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more	 ads.	 This	 is	 not	 neutral	 behaviour.	 Implicit	 in	 such	 sorting	 and	 allocation	 to	 different	 audience	
segments	is	an	editorial	call.	

When	they	exercise	their	moderation	and	editorial	discretion,	they	use	norms	that	are	appropriate	to	the	
culture	and	values	of	their	home	country.	These	are	not	necessarily	universal.	It	might	pass	muster	for	a	
Christian	 pastor	 with	 a	 flair	 for	 publicity	 to	 burn	 the	 Quran	 to	 the	 applause	 of	 fellow	 rednecks	 in	
America’s	badlands	and	for	social	media	to	stream	it	in	the	US.	It	got	several	people	killed	in	other	parts	
of	the	world.	

So	where	should	social	media	draw	the	line?	On	what	basis	do	they	moderate	content?	The	answer	is	not	
all	that	complicated.	They	should	be	obliged	to	bear	the	responsibility	that	mainstream	publishers	have,	
to	respect	the	laws	of	decency,	libel,	plagiarism,	privacy	and	public	order.	These	would	differ	from	region	
to	region.	

At	 the	 same	 time,	 social	 media	 organisations	 are	 not	 quite	 news	 organisations.	 They	 do	 not	 employ	
professional	 journalists,	 carry	 out	 editorial	 validation	 of	 what	 they	 publish.	 They	 do	 not	 qualify	 as	
members	of	the	Fourth	Estate	of	democracy.	

Privacy	Not	Absolute	

Privacy	is	another	area	that	lends	itself	to	much	misunderstanding.	Human	beings	live	as	groups,	they	are	
not	lone	creatures	that	cannot	stand	another	in	the	same	vicinity	like	the	tiger.	There	is,	of	course,	a	range	
of	activity,	mental	and	physical,	that	people	want	to	keep	private	and	legitimately	deserve	to.	But	the	rest	
matter,	potentially,	to	others,	for	good	or	for	bad.	

Crimes	 are	 plotted	 in	 privacy.	 Political	 opponents	 are	 trolled	 by	 anonymous	 handles	 hiding	 behind	 a	
curtain	of	privacy.	It	is	not	so	much	the	dissident	that	uses	the	cloak	of	anonymity	as	the	cyber	coolies	of	
the	powers	 that	be	 to	bludgeon	 the	dissidents.	Mindless	pursuit	of	absolute	privacy	harms	society	and	
democracy.	

If	investigation	of	a	crime	calls	for	searching	someone’s	home	or	office,	that	constitutes	breach	of	privacy.	
Should	 the	suspect’s	right	 to	privacy	 trump	society’s	need	to	 investigate	crime	and	bring	 the	culprit	 to	
book?	If	there	is	reasonable	ground	to	breach	privacy,	a	warrant	is	obtained	to	carry	out	the	search.	

The	same	principle	should	apply	to	online	privacy	as	well.	It	cannot	be	absolute.	If	nailing	financial	crime	
called	 for	 hedge	 fund	 boss	 Raj	 Rajaratnam’s	 phone	 to	 be	 tapped	 and,	 in	 consequence,	 investigators	
overheard	 Rajat	 Gupta	 pass	 on	 insider	 information,	 do	 we	 bemoan	 this	 breach	 of	 privacy	 or	 take	
satisfaction	that	white	collar	criminals	were	brought	to	book?	

If	WhatsApp	messages	could	offer	traceability,	it	would	be	easier	to	establish	who	started	the	Delhi	riots,	
for	 example.	Traceability	would	 call	 for	new	 technology,	whose	development	must	be	 encouraged	and	
deployed,	given	time.	

