which the executive is appropriating more powers, and when there is a greater tendency to 

circuit debate and deliberation, it is the Opposition’s spaces that need to be specially and 
 

Parliaments the world over have had to adapt to the COVID outbreak. But the timetables of other major 
Parliaments meeting during the pandemic, be it in UK or New Zealand, have remained largely unchanged 

ions in the modalities — for instance, questions to the Prime Minister in 
the British parliament were posed both by members in the chamber and remotely. Even within the 
country, Question Hour has not been done away with by all state assemblies that have me

while Rajasthan and UP did not have a Question Hour, others like Chhattisgarh and 
Arunachal Pradesh did. Amid a crisis, therefore, leaders of government and Opposition must put their 
heads together to come up with ideas to ensure that India’s Parliament can perform its full and vital role 

In a letter to chairpersons of Standing Committees a few days ago, the Speaker of the Lok Sabha directed 
them to avoid taking up subjects that are sub judice. The rule of sub judice has always been more a self
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aesthetics and consumer needs, the phone could not have been designed as it came out. Without the 
business acumen to create an App Store that Apple controlled completely, the phone could not have 

Beyond R&D, the ability to think big and think bold, venture capital that backs entrepreneurial vision and 
a regulatory and operating ecosystem that lets people focus on business are imperative for innovation. 
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There are exigencies of pandemic but MPs need precious space in Parliament to ask 

 truncated one, will not 
have Question Hour, and only a curtailed Zero Hour. Admittedly, the pandemic is taking a toll, across 
sectors and arenas, on life and work as usual. It is neither unusual nor unexpected that Parliament should 

yet, the problem is this: The modification in its functioning seems informed by a 
view of Parliament as a forum of transaction of government business, downplaying its role as a platform 

o hold the government to account. 
On paper, Question Hour provides space for MPs from both the ruling and opposition parties to ask 
questions. Zero Hour, an Indian parliamentary innovation, is also a space open to all MPs to raise matters 

importance. But in practice, both Question Hour and Zero Hour are far more important 
for Opposition MPs than those from the ruling party. For the Opposition especially cramped in a House in 

spaces and opportunities. And amid a 
pandemic in which the executive is appropriating more powers, and when there is a greater tendency to 

circuit debate and deliberation, it is the Opposition’s spaces that need to be specially and 

Parliaments the world over have had to adapt to the COVID outbreak. But the timetables of other major 
Parliaments meeting during the pandemic, be it in UK or New Zealand, have remained largely unchanged 

for instance, questions to the Prime Minister in 
the British parliament were posed both by members in the chamber and remotely. Even within the 
country, Question Hour has not been done away with by all state assemblies that have met during the 

while Rajasthan and UP did not have a Question Hour, others like Chhattisgarh and 
Arunachal Pradesh did. Amid a crisis, therefore, leaders of government and Opposition must put their 

at India’s Parliament can perform its full and vital role 

In a letter to chairpersons of Standing Committees a few days ago, the Speaker of the Lok Sabha directed 
of sub judice has always been more a self-
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imposed restriction in Parliament, which is supreme. Its scope is also in need of redefinition in times of 
public interest litigation. And then, deliberations of standing committees are confidential, the possibilities 
of their influencing ongoing cases much lower. Be it the cancelling of Question Hour, the curtailment of 
Zero Hour or the Speaker’s stern reiteration of the sub judice rule — these are disquieting portents for an 
institution that needs to make its presence felt more in a crisis, not less. 
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A politics of avoidance that must be questioned 

The dropping of Question Hour, which helps the government feel the nation’s pulse, 
goes against the grain of democracy 

Hamid Ansari is the former Vice President of India, 2007-2017 

We, the people of India, gave ourselves a Constitution that prescribes for our democracy a parliamentary 
form of government in which the executive is accountable to the electorate through a legislature which in 
turn is periodically elected by the electorate. This accountability lies at the heart of democratic 
government and is implemented through procedures put in place by the legislature whose functions 
include lawmaking, controlling the national finances and approving taxation proposals, and having 
discussions on matters of public interest and concern. Each of these functions is discharged, daily or 
periodically, during sittings of the legislature and cover questions, adjournment motion, calling attention, 
half-an-hour discussion, motion of no confidence, questions of privilege, etc. 

Instruments of accountability 

Among these instruments of accountability, the daily ‘Question Hour’ has an unmatched criticality on 
account of its regularity and its availability on a basis of equality to every Member of the House, Rajya 
Sabha or Lok Sabha. It has a special significance in the proceedings of Parliament since it covers every 
aspect of government activity, domestic and foreign. The government of the day is thus helped to feel the 
pulse of the nation and give the public a view of the performance of both of its elected representatives 
and of the Ministers. Those who fumble are rarely forgotten. 

The Rules of Procedure in both Houses prescribe the operational details. These include, inter alia, the 
notice period, conditions of admissibility, balloting, and a host of other procedural or regulatory 
prescriptions. Questions are addressed to a specific Minister of the government and can seek oral 
answers marked by an asterisk or a written one. The veracity of the answers given are matters of utmost 
importance and rules permit correction of inaccuracies by the Minister concerned. Copies of answers 
given are available to Members at the Notice Office before the start of the day’s proceedings as also on the 
websites. 

Seeking the specifics 
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Since questions are generally ‘pointed, specific and confined to one issue only’, they tend to elicit specific 
information from the government; our parliamentary history records instances of answers given to 
questions leading to wider debates, inquiries, and even administrative scandals. Even otherwise the 
information so made available adds to public information essential to informed debates on matters of 
interest or concern. The advantage to the government is that its position in the matter is authoritatively 
explained. By the same logic, incomplete or unsatisfactory answers induce resort to other forms of 
accountability mentioned above. 

For this reason, Members of Parliament and the interested citizens attach much importance to questions 
in Parliament and have been taken aback by the peremptory announcement in parliamentary bulletins 
this week that in the forthcoming session of Parliament (monsoon session that starts on September 14) 
that ‘there will be no Question Hour.’ The stated reason for this is the situation created by the COVID-19 
pandemic. 

Citing the pandemic is jarring 

The gravity of the situation resulting from the spread of COVID-19 continues to be experienced by people 
the world over and by every citizen of the country. New disciplines have descended on us and we have 
experienced new norms and styles of existence, learnt to live with total and partial lockdowns, and have 
moved from no activity to partial restoration of essential activities. Procedures of social distancing and 
the wearing of protective masks have been imbibed. Countries far and near have brought forth their 
individual response patterns; some of these show that legislative bodies have continued to function with 
new sets of ‘dos and don’ts’. Finally, though belatedly, some of our State Assemblies took the initiative 
and now the Parliament of India has followed suit. The public has welcomed this. 

In this context, the deletion of ‘Question Hour’ from the announced agenda of the day is baffling and has 
understandingly been viewed as curtailment of the right to question the government. Subsequent 
clarifications have stated that the Unstarred Questions will continue to be received and answered and 
that the change will relate only to Starred Questions and the Supplementary questions emanating from 
them that require to be answered orally. 

Exploring options 

The purpose of a Starred Question is to explore the intent and the alleged illegality or procedural lacuna 
that the government decision in question has sought to camouflage in the form of words and expressions 
used in the answer. The Oral Supplementary questions seek to unravel these. It is a form of verbal 
gymnastics not unknown in daily life. Perhaps greater sensitivity to parliamentary and public sentiments 
could have been displayed by exploring procedural options that would retain the substance if not the 
complete form of a Starred Question. One way could be to admit the Starred Question, reply to it in a set 
of prepositions and allow the Member concerned to table in writing the permitted number of follow up 
questions also to be answered in writing the following day. 

