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Modi	In	Dhaka	

India‐Bangladesh	ties	have	hit	the	right	stride,	let’s	keep	it	that	way	

TOI	Editorials	

That	PM	Modi	is	landing	in	Bangladesh	today	to	begin	his	first	foreign	trip	after	the	onset	of	the	Covid‐19	
pandemic	highlights	the	close	relations	that	New	Delhi	and	Dhaka	have	come	to	enjoy.	There’s	no	denying	
that	 history	 binds	 the	 two	 nations	 together,	 given	 the	 key	 role	 that	 India	 played	 in	 Bangladesh’s	
liberation	struggle.	There’s	therefore	a	nice	symbolic	symmetry	to	the	fact	that	India’s	PM	will	be	chief	
guest	 at	 the	50th	 anniversary	of	Bangladesh’s	 founding,	which	 also	happens	 to	be	 the	birth	 centenary	
year	of	its	founder	father	Sheikh	Mujibur	Rahman.	

Many	had	wondered	about	Bangladesh’s	chances	of	success	at	the	time	of	its	birth,	when	it	was	seen	as	an	
‘international	basket	case’.	But	today	Bangladesh’s	emergence	as	a	vibrant	nation	has	pitched	it	as	South	
Asia’s	 contemporary	 rising	 star.	 Under	 the	 leadership	 of	 current	 PM	 Sheikh	 Hasina	 it	 has	 registered	
steady	economic	growth	and	is	on	target	to	leave	the	list	of	least	developed	countries	by	2026.	It,	in	fact,	
overtook	India	in	per	capita	GDP	last	year	and,	as	per	World	Bank	estimates,	is	projected	to	post	positive	
GDP	growth	for	2020‐21.	

Thus,	 Bangladesh	 has	 managed	 to	 grow	 its	 economy	 despite	 the	 pandemic	 while	 simultaneously	
registering	lower	Covid	deaths	per	million	than	India.	Moreover,	Bangladesh	is	actually	ahead	of	India	in	
several	human	development	 indicators	such	as	 immunisation,	hunger	mitigation	and	fertility	rate.	That	
much	of	Bangladesh’s	surge	happened	in	Hasina’s	time,	even	as	she	dramatically	improved	relations	with	
India,	 shows	 how	much	 regional	 cooperation	 can	 be	 achieved	 in	 South	Asia	which	mostly	 has	 a	 sorry	
history	of	the	opposite	kind	–	of	regional	antagonism	or	at	least	neglect.	

Credit	 should	go	 to	both	 the	Modi	and	Hasina	regimes	 for	working	 to	revive	bilateral	connectivity	and	
transit	 –	 long	 neglected	 by	 previous	 governments.	 Which	 is	 precisely	 why,	 at	 a	 time	 of	 improving	
relations,	 Indian	 politicians	 shouldn’t	 be	 raising	 the	 anti‐Bangladeshi	 pitch	 on	 issues	 such	 as	 CAA	 and	
NRC	to	score	domestic	political	points.	In	any	case	Bangladesh’s	surge	in	living	standards	–	it	may	have	
surpassed	eastern	 India	 in	 this	 respect	–	and	 success	 in	garments	and	 textile	 industries	which	already	
employ	millions,	mean	that	the	problem	of	illegal	immigration	belongs	more	to	the	past	and	there’s	little	
point	being	overly	exercised	about	 it	 today.	 India	and	Bangladesh	share	a	 special	 chemistry	now.	Let’s	
focus	on	building	on	that	fact	by	improving	the	trade,	connectivity	and	people‐to‐people	relationship.	
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Less	than	10	days	after	it	was	introduced	in	the	Lok	Sabha,	the	Government	of	National	Capital	Territory	
of	Delhi	 (Amendment)	Bill,	 2021	has	 got	 the	 approval	of	both	Houses	of	Parliament.	 Surely,	 a	piece	of	
legislation	 that	 proposes	 far‐reaching	 changes	 in	 the	 National	 Capital	 Territory’s	 administration,	
drastically	 undermines	 the	 powers	 of	 Delhi’s	 elected	 government	 and	 virtually	 upturns	 a	 landmark	
Supreme	Court	 verdict,	warranted	 a	 longer	 journey	 in	both	Houses.	 It	 required	 thorough	deliberation,	
even	 referral	 to	 a	 Select	 Committee,	 as	 demanded	 by	 members	 of	 the	 Opposition.	 That	 this	 did	 not	
happen	 speaks	 of	 the	 hubris	 of	 the	 central	 government,	 and	 draws	 attention,	 again,	 to	 its	 disturbing	
tendency	of	using	its	majority	to	steamroll	contentious	Bills	—	the	farm	laws,	just	before	this	—	through	
Parliament.	 It	 also	 shines	 light	 on	 the	 volte	 face	 by	 the	 BJP,	 whose	 championing	 of	 Delhi’s	 quest	 for	
statehood	dates	back	to	at	least	25	years.	In	fact,	as	Home	Minister,	LK	Advani	introduced	the	Delhi	State	
Bill	 in	 Parliament	 in	 2003.	 Is	 it	 not	 revanchism	 that	 when	 relegated	 to	 a	 distant	 runner‐up	 in	 two	
successive	elections	to	the	Delhi	assembly,	the	BJP	uses	its	majority	at	the	Centre	to	push	legislation	that	
requires	Delhi’s	AAP	government	to	seek	the	L‐G’s	sanction	for	every	administrative	action?	