Do	 spies	who	monitor	 cyber	 chatter	 to	 intercept	 terror	messages	 serve	 the	 public	 interest	 or	merely	
deserve	to	be	skewered	for	their	breach	of	privacy?	The	point	is	to	institute	robust	mechanisms	to	hold	
arms	of	the	State	and	the	political	executive	to	account	for	every	single	breach	of	citizen	privacy,	not	to	
make	a	fetish	of	privacy	for	privacy’s	sake.	
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There	must	also	be	clarity	in	what	precisely	is	the	mandate	for	the	lateral	entrant.	There	is	a	difference	in	
bringing	expertise	and	being	part	of	the	decision‐making	process.	For	the	former,	the	government	doesn’t	
strictly	 need	 to	 hire	 “outsiders”.	 Expertise	 is	 widely	 available	 and	 used	 by	 almost	 every	 ministry	—	
expert	committees,	consultations,	think	tank	engagements,	etc.	To	be	disrupters,	lateral	entrants	need	to	
be	able	 to	stamp	their	authority	on	decision	making.	For	 this	 to	happen,	 there	need	 to	be	more	 lateral	
entrants	at	all	levels	in	ministries.	Anyone	familiar	with	the	functioning	of	government	knows	that	there	
is	 a	 long	 chain	 in	 decision‐making	 and	 a	 minority	 of	 one	 cannot	 override	 it.	 Also,	 it	 requires	 an	
understanding	of	the	system	and	an	ability	to	work	with	the	“permanent”	establishment.	No	training	or	
orientation	is	provided	for	this.	By	the	time	networks	are	built,	it	is	time	to	move	on.	

On	past	evidence,	the	lateral	entrants	who	made	the	biggest	impact	are	those	who	served	in	the	system	
for	a	 length	of	 time	and	at	different	 levels.	The	economists	mentioned	earlier	 joined	as	advisers	at	 the	
joint	 secretary	 level	 before	moving	 up	 the	 ladder	 to	mainstream	 positions,	 learning	 to	work	with	 the	
permanent	 establishment	 in	 the	 process.	 A	 recent	 lateral	 entrant	 like	 Parameswaran	 Iyer	 succeeded	
because	he	had	served	in	the	IAS	early	on.	

Lateral	entry,	 like	competition	 in	any	sphere,	 is	a	good	thing.	But	serious	thinking	 is	required	on	entry	
requirements,	job	assignments,	number	of	personnel	and	training	to	make	it	a	force	for	positive	change.	
Some	reform	of	the	“permanent”	system	—	particularly	its	seniority	principle	—	may	be	a	prerequisite.	

 

Date:19-03-21 

Don’t	reopen	old	wounds	

The	judicial	challenge	to	the	Places	of	Worship	Act	threatens	to	destroy	the	national	reconciliation	sought	
by	the	Supreme	Court	through	its	Ayodhya	judgement	

Salman	Khurshid,	[	The	writer	is	a	senior	Congress	leader	and	former	external	affairs	minister.]	

I	 have	 defended	 the	 Ayodhya	 judgment	 knowing	
that	 many	 enlightened	 Hindu	 friends	 have	 been	
critical	of	its	conclusions.	I	have	defended	it	for	the	
legal	 correctness	of	 its	 arguments	and	 the	greater	
cause	 it	serves	of	national	reconciliation.	Amongst	
the	 arguments	 I	 marshalled	 in	 support	 was	 the	
explicit	 finding	 that	 the	 Places	 of	 Worship	 Act	
conclusively	 put	 a	 lid	 on	 all	 other	 disputes	 by	
freezing	 the	 status	 of	 places	 of	 worship	 on	 15	
August	 1947.	 Five	 justices	 of	 the	 Constitution	
Bench	 stamped	 their	 approval	 on	 the	 far‐sighted	
Act	 passed	 in	 the	 aftermath	 of	 the	 December	 6,	
1992	 demolition	 of	 Babri	Masjid.	 Understandably,	
the	validity	of	the	Act	was	not	under	challenge	and	

the	 Court	 did	 not	 expressly	 hear	 arguments	 on	 either	 side	 but	 the	 fact	 remains	 that	 the	 Constitution	
Bench	 stamped	 its	 approval.	 Technically	 speaking,	 the	 notice	 issued	 by	 the	 Supreme	 Court	 might	 be	
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correct,	but	 the	 implications	are	far‐reaching	and	might	undermine	our	efforts	to	persuade	the	general	
public,	 including	 Muslims,	 about	 the	 correctness	 and	 virtue	 of	 the	 Ayodhya	 judgment.	 Inevitably	 the	
sceptics	who	opposed	the	acceptance	of	the	alternative	piece	of	land	for	a	mosque	will	steal	a	march	over	
those	of	us	who	support	reconciliation.	What	is	worse	the	country	will	once	again	descend	into	the	spiral	
of	conflict	and	lack	of	faith,	not	something	that	any	god	would	want	to	inflict	upon	us.	