Were these options explored and discussed with leaders of political parties and groups? The Chairman 
and the Speaker unquestionably have the final word on matters relating to the proceedings of their 
respective Houses. This can be, and has been supplemented, on occasions, by using a Motion to develop a 
consensus ‘on matters of general public interest’. Was this explored on this occasion? And, finally, what 
public purpose is served when senior members of the ruling party describe the Opposition expression of 
concern as ‘a fake narrative’ since ‘extraordinary times justify extraordinary measures?’ 
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The test of a functioning democracy is its ability to face crises — social, economic, political — and seek 
correctives premised on institutions of democracy. A resort to what has been called ‘the politics of 
avoidance’ does not help the process. Executive accountability upfront cannot be allowed to become a 
thing of the past. 

 

                                                                                                               Date: 04-09-20 

Èया 'सुपर टेÈनोलॉजी' के हाथɉ मɅ होगा इंसानो का भाÊय ? 

हǐरवंश , ǒबहार से राÏयसभा सांसद 

इस साल शǾु कȧ दो खबरɉ न ेदǓुनया को चɋकाया। अमर×व और महामारȣ से जुड़ीं। पहलȣ, इंसान 400 से 500 वषɟ तक 
जी सकता है। दसूरȣ, कोͪवड-19 कȧ धमक। पहलȣ, इंसान कȧ ĤǓतभा-सजृन ¢मता का उ×कष[। दसूरȣ, ĤकृǓत के Ĥताप 
कȧ चेतावनी। जनवरȣ 10 कȧ खबर है। ‘बक इंèटȣɪयटू फॉर ǐरसच[ ऑन एिजगं’ (कैͧलफोǓन[या, अमेǐरका) व चीन कȧ 
नानिजंग यǓूनवͧस[टȣ न ेगहन शोध मɅ पाया ͩक इंसानी जीवन कई सौ वष[ सभंव है। पहलȣ कोरोना मौत कȧ खबर चीन ने 
11 जनवरȣ को दȣ। अनæवर होने कȧ ओर बढ़ता इंसान और औचक महारोग कȧ खबरɅ एक Ǒदन के अतंर स ेआɃ। पहलȣ 
खबर पढ़ȣ, तो ‘टाइम’ पǒğका कȧ कवर èटोरȣ याद आई, िजसमɅ कुज[ͪ वल न ेकहा ͩक बायोटेÈनोलॉजी और ननैोटेÈनोलॉजी 
हमɅ ¢मता देत ेहɇ ͩक हम मानव शरȣर और आसपास के ससंार को आणͪवक (माãयÈूयलूर) èतर पर बदल लɅ। 2016 मɅ 
कुज[ ने कहा ͩक अपने जीवनकाल मɅ हम 20,000 वषɟ कȧ ĤगǓत देखɅगे। वे ͬचतंक और ‘Ýयचूǐरèट’ हɇ। उनका आकलन 
सटȣक माना जाता है। ‘वॉल èĚȣट’ ने उÛहɅ ‘रेèटलेस जीǓनयस’ माना, तो ‘फोÞस[’ ने ‘द अãटȣमेट ͬथंͩ कंग मशीन’। अतलु 
जालान ने अपनी पèुतक ‘åहेयर ͪवल मनै टेक अस?’ मɅ बताया है ͩक कुज[ कȧ उĨ 70 वष[ है। वे ĤǓतǑदन ͪवटाͧमन, 
ͧमनरãस व सÜलȣमɅɪस कȧ 200 गोͧलयां खातɅ हɇ। दȣघ[जीवी होन ेके ͧलए। व ेकह चुके हɇ ͩक ‘ͪवल¢णता (ͧसगंलुǐरटȣ) 
करȣब है।’ कàÜयǑूटगं ¢मता मɅ अनतं वɮृͬध से जो ‘आǑट[ͩफͧशयल इटेͧलजɅस’ (एआई) सिृजत होगी, वह अरबɉ गणुा, 
मानव इंटेͧलजɅस से समɮृध होगी। वेनर ͪवजें न ेअपनी ͩकताब ‘द कͧमगं टेÈनोलॉिजकल ͧसगंलुǐरटȣ’ मɅ माना है ͩक 
आगामी 30 वषɟ मɅ, हमारे पास वे साधन हɉग ेͩक हम ‘सपुरéयमूनै इंटेͧलजɅस’ ईजाद कर सकɅ । 

ͧसगंलुǐरटȣ, अवधारणा है। जब मशीनɅ èवतः अपने को ‘èमाट[’ बनाएंगी, तब Èया वे धरती कȧ ĤाकृǓतक सपंदा पर इंसान 
को अनावæयक बोझ मानɅगी? या इंसान, मशीन का लाभ लेकर खुद को अमर बना लेगा? यह पǐरकãपना उस ¢ण कȧ 
है, जब ‘इंटेͧलजɅस एÈसÜलोजन’ होगा। Ǔनक ǒबãटन ने ‘Ûययूाक[  टाइàस’ मɅ ͧलखा था ‘कãपना कǐरए, एक मेͫ डकल 
रोबोट, जो मलूतः कɇ सर ͪवशषे£ है, अगर वह इस Ǔनçकष[ पर पहंुचता है ͩक कɇ सर मिुÈत का Įेçठ राèता है ͩक मानव 
ĤजाǓत हȣ ख×म हो।’ èटȣफन हॉͩकंग और एलन मèक ने ऐसी िèथǓत मɅ सावधानी बरतने वाले कदमɉ के शोध कȧ बात 
कȧ है, ताͩक भͪवçय कȧ सपुर इंटेͧलजɅट मशीनɅ, मानव Ǔनयğंण मɅ रहɅ। 



 
ͪवशषे£ मानत ेहɇ ͩक भͪवçय मɅ मनçुय पीछे
मशीनɅ आएगंी ͩक काननूी शोधकता[, ͪवƣीय
जǾरत न पड़।े पहलȣ बार 1965 मɅ एिãवन
सßयता-सèंकृǓत कȧ सभी जड़Ʌ, राçĚ, समदुाय
तकनीकȧ भाषा मɅ माना जाता है ͩक इंसान
(2) बना। आगे औɮयोͬगक समाज (3)। पनुः
नए समाज का उदय हो रहा है (5)। वह दǓुनया
ͩĥज जो èवतः खाने का आड[र देगा। रोबोट
करɅगे। ͫडजाइनर ͧशश ुभी पदैा हɉगे। इस तरह
èटȣफन हॉͩकंग न ेकहा ͩक एआई या तो 
तरफ इंसान कȧ यह ĤगǓत? दसूरȣ ओर ĤकृǓत

èटȣफन हॉͩकंग कȧ अǓंतम ͩकताब ‘Ħीफ आंसस[
खतरे, बढ़ती जनसÉंया, एआई, ख×म होती 
नहȣं चेता, तो उस े रहने के ͧलए दसूरे Ēह
जाएगा। Ĥो. हॉͩकंग कहत ेहɇ ͩक हर व£ैाǓनक
सचेत हɉ। यह कभी लोक चचा[-सवंाद का ͪवषय
दशकɉ स ेटेÈनोलॉजी, बदलाव कȧ Ĝाइͪवगं सीट
राजनीǓत या åयापक समाज का मɮुदा बने।
Ǔनयğंण मɅ होगी ‘सपुर टेÈनोलॉजी? इस फैसले
दǓुनया मɅ इस पर आम सहमǓत होना अǓनवाय[
ǓनयǓत एक है। 