Delhi’s	special	position	as	the	country’s	capital	requires	a	bold	re‐imagination	of	the	federal	contract	that	
currently	determines	 its	executive	and	legislative	boundaries.	On	paper,	 that	contract	has	been	skewed	
against	 the	 elected	 government.	 But	 over	 a	 substantial	 period	 in	 the	 past	 20	 years,	 the	 Centre,	 its	
representative,	 the	 L‐G,	 and	 the	 Delhi	 government	 seemed	 to	 have	 developed	 a	working	 relationship,	
indeed	a	partnership	at	times,	whose	benefits	continue	to	be	felt	by	the	city’s	residents	—	the	conversion	
of	the	city’s	public	transport	fleet	to	the	environment‐friendly	CNG,	introduction	of	private	players	in	the	
power	sector,	and	the	Metro.	 It	 is	 true	 that	AAP’s	advent	on	 the	city’s	political	 scene,	 its	shrill	political	
pitch	and	its	preference	for	agitational	politics	over	patient	negotiations	led	to	a	setback	in	the	evolving	
concord	between	the	Centre	and	the	elected	government.	However,	 the	Supreme	Court	verdict	of	2018	
that	removed	the	ambiguities	of	the	powers	of	Delhi’s	L‐G	vis‐à‐vis	its	council	of	ministers	inaugurated	a	
period	 of	 relative	 calm.	 The	 apex	 court’s	 ruling	 that	 the	 elected	 government	 has	 pre‐eminence	 on	 all	
matters	other	than	police,	public	order	and	land	enabled	AAP	to	turn	its	welfarist	agenda	into	policies	—	
mechanisation	of	the	sewage	system,	free	bus	rides	to	women,	free	electricity	to	those	using	less	than	200	
units	 of	 power.	 Except	 on	 a	 few	occasions,	 the	 L‐G	 and	 the	Delhi	 government	were	 on	 the	 same	page	
during	the	critical	period	of	the	pandemic	last	year.	

The	new	 law,	by	making	Delhi’s	L‐G	synonymous	with	 the	city’s	government,	will	 reverse	 the	progress	
made	 in	 the	past	20	years	 in	 the	NCT’s	quest	 for	 statehood,	 and	also	be	bad	news	 for	 federalism.	The	
court	must	step	in,	and	apply	to	the	law	the	constitutionality	test. 
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The	liberation	of	Bangladesh	

In	50	years,it	has	proved	two‐nations	theory	as	well	as	its	sceptics	wrong	

Daud	Haider,	[	The	writer	is	a	well‐known	poet.	Translated	from	Bengali	by	Swati	Ghosh.	]	

In	April	1946,	Maulana	Abul	Kalam	Azad	told	journalist	Shorish	Kashmiri	in	an	interview,	“I	can	only	spot	
grave	dangers	 in	 Jinnah’s	 demand	 for	 Pakistan.	Note	 something	 else	 as	well.	 Bengal	 has	 so	 far	 eluded	
Jinnah’s	 scrutiny.	 And	 he	 is	 yet	 to	 know	 that	 Bengal	 simply	 does	 not	 yield	 to	 outside	 dominance	 and	
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authority.	 Bengali	 will	 protest	—	 sooner	 or	 later.	 I	 believe	 East	 Pakistan	 can	 never	 put	 up	 with	 the	
supremacy	of	West	Pakistan	—	the	two	can	never	co‐exist.	Their	faiths	are	disparate;	what	else	is	to	bind	
the	two?	The	only	reality	of	being	Muslims	can	hardly	be	a	cohesive	factor.”	

West	Pakistan	deprived	and	coerced	East	Pakistan	 in	more	areas	 than	one.	 Jute	—	and	other	 crops	—	
cultivated	 in	 East	 Pakistan	 had	 their	 prices	 determined	 in	 West	 Pakistan;	 a	 mere	 half	 of	 the	 profits	
trickled	back	to	East	Pakistan.	Apples,	grapes	or	woollen	garments	produced	in	West	Pakistan	were	sold	
at	10	times	the	price	in	East	Pakistan.	Discrimination	was	such	that	the	slightest	of	dissent	branded	one	
an	enemy	of	Pakistan	or	of	Islam.	Persecution,	arrests,	incarcerations	were	the	order	of	the	day.	

The	Pakistan	Resolution	was	passed	in	Lahore,	March	1940.	In	1966,	Opposition	leaders	of	Pakistan	got	
together,	where	the	six‐point	programme	was	spearheaded	by	Sheikh	Mujibur	Rahman.	It	had	the	seeds	
of	building	a	strong	Pakistan	and,	of	course,	a	free	Bangladesh.	Pakistan’s	spies	and	military	intelligence	
lost	 no	 time	 in	 gauging	 the	message	 of	 secession	 and	 self‐determination	 in	 the	 six‐point	 programme.	
Communist	 leader	Moni	Singh	said	after	the	liberation:	“Bangabandhu	had	the	plan	of	Liberation	in	his	
mind	right	in	1951.”	

The	Awami	League	and	Bangabandhu	launched	countrywide	rallies	in	favour	of	the	six‐point	programme	
from	March	 1966.	 The	movement	 spread.	Mujibur,	 along	with	many	 others,	was	 arrested.	 The	 prison,	
however,	 could	 not	 keep	 them	 for	 long	 and	 they	 had	 to	 be	 freed.	 The	 Ayub	 Khan	 regime	 charged	
protesters	with	the	Agartala	Conspiracy	Case.	The	people	of	East	Pakistan	rose	as	one	and	sought	Mujibur	
Rahman’s	 release.	 Section	 144	was	 imposed.	 Slogans	 soared	 into	 the	 air	—	 “Jai	 Bangla”	 (Hail	 Bangla),	
“Tomar	Amaar	Thikana,	Padma,	Meghna,	Jamuna”	(Our	home	is	here,	do	you	know?/	Where	the	Padma‐
Meghna‐Jamuna	flow);	“Dhaka	Na	Pindi,	Dhaka,	Dhaka”	(Give	us	Dhaka,	not	Pindi/	Give	us	Dhaka	every	
day!).	No	placard	or	slogan	mentioned	East	Pakistan	or	East	Bengal	any	longer;	it	was	Bangladesh	all	the	
way.	This	author,	too,	penned	a	couple	of	such	slogans.	