The	 path	 opened	 by	 the	 latest	 notice	 is	wide	 and	 endless;	Mathura	 and	Varanasi	will	 not	 be	 the	 final	
destination.	Filial	piety	will	entirely	be	replaced	by	paying	for	the	“sins”	of	ancestors.	For	all	of	us	who	
have	condemned	Partition	and	accepted	that	the	national	unity	of	India	of	1947	is	more	important	than	
imagined	 insecurity	or	perceived	slight	 to	dignity,	we	are	suddenly	being	subjected	 to	a	new	Partition.	
But	 having	 repudiated	 it	 once,	we	will	 reject	 it	with	 greater	 emphasis	 this	 time.	 It	matters	 not	 that	 a	
further	price	has	 to	be	paid.	We	will	pay	 the	price	without	 the	 least	hesitation.	Yet	a	question	must	be	
asked:	Do	people	who	are	pushing	India	away	from	acceptance	of	pluralism	know	where	it	will	lead	us?	
Modern‐day	 liberal	 societies	are	 for	 reasons	of	principle	or	pragmatics	 fast	becoming	multi‐ethnic	and	
multi‐cultural.	 Our	 own	 contribution	 to	 the	 changing	 colours	 and	 contours	 of	 global	 societies	 is	
considerable.	 We	 celebrate	 Indian‐Americans	 reaching	 out	 to	 place	 their	 footprints	 on	 the	 soil	 of	 US	
politics.	Questioning,	if	not	stifling,	pluralism	at	home	can	only	be	signs	of	myopia	or	at	worse,	hypocrisy.	
We	have	expressed	outrage	at	racism	in	the	UK	targeting	the	first	Indian	woman	President	of	the	Oxford	
Union	accused	of	insensitive	racial	tweets.	But	our	government	pretends	not	to	hear	similar,	and	worse,	
slurs	and	insults	directed	at	our	own	people.	Protest	and	patriotism	have	become	the	two	boxes	to	tick	on	
the	peril	of	social	media	onslaughts	and	police	prosecutions.	Yet	we	are	aggrieved	that	other	democracies	
in	the	world	find	that	disturbing.	

India	 is	engaged	 in	a	battle	 for	 the	mind	and	soul.	We	would	 like	to	believe	that	we	speak	for	 the	 light	
against	the	darkness	espoused	by	our	adversaries.	Be	that	as	it	may,	the	battle,	not	of	our	seeking,	will	be	
a	long	and	arduous	one.	Yet	we	will	prevail	in	the	end	because	the	soul	of	India	will	not	be	suppressed	for	
long.	But	sadly	we	remain	scattered	in	our	separate	ambitions	to	become	victors	against	oppression	and	
deceit.	The	truth	is	that	what	matters	is	we	vanquish	the	forces	that	have	sought	to	destroy	the	India	we	
cherish,	and	not	who	wears	the	laurel	leaf	of	triumph	and	acclaim.	The	rules	of	recognition	will	emerge	
organically	 from	 the	 struggle	 itself.	 Legacy	 and	 ambition	will	 have	 to	 take	 the	 back	 seat	 as	 we	 equip	
ourselves	for	a	battle	with	an	adversary	who	has	changed	the	rules	of	engagement	and	turned	hate	and	
avarice	into	lethal	weapons.	