झुÊगी बिèतयɉ का ͪवèतार

संपादकȧय 
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पीछे होगा। ͪवचार, ĤǓतभा या Ǔनण[य ¢मता मशीनɉ मɅ
ͪवƣीय Ǔनवशे के मÚयèथ, ǿदयरोग व ईएनटȣ के ͪवशषे£ɉ
एिãवन टॉफलर ने ‘Ýयचूर शॉक’ शÞद, इèतमेाल ͩकया।
समदुाय, पǐरवार, Ĥोफेशन, धम[, बदलाव के इस महाĤलय

इंसान घमुतं ुͧशकारȣ था। वह समाज का पहला èतर (1) 
पनुः गǓत आई, सचूना ĐांǓत, ͩफर दǓुनया Êलोबल ͪवलेज
दǓुनया िजसमɅ उड़न ेवालȣ कारɅ, हाइपरफाèट ĚेनɅ, ǒबना

रोबोट लड़Ʌगे। माइĐोèकोͪपक ननैो बोɪस शरȣर कȧ अदंǾनी
तरह के अनेक अͪवæवसनीय बदलाव इंसान के दरवाजे
 मानव समाज के ͧलए सव[Įेçठ वरदान होगा या अकिãपत
कृǓत का अपना ͧमजाज! 

आंसस[ टू द ǒबग ÈवæेचÛस’ं मɅ उनकȧ माÛयता है ͩक
 ĤाकृǓतक सपंदा जैसे गभंीर खतरे हɇ, धरती के ͧलए।

Ēह तलाशने हɉगे। आगामी 50 वषɟ मɅ यह ससंार 
व£ैाǓनक का पनुीत फज[ है, आम लोगɉ को बताना ͩक 

ͪवषय नहȣं रहा। गजुरे 600 वषɟ मɅ ͪवचारɉ न ेदǓुनया
सीट पर है। उस ेपूजंी और बाजार का अपवू[ समथ[न

बने। कारण, टेÈनालाजी के हाथɉ इंसान का भाÊय होगा
फैसल ेकȧ दहलȣज पर, खड़ी है Êलोबल दǓुनया। इसͧलए

अǓनवाय[ है। कारण, Ĥो. हॉͩकंग न ेकहा है ͩक इस Êलोबल

                                                                                 

ͪवèतार 
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मɅ बहुत अͬधक होगी। ऐसी 
ͪवशषे£ɉ, मनोव£ैाǓनकɉ कȧ 

ͩकया। उÛहɉन ेकहा ͩक परुानी 
महाĤलय मɅ बदल जाएंगे। 

(1) था। ͩफर खेǓतहर समाज 
ͪवलेज मɅ तÞदȣल (4)। अब 
ǒबना चालक कारɅ-ĚकɅ  हɉगी। 
अदंǾनी बीमारȣ को मॉǓनटर 

दरवाज ेपर दèतक दे रहे हɇ। Ĥो. 
अकिãपत ͪवनाशकारȣ। एक 

ͩक Êलोबल वाͧमɍग, परमाण ु
ͧलए। उÛहɉन ेकहा ͩक इंसान 
 अĤ×याͧशत Ǿप स े बदल 
 इन बड़ ेसवालɉ के ĤǓत व े

दǓुनया को बदला। ͪपछल ेतीन 
समथ[न है। जǾरȣ है, यह बदलाव 

होगा या दȣघ[जीवी मानव के 
इसͧलए वÈत गजुरने स ेपहले, 
Êलोबल दǓुनया मɅ इंसान कȧ 

 

                                                                                 Date: 04-09-20 



 

रेलव ेकȧ सरु¢ा के ͧलए खतरा भी बनी हुई
हट सकȧं, उनका सकेंत सĤुीम कोट[ कȧ इस
अदालती आदेश आड़ ेआना चाǑहए और न 
तØय है ͩक Ǒदãलȣ हȣ नहȣं, देश भर मɅ रेल
सरं¢ण देत ेहɇ। नेताओ ंके èवाथ[ के आगे नौकरशाह

Ǔन:सदेंह भारत एक गरȣब देश है और यहां 
नहȣं ͩक रेल पटǐरयɉ के ͩकनारे अǓतक्रमण
पटǐरयɉ के साथ-साथ राजमागɟ के ͩकनारे 
बार तो व ेइतनी बड़ी हो जाती हɇ ͩक उÛहɅ 
वहां रहने वाल ेराजनीǓतक दलɉ के ͧलए वोट
140 ͩकमी रेल पटǐरयɉ के ͩकनारे झिुÊगयां
हɇ। यह िèथǓत देश के अÛय Ǒहèसɉ मɅ भी 
वहां सामािजक अथवा åयावसाǓयक गǓतͪवͬधयां
रावण दहन का आयोजन एक भीषण दघु[टना
यह िèथǓत सरु¢ा के ͧलए बड़ा खतरा बन सकती
Ĥभावी करने पर ͪवचार करे। 

अèवीकाय[ है पुͧलस कȧ अ¢मता
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सĤुीम कोट[ न े Ǒदãलȣ और
पटǐरयɉ के ͩकनारे èथाͪपत 
का जो Ǔनदȶश Ǒदया, वह परेू
बेहतर। Ǒदãलȣ-एनसीआर मɅ 
बड़ी सÉंया मɅ बसी झÊुगी बिèतयɉ
कोट[ के सम¢ इसͧलए पहंुचा
गदंगी का गढ़ बनने के साथ
जǐरया बनी हुई थीं। हालांͩ क
यानी एनजीटȣ न े2018 मɅ 
हटाने का आदेश Ǒदया था, 
उस पर अमल नहȣं हो सका
झुिÊगया ं Ǒदãलȣ-एनसीआर को

हुई थीं। िजन कारणɉ स ेएनजीटȣ के आदेश के बाद 
इस ǑटÜपणी स े ͧमलता है ͩक उसके फैसले के ͩĐयाÛवयन
 हȣ ͩकसी तरह का राजनीǓतक हèत¢ेप सहन ͩकया

रेल पटǐरयɉ के ͩकनारे झÊुगी बिèतया ंइसͧलए बस जाती
नौकरशाह भी समèया स ेमुहं फेरने मɅ हȣ अपनी भलाई

 करोड़ɉ लोग झÊुगी बिèतयɉ मɅ रहने को ͪववश हɇ, 
रमण करने कȧ छूट दे दȣ जाए। दभुा[Êय स ेऐसा हȣ हो
 और अÛय साव[जǓनक èथलɉ पर भी झÊुगी बिèतयां
 हटाने के बजाय उनका Ǔनयͧमतीकरण करने पर ͪवचार
वोट बɇक बन जात ेहɇ। सĤुीम कोट[ ने यह पाया ͩक 

झिुÊगया ंबसी हुई हɇ। इनमɅ 48 हजार के लगभग 70 ͩकमी
 है। कहȣं-कहȣं तो रेल पटǐरयɉ के ǒबãकुल Ǔनकट पÈके