On	March	 7,	 Bangabandhu	 addressed	 the	 nation.	 He	made	 it	 clear:	 “This	 time	 the	 struggle	 is	 for	 our	
freedom.”	

At	 midnight	 on	 March	 25,	 Pakistan	 unleashed	 genocide	 in	 Bangladesh.	 Refugees	 streamed	 into	 India.	
India	stood	by	Bangladesh	in	its	freedom	struggle	and	one	must	salute	the	contribution	of	Indira	Gandhi	–	
as	well	as	of	the	Indian	Army	—	in	winning	liberation	for	Bangladesh.	

As	 the	 genocide	 began	 on	 the	 night	 of	 March	 25‐26	 is	 commemorated	 as	 the	 day	 of	 liberation.	 The	
Pakistani	supremacy	lasted	two	and	a	half	decades	—	religion	and	the	two‐nation	theory	fell	on	the	way.	

Just	 eight	months	 into	Pakistan’s	 existence,	 Jinnah	had	arrived	 in	Dhaka	and	addressed	 two	 rallies.	He	
declared	Urdu	the	state	language	of	West	and	East	Pakistan.	He	forgot	that	the	people	of	East	Pakistan	did	
not	 speak	Urdu	—	 they	 spoke	Bangla.	 The	 seeds	 of	 the	 Bangla	 Language	Movement	—	 as	well	 as	 the	
Bangladesh	Liberation	War	—	could	be	traced	to	Jinnah’s	proclamation.	

I	met	a	Pakistani	novelist	in	London	who	said,	in	jest,	“both	Pakistan	and	Bangladesh	owe	their	births	to	
Jinnah.	A	common	religion	cannot	unite	countries	and	nations.	Despite	his	wisdom	and	astuteness	as	a	
politician	he	was	blind	to	this	issue.”	
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The	Constitution	of	Bangladesh	had	four	main	principles	—	democracy,	socialism,	secularism	and	Bengali	
nationalism.	 However,	 all	 four	 have	 disappeared	 after	 the	 assassination	 of	 Bangabandhu.	 Democracy	
remains,	in	name	only.	Elections	take	place	though.	

In	place	of	Bengali	nationalism,	 Ziaur	Rahman,	 an	 army	officer‐turned‐President,	 created	 “Bangladeshi	
nationalism”,	incorporating	Muslim	nationalism	into	“Bangladeshi”,	doing	away	with	everything	Bengali.	
Rahman	wooed	the	banned	Jamaat‐e‐Islami	and	offered	citizenship	to	“Amir”	Ghulam	Azam	of	Jamaat‐e‐
Islami,	 on	 the	pretext	 that	he,	 too,	was	originally	 from	Bangladesh	and	had	 sought	 asylum	 in	Pakistan	
only	after	East	Pakistan	moved	away.	Another	dictator,	Hussain	Muhammad	Ershad,	added	“Bismillah”	to	
the	already	redrafted	Constitution.	Islam	became	the	state	religion.	Political	parties	did	not	protest.	

That	 tradition	 continues.	 Sheikh	 Hasina,	 daughter	 of	 Bangabandhu	 Mujibur	 Rahman,	 has	 been	 Prime	
Minister	of	Bangladesh	for	a	decade.	She	has	retained	“Bismillah”	and	Islam	as	the	state	religion.	She	had	
pledged,	before	coming	to	office,	to	restore	the	four	main	principles	of	the	Constitution,	but	has	refrained	
from	doing	so.	In	fact,	she	leans	more	on	Islam,	Islamic	countries	and	Islamic	parties.	

The	history	of	Bangladesh’s	liberation	is	half	a	century	of	disparate	and	chequered	aspects.	It	witnessed	
the	 assassination	 of	 Bangabandhu,	 the	 reigns	 of	 two	military	 dictators,	 the	 formation	 of	 SAARC	 at	 the	
initiative	 of	 Ziaur	 Rahman,	 a	 military	 coup	 and	 the	 assassination	 of	 Ziaur	 Rahman,	 three	 caretaker	
regimes,	 governments	 headed	 by	 two	 women	 prime	 ministers,	 the	 rise	 of	 nearly	 a	 hundred	 political	
parties,	all	mostly	Islamic.	The	Awami	League	and	BNP	and	their	respective	leaders	—	Sheikh	Hasina	and	
Begum	 Zia	 —	 are	 encumbered	 by	 the	 growing	 demands	 of	 Islamic	 parties.	 While	 these	 parties	 are	
thriving,	the	progressive	ones	are	barely	heard	and	seen.	

Bangladesh	is	no	longer	a	“bottomless	basket”,	as	described	by	Henry	Kissinger.	The	country’s	per	capita	
income	is	$2,064.	Primary	education	now	stands	at	nearly	98	per	cent.	In	the	50	years,	Bangladesh	has	
moved	past	religion	and	the	two‐nation	theory.	The	country	glories	in	her	freedom,	in	her	place	among	
world	nations.	

Jai	Bangla!	Jai	Bangladesh!	

 

 

Date:26-03-21 

Here	is	why	the	electoral	bonds	scheme	must	go	

It	violates	the	basic	tenets	of	India’s	democracy	by	keeping	the	knowledge	of	the	‘right	
to	know’	from	citizens	and	voters	

Gautam	Bhatia,	[	Delhi‐based	lawyer	]	
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The	Supreme	Court,	after	a	brief	hearing	on	March	24,	reserved	orders	on	the	question	of	whether	or	not	
to	 stay	 the	 electoral	 bond	 scheme,	 ahead	 of	 the	 upcoming	 State	 elections.	 For	 the	 last	 three	 years,	
electoral	bonds	have	been	the	dominant	method	of	political	party	 funding	 in	 India.	 In	 their	design	and	
operation,	 they	 allow	 for	 limitless	 and	 anonymous	 corporate	 donations	 to	 political	 parties.	 For	 this	
reason,	they	are	deeply	destructive	of	democracy,	and	violate	core	principles	of	the	Indian	Constitution.	