In	all	historic	battles,	the	experienced	and	youth	march	shoulder	to	shoulder	to	accomplish	the	toughest	
of	tasks.	Unfortunately,	our	times	have	seen	the	unwholesome	estrangement	of	the	young	from	the	old.	
The	impatience	and	frustration	felt	by	the	former	and	the	insensitivity	shown	by	the	latter	have	brought	
us	a	wide	gap.	A	remarkable	popular	protest	against	NRC‐CAA	was	marred	by	speeches	and	actions	by	
young	activists	that	provided	fuel	to	the	detractors.	Freedom	belongs	to	us	all	and	cannot	be	a	monopoly	
of	 some.	 Freedom	 and	 its	 claim	 come	 with	 corresponding	 responsibilities.	 Short	 cuts	 might	 appear	
attractive	and	even	heroic	but	if	they	hurt	the	idea	of	Freedom,	they	are	no	less	oppressive	than	the	very	
acts	 being	 opposed.	 Those	who	 defend	 Freedom	must	 be	morally	 superior	 to	 those	who	 desecrate	 it.	
Mahatma	Gandhi	must	be	our	constant	pole	star	in	the	process.	

Even	as	we	balance	ourselves	to	steady	the	ship	of	State,	we	cannot	and	must	not	steer	away	from	the	
Supreme	 Court.	 Despite	 periodic	 disappointments	 and	 some	 signs	 of	 accommodation	 of	 majoritarian	
perceptions,	the	Supreme	Court	is	what	stands	between	the	rule	of	law	and	the	rule	of	whims.	Like	other	
members	of	society,	judges	too	are	a	product	of	and	respond	to	circumstances.	They	are	trained	to	appeal	
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to	higher	values	of	our	society	that	we	lesser	people	overlook	for	selfish	concerns.	It	is	for	that	reason	we	
place	constitutional	faith	in	our	judges.	

 

 

Date:19-03-21 

आ था िदल और मन का मामला है ,ईंट - प थर  का नहीं 
शिश थ र, ( पूवर् कद्रीय मतं्री और सांसद ) 

अमेिरकी  यापारी ने कहा,  ‘म बताता हंू भारत म आपकी सम या क्या है। आपका इितहास बहुत है। इतना  यादा िक 
उसका शांित से इ तेमाल नहीं कर सकते। इसिलए आप इितहास को एक-दसूरे के िखलाफ तलवार की तरह चलात ेरहते 
ह।’ 

ऐसा कोई  यापारी नहीं था, यह का पिनक िकरदार है। इसे मने 2001 म अपने उप यास ‘राएट’ के िलए खोजा था, जो 
राम ज मभूिम आंदोलन के शु आती दौर म भड़के िह द-ूमुि लम दंग  से जुड़ा था। यह िकरदार िदन-ब-िदन वा तिवक 
लगता जा रहा  है। खबर  है  िक सुप्रीम कोटर् भाजपा प्रवक्ता अि वनी कुमार उपा याय की यािचका पर सुनवाई करेगा, 
िज ह ने पूजा  थल (िवशषे प्रावधान) अिधिनयम, 1991 की वैधता को चुनौती दी है। 

कम से कम 3 मुकदमे और एक िरट िपिटशन दायर की गई है। इनम उन प्राचीन मंिदर  को िफर बनाने की मांग की है, 
िजनकी जगह मि जद या इ लािमक  मारक बन गए ह। यह वसैी ही पिरि थित है, जैसी अयो या म बाबरी मि जद के 
खंडहर पर राम मंिदर बनाने की मांग की थी। इनम मथुरा म  ी  कृ ण मंिदर पिरसर से जुड़ी शाही ईदगाह मि जद 
हटाने की मागं है। इसे भगवान कृ ण की ज म थली माना जाता है। ज्ञानवापी मि जद, वाराणसी म एक प्राचीन मंिदर 
के पुनिनर्मार्ण की मांग है। दोन  मि जद औरंगजेब के शासनकाल म बनी थीं। एक यािचका म कुतुब मीनार पिरसर म 
पूजा की अनुमित मांगी गई है, क्य िक किथत  प से इसे कुतुबु दीन ऐबक ने 27 िह द ूऔर जैन मंिदर  को िमटाकर 
बनाया था। 

भारत म त्रासदी यह है िक जो लोग इितहास जानते ह, वे भी उसे दोहराने के दोषी लगते ह। 1991 म संसद का भी यही 
मत था, जब उसने पूजा थल  (िवशषे प्रा वधान) अिधिनयम लागू  िकया था। इसकी धारा 4 कहती है िक पूजा थल का 
धािमर्क चिरत्र वही रहेगा, जो मौजूदा ि थित म है और अदालत इससे जुड़ ेमुकदम  पर सुनवाई नहीं करगी। अिधिनयम 
की मंशा सामािजक शांित सुिनि चत करना थी। 