गǓतͪवͬधया ंसचंाͧलत होती हɇ। दो साल पहले अमतृसर 
दघु[टना का कारण इसीͧलए बना था, Èयɉͩक ͩकसी न े

सकती है। उͬचत यह होगा ͩक रेलव ेसĤुीम कोट[ के 

अ¢मता 
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और उसके आस-पास रेल 
 झÊुगी बिèतयɉ को हटाने 

परेू देश मɅ Ĥभावी हो सके तो 
 रेल पटǐरयɉ के दोनɉ ओर 
बिèतयɉ का मामला सĤुीम 
पहंुचा, Èयɉͩक य े बिèतया ं
साथ Ĥदषूण फैलाने का भी 

हालांͩ क राçĚȣय हǐरत Ĥाͬधकरण 
 हȣ इन झÊुगी बिèतयɉ को 
, लेͩ कन ͩकÛहȣ ंकारणɉ स े

सका और वह भी तब जब य े
को Ĥदूͪ षत करने के साथ 
 भी य ेझÊुगी बिèतया ंनहȣं 
ͩĐयाÛवयन मɅ न तो कोई 

ͩकया जाना चाǑहए। यह एक 
जाती हɇ, Èयɉͩक नेता उÛहɅ 

भलाई समझत ेहɇ। 

, लेͩ कन इसका यह मतलब 
हो रहा है। देश भर मɅ रेल 

बिèतया ंदेखी जा सकती हɇ। कई 
ͪवचार होने लगता है, Èयɉͩक 
 Ǒदãलȣ-एनसीआर मɅ करȣब 

ͩकमी रेल पटǐरयɉ के इद[-ͬगद[ 
पÈके घर बन गए हɇ या ͩफर 
 मɅ रेल पटǐरयɉ के ͩकनारे 
 इसकȧ परवाह नहȣं कȧ ͩक 
 इस आदेश को परेू देश मɅ 

 

Date: 04-09-20 
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जब अपराधी बेखौफ होकर ͪवचरण करत ेहɇ और कानून अपने हाथ मɅ लेते हɇ तब जनता मɅ 
यहȣ धारणा बनती है ͩक शासन-Ĥशासन उनके आगे बेबस है। 

ͪवĐम ͧसहं, (लेखक उƣर Ĥदेश के पुͧलस Ĥमुख रहे हɇ) 

अͧभनेता सशुांत ͧसहं राजपतू कȧ सदेंहाèपद पǐरिèथǓतयɉ मɅ मौत एक पहेलȣ बन गई है। इसे लकेर देश-ͪवदेश मɅ चचा[ 
Ǔछड़ी हुई है। लोग तरह- तरह के कयास लगा रहे हɇ। उãलेखनीय है ͩक मुबंई पुͧ लस ने आपराͬधक अनसुधंान शǾु करने 
स ेपहल ेहȣ यह घोषणा कर दȣ थी ͩक सशुांत ͧसहं राजपतू ने आ×मह×या कȧ है। यह कहने स ेपहल ेउसने पोèटमाट[म 
कȧ ǐरपोट[ तक का भी इंतजार नहȣं ͩकया। दंड ĤͩĐया सǑंहता 174 के अतंग[त उसने 65 से Ïयादा Ǒदनɉ तक, िजस तरह 
इस मामले कȧ जांच ͪववेचना कȧ, उसका कोई औͬच×य नहȣं था। मुबंई पुͧ लस ने ͩफãम जगत कȧ तमाम बड़ी हिèतयɉ स े
पछूताछ कȧ, परंत ुसशुांत ͧसहं के घर रहने वाले Ĥमखु åयिÈतयɉ से पछूताछ करना जǾरȣ नहȣं समझा, और वह भी तब 
जब उनकȧ मौत को लेकर चचा[ का माहौल गम[ था। मुबंई पुͧ लस ने मादक पदाथɟ कȧ ĤािÜत और सेवन के बारे मɅ भी 
कोई जानकारȣ हाͧसल करने कȧ कोͧशश नहȣं कȧ। सशुांत का मोबाइल फोन पुͧ लस के पास 25 Ǒदनɉ तक रहा, पर उसने 
एसएमएस, वाɪसएप सदेंश और कॉल ͫडटेãस के जǐरये साêय जुटान ेकȧ कोͧशश नहȣं कȧ। इसी मामले मɅ पटना मɅ केस 
दज[ होने के बाद ǒबहार पुͧ लस ने भी इसकȧ जांच शǾु कर दȣ। ऐस ेमɅ असमजंस कȧ िèथǓत बन गई और पुͧ लस कȧ 
ͪवæवसनीयता पर ĤæनͬचÛह लग गया। इसके बाद सवȾÍच Ûयायालय के आदेश पर इस मामले कȧ जांच सीबीआइ को दȣ 
गई। 

यह पहला अवसर नहȣं है, जब पुͧ लस कȧ काय[पɮधǓत कȧ आलोचना कȧ गई हो। महाराçĚ पुͧ लस कȧ कठोर आलोचना 
तब भी हुई थी, जब पालघर मɅ उĒ भीड़ ɮवारा दो साधुओ ंऔर उनके Ĝाइवर कȧ Ǔनम[म ह×या कर दȣ गई थी। महाराçĚ 
मɅ 24 मई को पनु: ऐसी हȣ एक घटना ͧशवाचाय[ नामक साधु के साथ नांदेड़ मɅ हुई। इसके बाद 29 मई को भी पालघर 
मɅ एक साध ु पर जानलेवा हमला हुआ। इन हमलɉ से यह èपçट है ͩक èथानीय पुͧ लस का अͧभसचूना तğं या तो 
ǒबãकुल हȣ ǓनिçĐय था या पुͧ लस ͩकÛहȣ ंकारणɉ से इस Ǒदशा मɅ ͩĐयाशील नहȣं हो पा रहȣ थी, लेͩ कन बात केवल 
महाराçĚ पुͧ लस कȧ हȣ नहȣं है। आज तो देश भर कȧ पुͧ लस सवालɉ के Ǔनशाने पर है। इसी साल फरवरȣ मɅ पवूȸ Ǒदãलȣ 
मɅ भयानक साĤंदाǓयक दंग ेहुए, जो कई Ǒदनɉ तक जारȣ रहे। इनमɅ 50 स ेअͬधक लोग मारे गए। Ǒदãलȣ मɅ इन दंगɉ के 
पहले कई हÝतɉ से शाहȣन बाग के साथ- साथ कई अÛय èथानɉ पर उĒ धरन-ेĤदश[न चल रहे थ,े ͩफर भी सभी जगहɉ 
पर पुͧ लस मकूदश[क बनी रहȣ और कोई पवू[ सचूना हाͧसल नहȣं कर पाई। अभी हाल मɅ बɅगलǽु मɅ सोशल मीͫडया कȧ 
एक पोèट को लेकर भड़कȧ Ǒहसंा न ेभी पुͧ लस कȧ ǓनिçĐयता को उजागर ͩकया। य ेमामल ेपुͧ लस कȧ ǓनिçĐयता के 
उदाहरण माğ हɇ, अÛयथा ऐसा कोई राÏय नहȣं है, जहां काननू- åयवèथा को चुनौती देने वालȣ घटनाएं न घटती रहती 
हɉ। इन सभी घटनाओं मɅ èथानीय पुͧ लस ने वह नहȣं ͩकया, जो उसस ेअपे¢ा कȧ जाती है। यǑद मुबंई मɅ समय रहत े
अपराध पजंीकृत हो गया होता और जांच के साथ[क Ĥयास ͩकए गए होते, तो ͩकसी तरह कȧ असमजंस कȧ िèथǓत 
उ×पÛन नहȣं हुई होती। 