A	blow	against	democracy	

If	democracy	means	anything,	 it	must	mean	this:	when	citizens	cast	their	votes	for	the	people	who	will	
represent	them	in	Parliament,	they	have	the	right	to	do	so	on	the	basis	of	full	and	complete	information.	
And	there	is	no	piece	of	information	more	important	than	the	knowledge	of	who	funds	political	parties.	
Across	democratic	societies,	and	through	time,	it	has	been	proven	beyond	doubt	that	money	is	the	most	
effective	way	of	buying	policy,	of	engaging	in	regulatory	capture,	and	of	skewing	the	playing	field	in	one’s	
own	 favour.	 This	 is	 enabled	 to	 a	 far	 greater	 degree	when	 citizens	 are	 in	 the	 dark	 about	 the	 source	 of	
money:	it	is	then	impossible	to	ever	know	—	or	assess	—	whether	a	government	policy	is	nothing	more	
than	a	quid	pro	quo	to	benefit	its	funders.	The	Indian	Supreme	Court	has	long	held	—	and	rightly	so	—	
that	the	“right	to	know”,	especially	in	the	context	of	elections,	is	an	integral	part	of	the	right	to	freedom	of	
expression	 under	 the	 Indian	 Constitution.	 By	 keeping	 this	 knowledge	 from	 citizens	 and	 voters,	 the	
electoral	bonds	scheme	violates	fundamental	tenets	of	our	democracy.	

It	is	equally	important	that	if	a	democracy	is	to	thrive,	the	role	of	money	in	influencing	politics	ought	to	
be	 limited.	 In	 many	 advanced	 countries,	 for	 example,	 elections	 are	 funded	 publicly,	 and	 principles	 of	
parity	ensure	that	there	is	not	too	great	a	resource	gap	between	the	ruling	party	and	the	opposition.	The	
purpose	of	this	is	to	guarantee	a	somewhat	level	playing	field,	so	that	elections	are	a	battle	of	ideas,	and	
not	vastly	unequal	contests	where	one	side’s	superior	resources	enable	 it	 to	overwhelm	the	other.	For	
this	 reason,	 in	 most	 countries	 where	 elections	 are	 not	 publicly	 funded,	 there	 are	 caps	 or	 limits	 on	
financial	contributions	to	political	parties.	

The	 electoral	 bonds	 scheme,	 however,	 removes	 all	 pre‐existing	 limits	 on	 political	 donations,	 and	
effectively	allows	well‐resourced	corporations	to	buy	politicians	by	paying	immense	sums	of	money.	This	
defeats	the	entire	purpose	of	democracy,	which	as	B.R.	Ambedkar	memorably	pointed	out,	was	not	just	to	
guarantee	one	person,	one	vote,	but	one	vote	one	value.	

However,	 not	 only	 do	 electoral	 bonds	 violate	 basic	 democratic	 principles	 by	 allowing	 limitless	 and	
anonymous	 donations	 to	 political	 parties,	 they	 do	 so	 asymmetrically.	 Since	 the	 donations	 are	 routed	
through	the	State	Bank	of	 India,	 it	 is	possible	 for	 the	government	to	 find	out	who	 is	donating	to	which	
party,	but	not	for	the	political	opposition	to	know.	This,	in	turn,	means	that	every	donor	is	aware	that	the	
central	 government	 can	 trace	 their	 donations	 back	 to	 them.	 Given	 India’s	 long‐standing	 misuse	 of	
investigative	 agencies	 by	 whichever	 government	 occupies	 power	 at	 the	 Centre,	 this	 becomes	 a	 very	
effective	way	 to	 squeeze	 donations	 to	 rival	 political	 parties,	 while	 filling	 the	 coffers	 of	 the	 incumbent	
ruling	party.	Statistics	bear	this	out:	while	we	do	not	know	who	has	donated	to	whom,	we	do	know	that	a	
vast	majority	of	 the	 immensely	vast	sums	donated	through	multiple	electoral	cycles	over	the	 last	three	
years,	have	gone	to	the	ruling	party,	i.e.	the	Bharatiya	Janata	Party.	

Gaps	in	government’s	defence	

The	 government	has	 attempted	 to	 justify	 the	 electoral	bonds	 scheme	by	 arguing	 that	 its	 purpose	 is	 to	
prevent	 the	 flow	 of	 black	 money	 into	 elections.	 The	 journalist	 Nitin	 Sethi	 has	 already	 debunked	 this	
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rationale	 in	 a	detailed	10‐part	 investigative	 report,	which	has	 also	 highlighted	 reservations	within	 the	
government	as	well	as	by	the	Election	Commission	of	India	to	the	electoral	bonds	scheme.	That	apart,	this	
justification	falls	apart	under	the	most	basic	scrutiny:	it	is	entirely	unclear	what	preventing	black	money	
has	to	do	with	donor	anonymity,	making	donations	limitless,	and	leaving	citizens	in	the	dark.	Indeed,	as	
the	electoral	bonds	scheme	allows	even	foreign	donations	to	political	parties	(which	can	often	be	made	
through	 shell	 companies)	 the	 prospects	 of	 institutional	 corruption	 (including	 by	 foreign	 sources)	
increases	with	the	electoral	bonds	scheme,	instead	of	decreasing.	