यह िवडबंना ही है िक भारत तकनीक से पे्रिरत भिव य की  ि ट वाले 21वीं सदी के तीसरे दशक म आगे बढ़त ेहुए भी 
अतीत के िस धांत  म बधंा लगता है। अिधिनयम को चुनौती देने वाली यािचका पूजा थल के बारे म ह, सॉ टवेयर लैब 
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के बारे म नहीं, धमर् को समिपर्त है,  ‘िवकास’ को नहीं। भारत ऐसा देश है जहां इितहास, िमथक और पौरािणक कथाएं 
एक साथ मौजूद ह और हम कभी-कभी इनम अंतर नहीं कर पाते। एक मि जद िमटाकर, उसकी जगह मंिदर बनाने से 
गलत, सही नहीं हो जाएगा, बि क यह एक नई गलती होगी। बाबरी मु दे का समाधान तो सुप्रीम कोटर् ने कर िदया, 
लेिकन घाव अब भी ह। मौजूदा मामला उन घाव  को िफर कुरेद देगा। 

वतंत्रता के बाद दशक  तक भारत की सरकार धमर्िनरपेक्ष देश म मुि लम  की सुरक्षा सुिनि चत करती रहीं, उ ह देश म 
ही नागिरक संिहता से अलग मुि लम ‘पसर्नल लॉ’ बरकरार रखने िदया। मि जद ढहाना उ ह उस समझौते म धोखे की 
तरह लगा, िजसने मुि लम समुदाय को भारत के बहुलतावादी लोकतंत्र का मुख्य िह सा बनाए रखा था। और मि जद  
को िमटाना उस धोखे पर और जोर देगा। 

मि जद पर हमला करने वाले  िह दु ववािदय  की भारतीय लोकतंत्र  के सं थान  म बहुत कम आ था थी। उनके  िलए 
1000 साल के गैर-िह द ूराज (पहले मुि लम, िफर िब्रिटश) के बाद आजाद हुए भारत को एक ऐसी पहचान देना जैसे 
कोई दािय व था, वह भी िवजयभाव के साथ िह द ूपहचान। मौजूदा यािचका भी इसी बारे म है। जैसे इ लामी क  टरपंथी 
को अपनी जड़ उनके धमर्शा त्र म नहीं िदखतीं, वैसे ही िह दु ववादी अपने िह द ूधमर् की जड़ उसके िकसी दाशर्िनक या 
आ याि मक आधार  म नहीं खोजते, बि क पहचान के  ोत म उसकी भूिमका म खोजते ह। वे िह दु व को एक िस धांत 
या मत के  प म  वीकार करने की बजाय, िह दु व के नाम पर बदला लेना चाहते ह। ऐसा करते हुए वे उसी धमर् से 
िव वासघात कर रहे ह, िजसे मानने का वे दावा करते ह। ऐसा धमर् जो न िसफर्  उदारता का मूतर् प है और मतभेद  को 
वीकारता है, बि क एकमात्र बड़ा धमर् है, जो यह दावा नहीं करता िक वही स चा धमर् है। िह द ूधमर् म पूजा के सभी 
तरीके मा य ह और वह धमर् को िकसी  यिक्त की ई वर से सबंंध की आ मानुभूित का िनजी मामला मानता है। ऐसा 
धमर् मानता है िक आ था िदल और मन का मामला है, ईंट-प थर  का नहीं। असली िह द ूइितहास से बदला नहीं लेता, 
वह समझता है िक इितहास ही खुद का बदला है। 

पूजा थल  पर यािचका भारतीय लोकतंत्र के उस वादे के िलए भी सही नहीं है, जो बीते कल की कि पत िवकृितय  को 
सुधारने की बजाय, समाज से आने वाले कल के िलए क याण और समृ िध की िदशा म काम करने को कहता है। अगर 
अदालत इस मामले म समाधान पर िवचार करगी, तो इितहास के िलए नए खतरे पैदा ह गे और आने वाली पीढ़ी को 
‘नए गलत’ िसखाए जाएंगे, सही करने के िलए। समय है िक हम पुरानी याद  को अलग रख और भिव य पर  यान द। 
देश िहत म सुप्रीम कोटर् म दायर यािचका को भुला देना चािहए। 