जब कभी पुͧ लस कȧ जांच पर सवाल उठत ेहɇ अथवा काननू-åयवèथा कȧ िèथǓत ǒबगड़ती है, तो उसका मलू कारण पुͧ लस 
के पास वाǓंछत अͬधसचूना का अभाव होता है या ͩफर उसका स£ंान लेकर जǾरȣ कार[वाई करने को लकेर बरती जाने 
वालȣ उदासीनता। यह िèथǓत ͩकसी भी पुͧ लस बल और शासन-Ĥशासन के ͧलए आ×मघात से कम नहȣं है। आͨखर Èया 
कारण है ͩक दंगाई Ǔनडर होकर Ǔनरंतर जनजीवन अèत- åयèत कर रहे हɇ, राçĚ ͪवरोधी नारे लग रहे हɇ और राçĚ 



www.afeias.com 
IMPORTANT NEWSCLIPPINGS (04-09-20) 

12 

 
मकूदश[क बनकर बठैा है। यह एक भयावह िèथǓत है। आज अपराͬधयɉ को समय रहते यह कड़ा सदेंश देने कȧ जǾरत है 
ͩक उनकȧ अवांǓछत, राçĚ ͪवरोधी गǓतͪवͬधयɉ के ͨखलाफ ×वǐरत एव ंकठोर कार[वाई कȧ जाएगी। जीरो टॉलरɅस कȧ बहुत 
बातɅ हो गɃ। अब उस ेजमीनी èतर पर लाग ूकरने कȧ आवæयकता है। पुͧ लस काय[Ĥणालȣ मɅ ऐसी िèथǓतयɉ स ेǓनपटन े
के ͧलए पया[Üत अͧभलेखीकरण, ǑदशाǓनदȶश एव ंपǐरपğ उपलÞध हɇ। आंतǐरक सरु¢ा योजना Ĥ×येक जनपद का एक अǓत 
मह×वपणू[ अͧभलेख होता है, िजसमɅ तनाव एव ंअÛय आपात िèथǓत मɅ Ĥभावी कार[वाई के ͧलए ͪवèततृ Ǒदशा-Ǔनदȶश 
मौजूद हɇ। इनका पवूा[ßयास महȣन ेमɅ एक बार ͩकया जाना चाǑहए और जहां कहȣं ğǑुटया ंनजर आए,ं उÛहɅ दरू ͩकया जाना 
चाǑहए, परंत ुयह ĤͩĐया शायद हȣ कहȣं परूȣ कȧ जाती है। Ĥशासन एव ंपुͧ लस के ये मौͧलक उपकरण हɇ, िजनके माÚयम 
स ेअपराध, अपराͬधयɉ एव ंकाननू-åयवèथा को भलȣभाǓंत Ǔनयǒंğत ͩकया जा सकता है। रहȣ काननू कȧ बात, तो रासकुा, 
उƣर Ĥदेश ͬगरोह बदं अͬधǓनयम, महाराçĚ ऑग[नाइÏड Đाइम कंĚोल एÈट आǑद ऐसे Ĥभावी अͬधǓनयम हɇ, िजनके 
उͬचत Ĥयोग से न केवल अपराͬधयɉ मɅ भय और आतकं åयाÜत होगा, अͪपत ुउÛहɅ शरण देने वाले भी दèुसाहस करने स े
पहले कई बार सोचɅगे। 

यह सतंोष का ͪवषय है ͩक उƣर Ĥदेश मɅ साव[जǓनक और Ǔनजी सपंͪƣ को हुए नकुसान कȧ भरपाई दंगाइयɉ स ेकरने 
सबंधंी अͬधǓनयम लाग ूकर Ǒदया गया है। कना[टक और अÛय Ĥदेशɉ ने भी इस Ĥकार का अͬधǓनयम लाने कȧ इÍछा 
åयÈत कȧ है। उàमीद है ͩक जãद स े जãद यह अͬधǓनयम परेू देश मɅ लाग ू होगा। एक लुजं-पुजं काननू-åयवèथा 
अपराͬधयɉ, चरमपंͬ थयɉ, दंगाइयɉ के ͪवǽɮध ठोस कार[वाई करने मɅ ͩकंकत[åयͪवमढ़ू रहती है। इसके दरूगामी पǐरणाम और 
भी Ïयादा नकारा×मक होत ेहɇ। जब अपराधी बेखौफ होकर ͪवचरण करत ेहɇ या ͩफर शरारती त×व मनमाने तरȣके से 
काननू अपने हाथ मɅ लेत ेहɇ, तब आम जनता मɅ यहȣ धारणा बनती है ͩक शासन- Ĥशासन उनके आग ेबेबस है। इस 
धारणा को त×काल बदलने कȧ आवæयकता है। इसके ͧलए कड़ ेअͬधǓनयम, शीē ͪववेचना, ×वǐरत ÛयाǓयक ĤͩĐया एव ं
दंड आवæयक हɇ। इस कड़ी मɅ हमɅ सव[Ĥथम पुͧ लस सधुार करना होगा। अभी पुͧ लस मɅ लगभग 30 ĤǓतशत पद खालȣ पड़ े
हɇ। इन खालȣ पदɉ को जãद भरा जाना चाǑहए। पुͧ लस बल को उÍच कोǑट का Ĥͧश¢ण भी देना होगा। उसे व£ैाǓनक 
अनसुधंान के तौर-तरȣकɉ और रोबोǑटÈस, आǑट[ͩफͧशयल इंटेͧलजɅस के साथ-साथ अ×याधुǓनक उपकरणɉ से भी लसै करना 
होगा। बगरै ऐसा ͩकए काननू के शासन कȧ èथापना कǑठन है। 

 

Date: 04-09-20 

Èवॉड के जǐरये काबू मɅ आएगा चीन 

डॉ. सुधीर ͧसहं , (लेखक Ǒदãलȣ ͪवæवͪवɮयालय मɅ ĤाÚयापक हɇ) 

लɮदाख मɅ चीन के साथ तनातनी के बीच Èवॉड समहू को लेकर चचा[ तेज हो गई है। यह एक ऐसे नए Ĥभावी 
अतंरराçĚȣय सगंठन के Ǿप मɅ उभर रहा है, िजसमɅ भारत कȧ भूͧ मका मह×वपूण[ है। इस समहू कȧ èथापना का ͪवचार 
सबस ेपहले हाल मɅ पीएम पद छोड़ने कȧ घोषणा करने वाले जापान के Ĥधानमğंी ͧशजंो एबी ने 2007 मɅ रखा था। 
2011 मɅ इसकȧ पहलȣ औपचाǐरक शǽुआत हुई। मलूत: इसके तीन सदèय थे-अमेǐरका, जापान और भारत। इसे 
Ĥजाताǒंğक देशɉ के समहू के Ǿप मɅ भी रेखांͩकत ͩकया गया, Èयɉͩक इसमɅ शाͧमल होन ेवाले सभी देश Ĥजाताǒंğक हɇ। 



www.afeias.com 
IMPORTANT NEWSCLIPPINGS (04-09-20) 