It	 is	 important	to	be	clear	that	the	objections	to	the	electoral	bonds	scheme,	highlighted	above,	are	not	
objections	rooted	in	political	morality,	or	in	public	policy.	They	are	constitutional	objections.	The	right	to	
know	has	 long	been	enshrined	as	a	part	of	 the	right	 to	 freedom	of	expression;	 furthermore,	uncapping	
political	 donations	 and	 introducing	 a	 structural	 bias	 into	 the	 form	 of	 the	 donations	 violate	 both	 the	
guarantee	of	equality	before	law,	as	well	as	being	manifestly	arbitrary.	

The	judiciary	needs	to	act	

This	brings	us	to	the	all‐important	role	of	the	courts.	One	of	the	most	critical	functions	of	an	independent	
judiciary	 in	 a	 functioning	 democracy	 is	 to	 referee	 the	 fundamentals	 of	 the	 democratic	 process.	
Governments	 derive	 their	 legitimacy	 from	 elections,	 and	 it	 is	 elections	 that	 grant	 governments	 the	
mandate	 to	 pursue	 their	 policy	 goals,	 without	 undue	 interference	 from	 courts.	 However,	 for	 just	 that	
reason,	 it	 is	 of	 vital	 importance	 that	 the	 process	 that	 leads	 up	 to	 the	 formation	 of	 the	 government	 be	
policed	with	particular	vigilance,	as	any	taint	at	that	stage	will	taint	all	that	follows.	In	other	words,	the	
electoral	legitimacy	of	the	government	is	questionable	if	the	electoral	process	has	become	questionable.	
And	since	the	government	itself	cannot	—	in	good	faith	—	regulate	the	process	that	it	itself	is	subject	to	
every	five	years,	 the	courts	remain	the	only	 independent	body	that	can	adequately	umpire	and	enforce	
the	ground	rules	of	democracy.	

It	is	for	this	reason	that	courts	must	be	particularly	sensitive	to	and	cognisant	of	laws	and	rules	that	seek	
to	skew	the	democratic	process	and	the	level	playing	field,	and	that	seek	to	entrench	one‐party	rule	over	
multi‐party	 democracy.	 There	 is	 little	 doubt	 that	 in	 intent	 and	 in	 effect,	 the	 electoral	 bonds	 scheme	 is	
guilty	of	both.	Thus,	it	deserves	to	be	struck	down	by	the	courts	as	unconstitutional.	

In	this	regard,	the	conduct	of	the	Supreme	Court	so	far	has	been	disappointing.	The	petition	challenging	
the	constitutional	validity	of	the	electoral	bonds	scheme	was	filed	in	2018.	The	case,	which	is	absolutely	
vital	to	the	future	health	of	Indian	democracy,	has	been	left	unheard	for	three	years.	The	Supreme	Court’s	
inaction	 in	 this	 case	 is	 not	 neutral:	 it	 directly	 benefits	 the	 ruling	 party	 which	 as	 we	 have	 seen,	 has	
received	a	vast	bulk	of	electoral	bond	funding	through	the	multiple	State	and	one	general	election	since	
2018,	and	creates	a	continuing	distortion	of	democracy.	It	is	a	matter	of	some	optimism	that	a	start	was	
finally	made	when	the	Court	heard	the	application	for	stay	before	this	round	of	elections.	One	can	only	
hope	that	the	Court	will	stay	the	scheme	so	that	it	does	not	further	distort	the	coming	round	of	elections,	
and	then	proceed	to	hear	and	decide	the	full	case,	in	short	order.	
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खाकी-खादी की पूरी पीढ़ी िव वसनीयता के गहरे संकट म 
राजदीप सरदेसाई, ( विर ठ पत्रकार ) 

‘िमिन टर लोग मेरे पीछे और पुिलस लोग मेरे जेब म रहते ह।’ िह दी िफ म कभी-कभी अपने वक्त से आगे चलती ह। 
यह डायलॉग 2011 की िफ म ‘िसघंम’ का है। इसम िवलेन के िखलाफ ईमानदार इं पेक्टर बाजीराव िसघंम खड़ा होता है, 
जो गु सा आने पर मराठी म कहता है, ‘अता माझी सटकली।’ (अब मुझ ेगु सा आ रहा है) 

महारा ट्र के राजनीितक घटनाक्रम देखकर िकसी भी समझदार नागिरक की इं पेक्टर िसघंम की तरह गु से म यही सवंाद 
बोलने की इ छा होगी। आिखरकार, जब राजनीितक और पुिलस नेतृ व, दोन  झूठ, धोखे और संभािवत अपराध  के जाल 
म फंसे ह , तो कोई भी सोचेगा िक क्या कानून बनाने वाल  और उसे लागू करने वाल  ने जनसेवा की धारणा  याग दी 
है और ‘पैसा दो, माल लो’ वाले िनजी उपक्रम म साझदेार बन गए ह। 