 

 

Date:19-03-21 

अथर् यव था पर िवमशर् को बॉ ड बाजार जैस  ने अगवा िकया 
टीसीए ीिनवास-राघवन 
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सरकार को लगता है िक सुधार  के बारे म उसका पक्ष न तो ठीक से सुना जा रहा है और न ही उसकी ठीक से चचार् हो 
रही है। लेिकन इसके िलए दोष िकसका है? कई लोग कहगे िक सरकार प्रभावी तरीके से संवाद नहीं कर पाई है। लेिकन 
यह आंिशक  प से ही सही है। 

सच यह है िक िपछले 15 वष  म भारत की आिथर्क नीित की कहानी को बॉ ड बाजार जैसे त व  ने अगवा कर िलया 
है। मुझ ेनहीं  पता  है  िक ऐसा क्य   हुआ  है  लेिकन यह भारत म आिथर्क मसल  पर होने वाले  िवमशर् म आया एक 
असाधारण एवं अिप्रय बदलाव है। 

अगर सब नहीं तो बहुत कुछ अब िव  के ही बारे म होता है। मानो असली क्षते्र  का वजूद ही नहीं रह गया है। िव  के 
भीतर भी  यादा चचार् बॉ ड बाजार एवं मौिद्रक नीित की ही होती है। िकसी को भी बिकंग,  टॉक माकट और िव ीय 
क्षेत्र  के अ य पहलुओं मसलन  िवदेशी  िविनमय बाजार की  िफक्र नहीं  है। ऐसा नहीं कह सकते  ह  िक इन मु द  पर 
एकदम चचार् ही नहीं होती है। लेिकन यह चचार् इतनी सतही, िछटपुट एवं जानकारी के अभाव वाली होती है िक उसका 
कोई मतलब ही नहीं रह जाता है। 

यह इस त य के बावजूद हुआ है िक भारत म बॉ ड बाजार छोटा एवं अिवकिसत होने के साथ ही अथर् यव था के िलहाज 
से काफी हद तक अप्रासंिगक भी है। िफर भी हम कारोबार जगत की खबर देने वाले समाचारपत्र  एव ंटेलीिवजन चैनल  
म केवल इसके बारे म ही पढऩे-देखने को िमलता है। 

उ पादकता एवं वृ िध की मुख्य वाहक तकनीक भी अब िपछली सीट पर आ गई है। जब इसकी चचार् होती है तो वह 
मोबाइल फोन और अब िक्र टोकरसी के ही संदभर् म सीिमत होती है। वह चचार् या तो बेदम होती है या िफर जािहिलयत 
से भरपूर होती है। इस तरह इसके बारे म चचार् करने वाले अिधकतर लोग  को िक्र टोकरसी एवं  लॉकचेन के बीच का 
फकर्  भी नहीं मालूम होता है। इसका नतीजा बेतुका ही होता है। 

असली कहानी 

सरकार की नीित पर होने वाली चचार् की अगुआई करने वाले लोग उ पाद एवं  म बाजार को नजरअंदाज करते ह, िवदेश 
यापार की तो बात ही अलग है। ऐसे िवमशर् इसिलए होते ह िक उनके िवषय िस धांत  के बारे म होते ह, उनसे जुड़ े
गुणदोष  के बारे म नहीं। 

ऐसी चचार्ओं को पढऩे या सुनने से आप असली क्षेत्र म बदलाव के तरीके के बारे म कम ही सोचगे। िफर भी सच से 
आगे तो कुछ नहीं हो सकता है। 

अगर आप अंजाम िदए जा चुके सभी काम  की जानकारी जुटाने की मशक्कत करते ह िजसके िलए आपको िव  मंत्रालय 
की वेबसाइट  से कहीं दरू  देखने की ज रत ही नहीं  है, तो आपको पता चलेगा  िक आिथर्क  िवमशर् की हालत  िकतनी 
शोचनीय है। 