13 

 
2011 के बाद लबंे समय तक इस समहू कȧ गǓतͪवͬधयां सीͧमत रहȣं। इस बीच ऑèĚेͧलया भी इस समहू मɅ शाͧमल हो 
गया। इस समहू कȧ èथापना मÉुयत: एͧशया Ĥशांत ¢ेğ मɅ अतंरराçĚȣय काननूɉ के पालन पर जोर देने के ͧलए कȧ गई 
है। हाल के समय मɅ इस ¢ेğ मɅ ऐसी कई घटनाएं हुई हɇ, िजनमɅ अतंरराçĚȣय काननूɉ को चुनौती दȣ गई। यह काम चीन 
ɮवारा हȣ ͩकया गया। चाहे वह दͯ¢ण चीन सागर का मामला हो या पवूȸ चीन सागर का या ͩफर मेकांग नदȣ जल 
साझेदारȣ का, चीन ने अतंरराçĚȣय मया[दाओ ंकȧ अवमानना हȣ कȧ है। 

शीत यɮुध के पæचात और खासकर 9/11 कȧ घटना के बाद अतंरराçĚȣय पटल पर एͧशया Ĥशांत ¢ेğ कȧ महƣा काफȧ 
बढ़ȣ है। 21वी ंसदȣ को एͧशया कȧ सदȣ कहा जा रहा है, लेͩ कन अपनी आͬथ[क ताकत के नश ेमɅ चूर चीन इसे अपनी 
सदȣ बनाने पर आमादा है। वह इस सदȣ को न केवल अपनी सदȣ बनाने पर आमादा है, बिãक अतंरराçĚȣय èतर पर 
अमेǐरका के एक माğ महाशिÈत के दजȶ को भी छȤनना चाहता है। चीन कȧ यह चाहत 2013 से कुछ Ïयादा हȣ बढ़ȣ है, 
जबसे ͬचनͩफंग चीन के राçĚपǓत पद पर काǒबज हुए हɇ। इसके बाद से चीन कȧ नीǓत पड़ोͧसयɉ के साथ-साथ अÛय देशɉ 
के ĤǓत भी आĐामक हो गई। चीन ऐसा मानता है ͩक Èवॉड समहू उसके ͨखलाफ बना है। चूंͩक चीन इसे एक मɮुदा 
बनाता रहा, इसͧलए भारत इस समहू मɅ अपनी भागीदारȣ के ĤǓत उतना सजंीदा नहȣं Ǒदखा, िजतना उसे Ǒदखना चाǑहए 
था। 2014 मɅ नरɅġ मोदȣ सƣा मɅ आए और उÛहɉन ेभारतीय ͪवदेश नीǓत मɅ आमलू-चूल पǐरवत[न ͩकया। इसी के साथ 
Èवॉड को महƣा ͧमलनी शǾु हुई। अÈटूबर 2014 मɅ Ĥधनमğंी मोदȣ जापान के दौरे पर गए। वहां उÛहɉन ेपरो¢ Ǿप स े
चीन पर Ĥहार करत ेहुए कहा ͩक 19वीं सदȣ का ͪवèतारवाद आज चलने वाला नहȣं है। हालांͩ क ͪपछल ेछह वषɟ मɅ मोदȣ 
न ेचीन से सबंधं सधुारने के ͧलए तमाम पहल कȧ, लेͩ कन लɮदाख मɅ चीनी सेना कȧ आĐामकता न ेयहȣ Ǒदखाया ͩक शी 
ͬचनͩफंग अपने रवयेै को बदलने के ͧलए तयैार नहȣं। उÛहɅ मोदȣ से पहलȣ चनुौती 2017 मɅ डोकलाम मɅ ͧमलȣ, जब 
भारतीय सनेा ने चीनी सनेा कȧ राह रोक लȣ। डोकलाम मɅ भारतीय और चीनी सेना का 72 Ǒदनɉ तक आमना-सामना 
रहा। अतं मɅ सवंाद के माÚयम से इस तनाव को कम ͩकया गया। इसके बाद अĤलै 2018 मɅ Ĥधानमğंी मोदȣ चीनी शहर 
वहुान गए। इसके बाद ͬचनͩफंग अÈटूबर 2019 मɅ महाबलȣपरुम आए और इस तरह उनकȧ मोदȣ के साथ दसूरȣ ͧशखर 
बठैक हुई। इसके बाद हȣ चीन ने भारत के सदंभ[ मɅ अपनी नीǓत बदलनी शǾु कर दȣ। 

चीन के आĐामक रवयै ेको देखत ेहुए यह आवæयक हो गया है ͩक Èवॉड को जãद से जãद एक सशÈत सगंठन के तौर 
पर उभारा जाए। इस समहू ने साझा नौसǓैनक अßयास करना शǾु कर Ǒदया है। इसे मालाबार नौसǓैनक अßयास के नाम 
स ेजाना जाता है। अभी तक इस अßयास मɅ अमेǐरका, जापान और भारत शाͧमल रहे हɇ। अब ऑèĚेͧलया के भी इसमɅ 
शाͧमल होने के आसार बढ़ गए हɇ, Èयɉͩक वह भी चीन से तगं है। 2019 के जी-20 के ͧशखर सàमेलन मɅ Èवॉड समहू 
के शीष[ नेताओ ंन ेअलग से बठैक कȧ थी। इसके बाद ͪपछले महȣन ेÈवॉड समहू कȧ वचु[अल बठैक हुई। इसके ͪवदेश 
मǒंğयɉ कȧ बठैक अÈटूबर मɅ नई Ǒदãलȣ मɅ Ĥèताͪवत है। ऑèĚेͧलया शǾु मɅ Èवॉड समहू मɅ सͩĐय भागीदारȣ के ͧलए 
पया[Üत उ×सकु नहȣं था, लेͩ कन उसकȧ ओर से कोरोना वायरस फैलने के ͧलए चीन को उƣरदायी ठहराए जाने के बाद 
उसके और चीन के बीच तनाव बढ़ गया है। आज ऑèĚेͧलया न ͧसफ[  इस समहू मɅ सͩĐय भागीदारȣ के ͧलए तयैार है, 
बिãक चीन के ͨखलाफ खासा मखुर भी है। Èवॉड समहू मɅ ͪवयतनाम, दͯ¢ण कोǐरया और Ûयजूीलɇड को भी शाͧमल 
करने का Ĥèताव है। Èवॉड समहू कȧ बढ़ती सͩĐयता से चीन परेशान है। हाल मɅ चीनी सरकार के मखुपğ Êलोबल 
टाइàस ने कहा था ͩक भारत को ऐसे समहूɉ का सदèय नहȣं बनना चाǑहए, लेͩ कन भारत इसकȧ अनदेखी नहȣं कर सकता 
ͩक चीन लɮदाख सीमा पर आĐामक है। हालांͩ क भारतीय सेना ने चीन को मुहंतोड़ जवाब Ǒदया है और वह लɮदाख स े
अǽणाचल तक चीन से दो-दो हाथ करने के ͧलए तयैार है, लेͩ कन चीन सधुरने के ͧलए तयैार नहȣं। चीन मÉुय तौर पर 
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मनोव£ैाǓनक यɮुध लड़ता रहा है। चीन ने सोचा था ͩक मोदȣ सरकार पवू[वतȸ सरकारɉ कȧ तरह र¢ा×मक हȣ रहेगी, 
लेͩ कन मोदȣ सरकार ने चीन के ͨखलाफ आĐामक नीǓत अपना लȣ। इससे चीन हतĤभ है। 