वरना महारा ट्र  के गहृमंत्री अिनल  देशमुख और मुबंई  के पूवर्  पुिलस किम नर परमबीर  िसहं  के  जुबानी  जंग  के क्या 
मायने िनकाल? जैसे ही किम नर का ट्रांसफर हुआ, उ ह ने अचानक मंत्री पर उस अिधकारी सिचन वझ ेसे 100 करोड़ 
पए प्रितमाह  ‘वसूली’ का आरोप लगा िदया, िजसे अंबानी बॉ ब केस म िगर तार िकया गया है। जवाब म गहृमंत्री ने 
दावा िकया िक पुिलस किम नर खुद को उस केस म फंसने से बचाने की कोिशश कर रहे ह, िजसम मनसुख िहरेन मतृ 
पाया गया। आरोप-प्र यारोप के बीच असहज सच यह  है  िक महारा ट्र ही क्या, भारत की राजनेता-पुिलस सांठगांठ की 
पोल खुल गई  है।  कुछ साल पहले, महारा ट्र  के विर ठ पुिलस अिधकारी  संजय पांड े ने आिमर खान के शो  ‘स यमेव 
जयते’ म िजक्र िकया था िक एक  ‘सुिनयोिजत, सं थागत  यव था’ है, िजसके तहत मुंबई म डांस बार और रे त्रा ंको 
थानीय पुिलस और उनके अिधकािरय  को हर महीने ‘ह ता’ देना पड़ता है। ऐसा ही कुछ मुंबई के पूवर् किम नर परमबीर 
िसहं ने अपनी िच  ठी म गहृमंत्री अिनल देशमुख पर आरोप लगाते हुए कहा है। परमबीर फरवरी 2020 म मुंबई किम नर 
बने थे और 13 महीने बाद उनका तबादला होम गाडर्  िवभाग म होने पर ही उ ह ने ि हसल  लोअर बनने का फैसला 
िलया। और मंत्री को भी लगता है िक िपछले एक साल म कई बड़ी जांच  म खुलकर समथर्न करने के बाद, अब मुंबई के 
शीषर् पुिलस अिधकारी की ईमानदारी पर सवाल उठाना सही है। 

इसीिलए न देशमुख और न ही परमबीर के श द  पर भरोसा कर सकते ह। समय आ गया है िक आ मतु ट रोष का झूठा 
िदखावा ख म हो, जो महारा ट्र म स ाधारी उ चवगर् कर रहा है। अगर पुिलस किम नर का तबादला न हुआ होता, तो 
शायद वे  कुछ न कहते। अगर मनसखु  िहरेन की लाश न  िमलती तो शायद  अंबानी बॉ ब  केस ख म हो जाता और 
िनयंत्रण वझ ेके हाथ म होता। अगर पूवर् मुख्यमंत्री और भाजपा नेता देवद्र फडणवीस के पास गोपनीय द तावेज न होते, 
तो शायद िशवसेना सरकार आसानी से मामला संभाल लेती। उ धव ठाकरे और शरद पवार भी इस मामले से खुद को दरू 
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नहीं  रख  पाए। आिखर,  वझ,े  िजसे कभी  ‘एनकाउंटर’  पेशिल ट कहते  थे,  फेक  एनकाउंटर म  िनलंिबत  होने  के  बाद 
िशवसेना म शािमल हुआ था। महारा ट्र िवकास अगाड़ी स ा म आने के बाद उसे 2020 म बहाल करने की ऐसी क्या 
मजबूरी थी, जबिक वझे को  ‘वदीर् म िशवसैिनक’  के  प म  देखा जाता था? और क्या महारा ट्र राजनीित के  िदग्गज 
पवार दावा कर सकते ह िक उ ह पता ही नहीं था िक NCP के गहृ मंत्री क्या कर रहे ह? 

और भले ही फडणवीस दावा कर िक उ ह ने महारा ट्र सरकार को बैकफुट पर ला िदया है, वे यह न भूल िक उनके समय 
म भी यही  ‘िस टम’ था, जब वे िशवसेना की साझदेारी म 5 साल मुख्यमंत्री रहे। क्या कोई यह मानेगा िक राजनेता-
पुिलस की साठंगांठ नवंबर 2019 म MVA सरकार के आने के बाद उभरी? क्या कोई भी रा य सरकार दावा कर सकती 
है िक उसने 2006 म प्रकाश िसहं मामले म सुप्रीम कोटर्  वारा सुझाए गए पुिलस सुधार  को लागू करने का प्रयास िकया 
है? इन सुधार  म पुिलस को राजनीितक दबाव  से बचाने पर जोर था। लेिकन कोई भी सरकार उस हाथ को क्य  काटेगी, 
जो उसका पेट भरता  है? सच यह है िक चाहे वह किथत वसलूी का  रैकेट हो या  ‘ट्रांसफर पोि टंग’ का उ योग, भ्र ट 
राजनेता-पुिलस सं कृित लगातार बढ़ रही है, िजससे सं थागत संरचनाएं उस हद तक कमजोर हो गई ह िक सही-गलत 
के बीच की रेखा धुंधला चकुी है। यह िसफर्  िर वत लेने वाले सड़क के िकसी िसपाही की बात नहीं है, लगता है िक यह 
शृखंला  टेशन हाउस ऑिफसर से लेकर IPS अिधकािरय  और उनके राजनीितक आकाओं तक जाती है। 

यही कारण है िक महारा ट्र म होने वाली कोई भी जांच, सामा य राजनीितक बदले से परे जानी चािहए। दोषी को पहचान 
कर कठोर सजा देनी चािहए। िव वसनीय पुिलस अिधकािरय  और सही राजनेताओं की सुरक्षा के िलए भी धोखेबाजी की 
कड़ी टूटनी चािहए। वरना हर नाराज नागिरक चीखेगा: ‘अता माझी सटकली।’ 