असली क्षेत्र  म बीते 10-12 वष  म बड़ ेपैमाने पर एवं लगातार सधुार िकए गए ह। खासकर िपछले चार वष  म तो यह 
तेजी जबरद त रही है। कोरोनावायरस की वजह से इसका काफी कुछ िपछले एक साल म हुआ है। 
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एक तरह  से  िद ली सरकार और उप  रा यपाल  के  बीच अिधकार और शिक्तय  की  प टतः  िवभाजन हो गया था। 
बावजूद इसके कभी–कभार स ा के इन दोन  कद्र  के बीच टकराव देखने को िमलता रहा। बीते सोमवार को कद्रीय गहृ 
मंत्रालय ने इस संबंध म एक िवधेयक पेश िकया है‚ िजसे लेकर िद ली सरकार और कद्र सरकार के बीच तलवार िखचं 
गई ह। िद ली की रा ट्रीय राजधानी क्षेत्र सरकार (संशोधन) िवधेयक 2001 के तहत एलजी को जहां अिधक शिक्तयां देने 
का प्रावधान िकया गया है‚ वहीं दसूरी ओर िद ली सरकार की शिक्तय  को सीिमत करने का प्रावधान है। इस संशोधन 
िवधेयक  के  तहत  िद ली  िवधानसभा  वारा  पािरत  िकसी  भी कानून को लागू  करने  से  पहले  एलजी  के  पास  भेजना 
अिनवायर्  है। जािहर  है अगर यह  िवधेयक पास हो जाता  है तो  िकसी भी कानून  के संबंध म अंितम फैसला  लेने का 
अिधकार एलजी के पास होगा। आप की सरकार को यह  वीकार करना होगा  िक राजधानी  िद ली को पूणर् रा य का 
दरजा प्रा त नहीं है और इस बात की भी संभावना है िक अब िद ली को कभी भी पूणर् रा य का दरजा नहीं िमल सकता‚ 
लेिकन इसका यह आशय भी नहीं है िक िद ली की िनवार्िचत सरकार के अिधकार और शिक्तय  को कम िकया जाए। 
मुख्यमंत्री  केजरीवाल का यह कहना जायज  है  िक अगर  िद ली सरकार  से आशय एलजी की सरकार  से  है  तो  िफर 
मुख्यमंत्री क्या करेगा और यहां चुनाव आिखर क्य  कराए गएॽ िद ली म संसद ह‚ रा ट्रपित भवन ह‚ िविभ न देश  के 
दतूावास ह; इसे देखते हुए कद्र सरकार एलजी के जिरये अपना िनयंत्रण रखती है‚ लेिकन िनवार्िचत सरकार की शिक्तय  
को सीिमत करना बु िधमतापूणर् नहीं है। इस प्र तािवत िवधेयक से अनाव यक टकराव बढ़ेøगा िलहाजा कद्र सरकार को 
इस संशोधन िवधेयक को वापस लेना चािहए। 

 