यह उãलेखनीय है ͩक Èवॉड समहू के देशɉ ने लɮदाख सकंट को लेकर भारत के प¢ मɅ अपनी आवाज बलुदं कȧ है। इस 
समहू मɅ भारत कȧ बढ़ती भागीदारȣ एͧशया के शिÈत सतंलुन को चीन के ͪवपरȣत कर सकने मɅ स¢म है। चूंͩक यह 
समहू अतंरराçĚȣय काननूɉ कȧ पालना के ͧलए कृतसकंãप है, इसͧलए भारत को इसमɅ अपनी सͩĐयता बढ़ानी चाǑहए। 
चीन को साफ सकेंत देने कȧ जǾरत है ͩक वह अपने दायरे मɅ रहे। वाèतव मɅ वह यहȣ भाषा अÍछȤ तरह समझता है। 

 

                                                                                               Date: 04-09-20 

Ûयूनतम सरकार 

संपादकȧय 

मोदȣ सरकार ने शासकȧय सेवकɉ के कामकाज कȧ समी¢ा को लेकर नए ǑदशाǓनदȶश जारȣ करने के साथ हȣ अफसरशाहȣ 
को और अͬधक स¢म तथा ससुगंत बनाने कȧ कोͧशश तजे कर दȣ है। इसके मतुाǒबक उन कम[चाǐरयɉ के कामकाज कȧ 
समी¢ा कȧ जाएगी जो 50 से 55 आय ुवग[ के हɉ या 30 वष[ कȧ सेवा अवͬध परूȣ कर चुके हɉ। ऐसे जो अͬधकारȣ ħçट 
या अ¢म पाए जाएंगे उÛहɅ सेवाǓनवृͪ ƣ लनेी होगी। ये Ǔनयम कɅ ġȣय ͧसͪवल सͪव[सेज (पɅशन) Ǔनयम 1972 के फंडामɅटल 
Ǿल 56(जे) मɅ पहले स ेमौजूद थे। जून 2019 मɅ 27 वǐरçठ कर अͬधकाǐरयɉ को ħçटाचार के कारण इसी Ǔनयम के 
तहत जबरन सेवाǓनवƣृ ͩकया गया था। इसके अलावा राजèव सवेा के 22 अͬधकाǐरयɉ को सेवा स ेबखा[èत ͩकया गया 
था और कɅ ġȣय सͬचवालय सेवा के 284 अͬधकाǐरयɉ को सेवाǓनवृͪ ƣ के ͧलए छांटा गया था। यह पहला मौका था जब इस 
Ǔनयम का इतने बड़ ेपमैाने पर इèतमेाल ͩकया गया। अपने ताजा पǐरपğ मɅ सरकार इस ĤͩĐया को Ǔनयͧमत कर रहȣ 
है। इसके ͧलए लͯ¢त समहू के अफसरशाहɉ का एक रिजèटर तयैार ͩकया जा रहा है और उनकȧ ğमैाͧसक समी¢ा कȧ 
जा रहȣ है। नरɅġ मोदȣ के सƣा मɅ आने के बाद यह अफसरशाहȣ को तीसरा सगंठना×मक झटका है। सबसे पहले 2016 मɅ 
शासकȧय सेवकɉ के ͧलए सालाना गोपनीय ǐरपोट[ (एसीआर) के अलावा कॉपȾरेट शलैȣ मɅ मãूयांकन कȧ åयवèथा कȧ गई 
थी। ऐसा इसͧलए ͩकया गया Èयɉͩक एसीआर को Ĥाय: ǓनçĤभावी माना जाता था। दसूरे कदम मɅ सन 2018 और 2019 
के दौरान अफसरशाहȣ मɅ सयंÈुत सͬचव, Ǔनदेशक और उपसͬचव èतर के पदɉ को सेवा स ेबाहर Ǔनजी ¢ğे के ͪवशषे£ɉ 
के ͧलए खोल Ǒदया गया। अब 'ͧमशन कम[योगी' पहल के तहत अफसरशाहȣ को और अͬधक रचना×मक, सͩĐय, पेशवेर 
और तकनीक सपंÛन बनाने के ͧलए एक पǐरषद का गठन ͩकया जा रहा है िजसमɅ मğंीगण, मÉुयमğंी और मानव 
ससंाधन ͪवशषे£ शाͧमल हɇ तथा िजसकȧ अÚय¢ता Ĥधानमğंी के पास है। इसके अलावा '¢मता Ǔनमा[ण आयोग' के 
गठन कȧ बात भी कहȣ गई है। एक साथ देखɅ तो इन घटनाओं ने अफसरशाहȣ के मजबतू ढांचे को झटका Ǒदया है लेͩ कन 
छह वष[ मɅ 20 लाख से अͬधक कम[चǐरयɉ मɅ स ेकरȣब 300 पर कार[वाई करने स ेयहȣ पता चलता है ͩक इस Ǒदशा मɅ 
बहुत सͩĐयता नहȣं Ǒदखाई गई। अफसरशाहȣ को आराम कȧ नौकरȣ माना जाता है और इसके ͧलए अͬधक मजबतू 
आकलन ĤͩĐया अपनाने कȧ जǾरत लǒंबत थी लेͩ कन सवाल यह है ͩक Èया ये कदम मोदȣ के Ûयनूतम सरकार, 



 
अͬधकतम शासन या सधुार, Ĥदश[न और पǐरवत[न
शायद ठȤक नहȣं। तीन दशक के अनभुव वाले
अ¢म लोगɉ को जǾर Ǔनकाला जाना चाǑहए
होनी चाǑहए। भारत जैसे देश मɅ अफसरशाहȣ
अलग हो सकत ेहɇ। ईमानदार अͬधकाǐरयɉ 
हम सभी वाͩकफ हɇ। तीसरा, एक परुानी समèया
उƣरदायी ठहराया जाता है। यह अफसरशाहɉ
मɅ कोयला Þलॉक आवटंन के मामल ेमɅ और
Ǔनजीकरण के दौरान ऐसा देखन ेको ͧमला।
वाल ेअͬधकाǐरयɉ को हटाना राजनीǓतक बदले
Ǒदया जाना चाǑहए। 

                       

द¢ता कȧ दरकार 

संपादकȧय 

ĤशासǓनक सधुार कȧ जǾरत लबं ेसमय स े
मौकɉ पर अपने सझुाव पेश कर चुके हɇ। 
कम[चाǐरयɉ स ेजैसी द¢ता, कत[åयǓनçठा और
कम[चाǐरयɉ मɅ जब तक इन गणुɉ का अभाव
और न आम नागǐरकɉ को उनके बǓुनयादȣ 
काय[काल स ेहȣ सरकारȣ दÝतरɉ के कामकाज
उठाए हɇ, िजसमɅ हर कम[चारȣ के समय पर 
गया। उनकȧ जवाबदेहȣ सǓुनिæचत कȧ गई। 
है। इसी Đम मɅ ĤशासǓनक अͬधकाǐरयɉ कȧ
ͧमशन कम[योगी- कȧ शǽुआत कȧ गई है। 
बनाने का Ĥयास ͩकया जाएगा। सरकार ने
Ĥͧश¢ण काय[Đम कȧ Ǿपरेखा तयैार कȧ है।
उनके काम पर आधाǐरत होगा। 