पुन च: महारा ट्र का माहौल अभी गमजदा न होता, तो  कुछ घटनाक्रम हा या पद लगते।  जैसे  पवार का सुझाव  िक 
आरोप  की जांच की िज मेदारी मुंबई के भूतपूवर् पुिलस किम नर, 92 के साल के जूिलयो िरबेरो को दी जाए। िरबेरो ने 
इसे अ वीकार कर िदया। लेिकन 90 से  यादा उम्र वाले को इस काम के िलए सबसे सही  यिक्त मानना ही बताता है 
िक खाकी और खादी वाल  की पूरी पीढ़ी ही िव वसनीयता के िकतने गहरे संकट का सामना कर रही है। 
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नेतागीरी की ध स जमाए रखना। इसके अितिरक्त इस वगर् के िलए आंदोलन का और कोई मतलब नहीं। िपछले िदन  
प्रधानमंत्री नरद्र मोदी ने ऐसे ही लोग  के िलए आंदोलनजीवी के  प म एकदम सटीक संबोधन िदया। वतर्मान म िकसान 
आंदोलन के नाम पर जुटे कुछ आंदोलनजीिवय  की पहचान ज री है। आिखर यह आंदोलनजीवी वगर् पैदा कहां से हुआ? 
2014 म मोदी सरकार बनने से पहले देश म एक ऐसा सुिवधाभोगी वगर् था, जो वामपंथी िवचारधारा की छत्रछाया म 
शकै्षिणक सं थान  से लेकर अकादिमक जगत और िविभ न पुर कार  तक म अपना वचर् व जमाए हुए था। िवदेशी चंदे 
से पोिषत यह वगर्  िवदेश  के दौरे करता था और  िविभ न कायर्क्रम  म भारतीयता  के  िवचार  को कमतर बताता था, 
लेिकन नरद्र मोदी  के स ा म आने  के बाद भारतीय शासन  यव था म  देश  के असली और जमीनी लोग  को जगह 
िमलने  लगी।  प म  पुर कार  दरूदराज  के  इलाक  और  गांव   म  मौजूद  सुपात्र  लोग   तक  पहंुचने  लगे।  पुर कार  और 
स मान  से इस वगर् का एकािधकार ख म होता गया। पिरणाम व प यह वगर् हर हाल म सरकार के िवरोध के अवसर 
तलाशता रहता है। आंदोलन जैसा भी हो, िजसका भी हो, जहां भी हो, यह वगर् अपना ितरपाल तानकर वहां पहंुच जाता 
है। 

िकसान  की बात कर तो दस करोड़  िकसान   के खाते म सीधे  िकसान स मान  िनिध पहंुचाई गई  है।  इसी तरह भू-
वािम व  योजना  के  वारा  िकसान   को  मजबूती  देने  का  काम  भी  सरकार  ने  िकया  है,  लेिकन  इन  िवषय   पर 
आंदोलनजीिवय  का मुंह बंद ही रहता  है। मोदी सरकार की अनेक क याणकारी योजनाओं पर भी यह वगर् मौन साधे 
रहता  है। यिद आंदोलनजीिवय  के आंदोलन  के इितहास को टटोला जाए तो हकीकत खुद-ब-खुद सामने आ जाती  है। 
2015 म इ ह ने पुर कार वापसी का िवतंडा शु  िकया, जो कुछ िदन चला और गायब हो गया। यह सरकार को अि थर 
करने की  एक कोिशश थी, जो नाकाम  रही। अब सरकार सही मायने म योग्य लोग  को  पुर कार  देने लगी  है और 
पुर कार वापसी करने वाले अप्रासंिगक हो गए ह। इसी दौर म अचानक ‘भू-अिधग्रहण संशोधन िवधेयक’ पर भी आंदोलन 
खड़ा  हुआ,  लेिकन आज कई  रा य   के  वारा  संशोधन  के  साथ  यह लागू  िकया  गया  है। आंदोलनजीवी  इस  पर  भी 
मु दािवहीन  होकर  मौन  ह।  2016  म अचानक  देश  के  प्रमुख  िव विव यालय  म अिभ यिक्त की आजादी  को  लेकर 
आंदोलन  ने जोर पकड़ा, पर ज द ही यह सामने आ गया िक उनके  वर देशिवरोधी मानिसकता से जुड़ ेथे। सच सामने 
आते  ही यह आंदोलन भी समा त हो गया।  राफेल सौदे को  लेकर  राहुल गांधी  ने  झूठ आधािरत दु प्रचार  फैलाया तो 
आंदोलनजीवी वगर् ने उसे भी लपकने म देर नहीं की, लेिकन जब सव च  यायालय म राहुल ने इस मामले पर माफी 
मांगी तो यह वगर् चुप हो गया। 

आंदोलनजीिवय  को यह सोचना चािहए िक क्या सड़क घेरना स याग्रह है? जब कोई दल अपने घोषणापत्र म िकसान  से 
िकए वादे को पूरा करता है तो उसे िकसान िवरोधी करार देना क्या िकसी आंदोलन का उ दे य हो सकता है? ऐसे जो 
आंदोलन चलाए जाते ह, क्या उ ह अपने खच  का िववरण देकर पारदिशर्ता का पिरचय नहीं देना चािहए? सरकार की 
आलोचना का अिधकार िवपक्ष और जनसामा य, दोन  को है, लेिकन क्या आलोचना की आड़ म नकारा मकता ही फैलाई 
जानी चािहए? सवाल यह भी है िक क्या आंदोलन के नाम पर िहसंा जायज है? क्या रा ट्रीय पव  एवं प्रतीक  का अपमान 
वीकायर् है ? जब देश आजादी के 75 साल पूरे करने जा रहा है और हम गाधंीवादी मू य , नीितय , िस धांत  पर आगे 
बढ़ रहे ह, तब हम जनजीवन म पिरवतर्न के उ दे य से पे्रिरत आंदोलन करने चािहए, न िक पेशवेर आंदोलनकारी बनकर 
देश म सदैव असंतोष की ि थित बनाए रखने का काम करना चािहए। 
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संशोधन के तहत िद ली को िवधानसभा िमली, उसम यह भी िलखा हुआ है िक इसम कोई भी संशोधन मूल िवधान म 
संशोधन माना जाएगा। 