Date:19-03-21 

राशन से वंचना 
सपंादकीय 

सव च  यायालय ने तीन करोड़ राशन काड़  को मात्र इसिलए ही र द कर िदए जाने पर गंभीर िचतंा  यक्त की है िक 
ये राशन काड़र् आधार काड़र् से नहीं जुड़ ेथे। प्रधान  यायाधीश जि टस एसए बोबड़‚े जि टस एसी बोप ना और जि टस वी 
रामसुब्रम यन की पीठ ने राशन काड  को आधार काड़र् से नहीं जुड़ा होने को िवरोधा मक मामले के  प म न देखे जाने 
की बात कहते हुए कद्र सरकार और सभी रा य सरकार  से चार स ताह के भीतर जवाब–तलब िकया है। पीठ यािचकाकतार् 
कोयली देवी की यािचका पर सुनवाईकर रही थी। झारखंड़ िनवासी देवी की बेटी संतोषी की भूख के कारण 29 िसत बर‚ 
2018 को मौत हो गई थी। संतोषी की बहन गुिड़या देवी इस मामले म संयुक्त यािचकाकतार् है। शीषर् अदालत इससे पहले 
9 िदस बर‚ 2019 म वैध आधार काड़र् नहीं होने पर राशन आपूित र् से वंिचत िकए जाने के कारण लोग  की मौत होने के 
मामले म सभी  रा य   से जवाब तलबी कर  चुकी  है। भूख  से  जुड़ा मामला  होने  के कारण शीषर् अदालत  िचिंतत  है। 
दरअसल‚ अपने  देश म सरकार ‚ चाहे कद्र की हो या रा य  की‚ की संवेदनहीनता जब–तब प्रकाश म आती रहती  है। 
कितपय अिनवायर्ताओं को पूरा नहीं िकए जाने पर फरमान जारी कर िदया जाता है िक िनयत समय म इ ह पूरा नहीं 
िकए जाने पर अमुक–अमुक सुिवधाओं और प्राि तय  से वंिचत कर िदया जाएगा। यह नहीं देखा जाता है िक भारत की 
अिधकांश आबादी  िकन परेशािनय  म दो  जून का भोजन जुगाड़ पा रही  है। होना तो यह चािहए  िक नोड़ल अिधकारी 
िनयुक्त िकए जाएं जो इस बात पर गौर कर िक िनयत समय के भीतर इस प्रकार की अिनवायर्ताओं को पूरा कराया 
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िचिक सा क्षेत्र की कई व तुओं का भारत बड़ा उ पादक और नया िनयार्तक बन गया है। पीपीई िकट का दसूरा सबसे बड़ा 
उ पादक बन गया  है, िजसकी  दैिनक उ पादन क्षमता प्रितिदन पांच लाख से अिधक है। इसी तरह, देश म बहुत कम 
समय म विटलेटर की  वदेशी उ पादन क्षमता बढ़कर तीन लाख प्रितवषर् हो गई है। देश ने एन-95 मा क के उ पादन म 
भी आ मिनभर्रता हािसल की है। भारत सिजर्कल मा क, मेिडकल गॉग स और पीपीई िकट का बड़ ेपैमाने पर िनयार्त कर 
रहा है। 

इस समय भारत दवा उ पादन के मू य के मामले म िव व म 14व और दवा उ पादन की मात्रा के मामले म तीसरे 
थान पर है। िपछले कई वष  म िव व तरीय क्षमताओं और अनुकूल बाजार ने यह सुिनि चत िकया है िक भारत दिुनया 
के सबसे आकषर्क दवा बाजार के  प म पहचान बढ़ा रहा है। दिुनया की करीब 60 फीसदी वैक्सीन भारत म बनाई जाती 
है। भारत के दवा उ योग के आगे बढ़ने का प्रमुख कारण यहां कम लागत होना भी है। अभी भारत के दवा उ योग का 
आकार 40 अरब डॉलर से अिधक का है। कद्रीय रसायन और उवर्रक मंत्री के अनुसार, दवा उ योग 2024 तक 65 अरब 
डॉलर व साल 2030 तक 120 अरब डॉलर की ऊंचाई पर पहंुचने की क्षमता रखता है। 

सरकार को देश म दवाओं, िचिक सा उपकरण  के िलए नए रा ट्रीय उ कृ टता कद्र  थािपत करने की योजना को अंितम 
प  देना  चािहए।  इसके  साथ  ही,  हैदराबाद  ि थत  ‘नेशनल  इं टी यूट ऑफ फामार् यूिटकल  एजुकेशन  ऐंड  िरसचर्’  की 

उपयोिगता और बढ़ाई जानी होगी। दवा कारोबार के िवकास म लगे लोग  को िवशषे प्रो साहन-स मान देने की ज रत बढ़ 
गई है। दवा के िलए क चा माल बनाने वाली कंपिनय  को रा य  तर पर भी खूब मदद िमलनी चािहए। जहां भी ज री 
हो, सरकार को िनवेश से पीछे नहीं हटना चािहए। भारत का जोर स ती दवाओं पर होना चािहए। दवा के क्षेत्र म भारत 
की प्रगित को रोकने की सािजश ह गी, पेटट के मामले को हिथयार बनाया जाएगा, पर यह समय है, जब भारत दिुनया 
के ज रतमंद देश  की मदद करते हुए उ ह साथ लेकर चले। 

 

  

 