ĤशासǓनक अͬधकाǐरयɉ, कम[चाǐरयɉ को लोकसेवक
बनाए रख कर उनकȧ समèयाओ ंको सनुɅ, समझɅ
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पǐरवत[न के लêयɉ को परूा करने मɅ मदद करɅग?े 
वाल ेअफसरशाह अनमोल अनभुव और जानकारȣ से

चाǑहए लेͩ कन यह èपçट नहȣं है यह नीǓत यवुा अͬधकाǐरयɉ
अफसरशाहȣ और काय[पाͧलका का ǐरæता उलझाऊ है ऐस ेमɅ ͩकफायत

 के दंडा×मक तबादल ेऔर अफसरशाहȣ के कामकाज
समèया यह भी है ͩक अफसरशाहɉ को अतीत मɅ 

अफसरशाहɉ के परूȣ ¢मता स ेकाम करने कȧ राह मɅ बड़ा रोड़ा 
और सन 2000 के दशक के आरंभ मɅ पहलȣ भाजपानीत

ͧमला। इस इǓतहास को देखत ेहुए यह अहम है ͩक उĨदराज
बदले कȧ कवायद न बन जाए। 'ͧमशन कम[योगी' मɅ 

                                                                                                

स ेरेखांͩकत कȧ जाती रहȣ है। इसके ͧलए गǑठत सͧमǓतयां
 उनमɅ स े कुछ को लाग ू भी ͩकया गया, पर ĤशासǓनक

और जवाबदेहȣ कȧ अपे¢ा कȧ जाती रहȣ है, वह परूȣ 
अभाव बना रहेगा, सरकारȣ योजनाओ,ं काय[Đमɉ मɅ न तो

 हक Ǒदलाए जा सकɅ गे। भाजपा कȧ अगआुई वालȣ राजग
कामकाज मɅ सधुार लाने के Ĥयास करती रहȣ है। इसके 

 दÝतरɉ मɅ पहंुचने और उनके काम करने पर Ǔनगरानी
 अब कम[चाǐरयɉ के कामकाज के Ǔनयͧमत मãूयांकन

कȧ द¢ता ͪवकͧसत करने के ͧलए राçĚȣय ͧसͪवल सेवा
 इसके तहत लोकसेवा के चयǓनत अͬधकाǐरयɉ को
ने इसके ͧलए ͪवͧभÛन ͪवदेशी ͪवæवͪवɮयालयɉ और

है। अब तक अͬधकाǐरयɉ का Ĥͧश¢ण और मãूयांकन

लोकसेवक कहा जाता है। उनकȧ िजàमदेारȣ है ͩक व ेआम
समझɅ और उनके समाधान का Ĥयास करɅ। पर हकȧकत
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? नीǓत मɅ उĨ वाला Ǒहèसा 
स ेलसै होत ेहɇ। ħçट और 

अͬधकाǐरयɉ पर Èयɉ नहȣं लाग ू
ͩकफायत के मानक अलग-

कामकाज मɅ राजनीǓतक बाधाओ ंस े
 ͧलए गए Ǔनण[यɉ के ͧलए 
 है। कांĒेस सरकार के दौर 

भाजपानीत सरकार के काय[काल मɅ 
उĨदराज और काम न करने 
 इस बात पर ͪवशषे Úयान 

 

                                                                         Date: 04-09-20 

सͧमǓतया ंऔर आयोग अनेक 
ĤशासǓनक अͬधकाǐरयɉ और 
 नहȣं हो पाई। अͬधकाǐरयɉ-
तो अपेͯ¢त गǓत आ पाएगी 
राजग सरकार अपने ͪपछले 
 ͧलए उसने कई कदम भी 

Ǔनगरानी का तğं ͪवकͧसत ͩकया 
मãूयांकन पर भी ͪवचार चल रहा 

सेवा ¢मता ͪवकास काय[Đम- 
को उनके कामकाज मɅ द¢ 
और सèंथानɉ के सहयोग स े

मãूयांकन Ǔनयम आधाǐरत था, अब 

आम नागǐरकɉ स ेनजदȣकȧ 
हकȧकत यह है ͩक ĤशासǓनक 
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अͬधकाǐरयɉ और आम नागǐरकɉ के बीच फासला इतना बढ़ता गया है ͩक कोई साधारण आदमी उनके सामने खड़ ेहोकर 
डर से अपनी बात तक नहȣं कह पाता। जबͩक सरकार तक जनता के पहंुचने का सबसे सगुम साधन ĤशासǓनक 
अͬधकारȣ हȣ होत ेहɇ। अͬधकाǐरयɉ के जǐरए हȣ लोकतğं जमीन पर उतरता है। पर अͬधकाǐरयɉ कȧ जनता से दरूȣ बढ़ने के 
कारण नीचे के कम[चाǐरयɉ कȧ भी मनमानी बढ़ती गई है और छोटे-छोटे कामɉ के ͧलए भी ǐरæवत का चलन बढ़ता गया 
है। यह एक èवèथ लोकतğं कȧ Ǔनशानी कतई नहȣं कहȣ जा सकती। इसͧलए ĤशासǓनक सधुार कȧ मागं उठती रहȣ है। 
अगर कɅ ġ सरकार कȧ ताजा पहल से ĤशासǓनक अͬधकाǐरयɉ और कम[चाǐरयɉ को कम[योगी के Ǿप मɅ तयैार करने मɅ 
मदद ͧमलती है, तो यह बहुत बड़ा ĤशासǓनक सधुार होगा। 

हालांͩ क पहले भी सेवा काल मɅ अͬधकाǐरयɉ-कम[चाǐरयɉ को बदलती िèथǓतयɉ के मतुाǒबक Ĥͧश¢ण और कौशल ͪवकास 
सबंधंी अÚययनɉ कȧ सुͪ वधाए ं उपलÞध थीं। जो अͬधकारȣ चाहत ेथे और सरकार उÛहɅ उपयÈुत मानती थी, वे ͪवशषे 
अÚययन के ͧलए ͪवदेश भी जात ेथे। मगर ĤशासǓनक कामकाज का ढरा[ नहȣं बदल पाया है, तो इसͧलए ͩक अͬधकाǐरयɉ 
का मानस अब भी औपǓनवेशक ढांच ेमɅ बधंा हुआ है। अͬधकाǐरयɉ और जनता के बीच बनी हुई दरूȣ तभी ͧमट पाएगी, 
जब यह मानͧसकता बदलेगी। ऐसे अनेक उदाहरण हɇ, जब कहȣं ͩकसी अͬधकारȣ न ेआम लोगɉ स ेनजदȣकȧ बना कर 
काम ͩकया, तो उसके उãलेखनीय नतीज ेआए हɇ। इसके अलावा ĤशासǓनक अͬधकाǐरयɉ को राजनीǓतक दबावɉ स ेमÈुत 
रखना जǾरȣ है, तभी उनमɅ कत[åयǓनçठा का ͪवकास सभंव है। ĤशासǓनक सधुार के ͧलए गǑठत सͧमǓतया ंइस ेबार-बार 
रेखांͩकत कर चुकȧ हɇ। इसͧलए अͬधकाǐरयɉ-कम[चाǐरयɉ मɅ कौशल ͪवकास के ͧलए Ĥͧश¢ण के साथ-साथ उनकȧ 
मानͧसकता बदलने और राजनीǓतक दबाव से उÛहɅ मÈुत रखने कȧ जǾरत पर भी ͪवचार करना होगा। 

 

  

 