सुप्रीम कोटर् के फैसले के बाद भी िद ली के अिधकार  की लड़ाई इसिलए नहीं ख म हुई, क्य िक अभी बहुत सारी चीज 
तय होनी रह गई ह। सुप्रीम कोटर् की एक पीठ अिधकािरय  की िनयुिक्त और तबादल  के अिधकार पर फैसला देने वाली 
है। दसूरे, संिवधान पीठ ने अपने फैसले म िद ली सरकार को मजबूती दी, लेिकन यह कह कर िक िद ली कद्र शािसत 
प्रदेश ही रहेगी, रा य नही ंबन सकती है, उसकी हद तय कर दी। कहा जा रहा है िक सुप्रीम कोटर् के फैसले के बाद कोई 
भी िवधेयक का प्रा प या प्रशासिनक फैसल  की फाइल उपरा यपाल के पास आिखरी क्षण म भेजी जा रही है, िजससे 
राजिनवास को उस पर कानूनी राय आिद लेने का समय नहीं िमल पाया। इतना ही नहीं, िवधायी कायर् मनमाने तरीके से 
िकए जा रहे ह। जब मन म आया िवधानसभा की बैठक बुला ली जाती है। िद ली िवधानसभा म देश भर के मु द  पर 
कैसे चचार् हो सकती है। िकसी के भारत र न वापस लेने के प्र ताव या देश की िकसी घटना पर िद ली िवधानसभा म 
कैसे चचार्  हो सकती  है।  िजस उपरा यपाल  के नाम पर  िवधानसभा की  बैठक बुलाई जाती  है, उसी का  िनदंा प्र ताव 
िवधानसभा कैसे पास कर सकती है। राजनीितक मंच से भले यह बोला जा सकता है, लेिकन िवधानसभा चुनाव आयोग 
पर कैसे चचार् कर सकती है। िवधानसभा की सिमितयां िवधानसभा के फैसल  को लाग ूकरने म मददगार बनती ह, इस 
सरकार ने इसे अफसर  को सबक िसखाने का एक मा यम बना िलया। हर रोज िद ली सरकार के आला अिधकारी को 
िवधानसभा की सिमितय  की बैठक म बुलाने से परेशान होकर एक मुख्य सिचव एमएम कु टी को अदालत की शरण म 
जाना पड़ा। भाजपा का कहना है िक यह संशोधन इसी के चलते हुआ है। मगर इस टकराव को दसूरी तरह से भी टाला 
जा सकता था। लोकतंत्र म चुनी हुई सरकार को पंगु बनाने का भारी िवरोध होगा। इसकी शु आत हो चुकी है। 

िद ली  के  िवधान म केवल कद्र शािसत प्रदेश होने की सम या नहीं  है, अनेक  िवषय  पर  प टता नहीं  है। इसी का 
फायदा उठा कर कद्र सरकार ने िद ली की चुनी हुई सरकार के अिधकार  म बेिहसाब कटौती कर दी। आप सरकार की 
सम या यह रही  है  िक आला अिधकारी मुख्यमंत्री की सुनते ही नहीं, उपरा यपाल की सुनते ह। इतना ही नहीं, िजन 
अिधकािरय  को  मुख्यमंत्री अरिवदं  केजरीवाल  ने मुख्य सिचव बनवाया,  उनम  से नवंबर, 2018 म मुख्य सिचव बने 
िवजय कुमार देव के अलावा हर मुख्य सिचव से सरकार की लड़ाई होती रही। पहली बार सरकार बनने पर त कालीन 
मुख्य सिचव डीएम  पोिलया को हटा कर एसके  ीवा तव को मुख्य सिचव बनवाया। दबुारा 2015 म सरकार म आने 
पर वापस  पोिलया को मुख्य सिचव बनवाया। उनके िरटायर होने पर गोवा के मुख्य सिचव रहे केके शमार् को वहां से 
बुला कर मुख्य सिचव बनवाया गया। थोड़ ेही िदन म उनके पास फाइल भेजनी बंद कर दी गई। उसके बाद बने एमएम 
कु टी को अपने अिधकार के िलए अदालत की शरण म जाना पड़ा। उसके बाद अंश ुप्रकाश ने तो आरोप लगाया िक उ ह 
20 फरवरी, 2018 को मुख्यमंत्री की मौजूदगी म उनके सरकारी िनवास पर आप िवधायक  ने पीटा। 

आप सरकार का आरोप है िक कद्र सरकार उ ह काम नहीं करने दे रही है और अिधकािरय  के मा यम से उपरा यपाल 
सरकार के काम म अडगंा लगाते ह। कद्र शािसत प्रदेश होने  के चलते  िद ली के अिधकािरय  का कोई काडर नहीं  है। 
कद्रीय गहृ मंत्रालय के मा यम से उपरा यपाल का उन पर िनयंत्रण है। िद ली सरकार इसी से बेबस हो जाती है। कई 
ऐसे मौके आए, जब उपरा यपाल ने िद ली सरकार के फैसले को पलट िदया। 

इस लड़ाई म अभी तो यही लग रहा है िक नुकसान केवल िद ली का हुआ है। रा ट्रीय राजधानी अिधिनयम-1991 म 
बहुत सारी चीज साफ न होने की वजह से उस िवधान म सरकार  ने प्रयास करके िद ली सरकार के अिधकार  म बढ़ोतरी 
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अफसर बनाकर उनके अनुभव का पूरा लाभ लेना चािहए और पु ष  के िलए तय उम्र म ही िरटायर करना चािहए। उनको 
आगे बढ़ने से रोकने के िलए अलग मानदंड बनाना और तरह-तरह के बहान  से उनको कमांड या िज मेदारी देने की राह 
म बाधा बनना पु षवाद तो है ही, संिवधान की अवहेलना भी है। बेशक, हर मिहला मोच पर नहीं जाएगी, लेिकन जो 
मिहला जाना चाहेगी, उसे जाने देना ही सही  याय है। बदले समय के साथ अब सेना की मानिसकता म बदलाव ज री 
है। हमारी सेना म मिहलाओं की यथोिचत भागीदारी उसे  यादा शालीन, सामािजक, योग्य और कारगर ही बनाएगी। 

 

  

 


