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7. 



 

Subject:- “Mainstreaming Youth Centric Policies”.  

         Hon’ble Speaker, Lok Sabha and Chairman of this august CPA Conference Sri Om 

Birla ji, and the respected delegates and one and all gathered here. First of all I heartily 

congratulate the Hon’ble Speaker Lok Sabha and the Sri Biswajit Daimary, Hon’ble 

Speaker, Assam Legislative Assembly for having organized this conference in a befitting 

manner by extending their able guidance. It is a great privilege to be here and share my views 

and thoughts on the subject of discussion “Mainstreaming Youth Centric Policies” in the 

midst of this august gathering.  

We are all aware that the aims of the commonwealth Parliamentary Association are to 

promote knowledge of the Constitutional, Legislative, economic, social and cultural aspects 

of parliamentary democracy, with particular reference to the countries of the Commonwealth 

of Nations.  Ours is a democratic form of Government is meant a Government based on the 

consent of the Governed. It is a system in which free public opinion is the main source of law 

and in which the Government depends upon public opinion and responds to changes in public 

opinion. Democracy derives its vitality from the freedom of opinion and discussion which it 

tolerates.  

 In democracy it is believed that truth emerges from the competition of ideas. The 

outstanding merit of democracy is that by making people participatory in public 

affairs and compelling the people to consider public issues and form their opinion on 

them.  

 Engaging young people in open government initiatives can result in an increasing 

understanding and interest among young people in civic and political affairs and 

foster active citizenship. Young people feel that they are actively involved in 

governance and decision making and that their concerns are taken seriously by 

government. This can contribute to social wellbeing at an individual level, by building 

self-esteem and a sense of empowerment, and bring about important benefits for 

societies such as an increased awareness for common challenges and a joint 

commitment to identify solutions that work in the long run. Ultimately, it also benefits 
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society as a whole by reinforcing positive civic behavior. Participation in civil society 

and politics, staying informed on politics, and voting or encouraging young people to 

run for official positions in elections. Engaging people at a young age builds strong 

citizens and a strong nation. 

 New initiatives in youth policy formulation and their translation into programs and 

practice will be a significant role in engaging young people meaningfully in 

development processes.  

 On the same lines the Government Karnataka has initiated following mainstreaming 

youth centric policies, which has 30-40% of youth aging between 15 and 29 years of 

our total population. Karnataka Government has taken some initiatives to bring out a 

new State Youth Policy on the lines of National Youth Policy. Our aim is to 

understand the ‘constraints and challenges’ faced by our youth today and to provide 

them ‘physical, mental and financial support’ to help them realise their true potential.  

 The Government will release the Karnataka Youth Policy, 2022 soon. It will focus 

on building humane socio-economic, political and cultural capital among the state’s 

youth. The policy contains many novel recommendations which include the 

following: 

1. Karnataka State Youth’s Development Index to track the state of youth 

education, health, and employment across the entire state. This data will help 

in formulating future youth-focused policies.  

2. Credit-based volunteering system which rewards them with credits will 

certainly inspire young people to volunteer & invest their time in many ways 

including education, training and employment.  

3. Yuva budget, a separate budget that will focus on youth-centric programs and 

policies in the state.  

 The Karnataka Skill Development Policy 2019 lays out a roadmap for skill 

development among the state’s youth till 2030. Karnataka is going to conduct a skill 

demand assessment survey to collect region-wise data on skill requirement.  

 The Karnataka State Sports Policy, 2018 focuses on promoting active participation of 

the state’s youth in sports and supporting them in many different ways including 

employment.  

 Apart from the above, recently, I have initiated a discussion on the necessity in 

bringing reforms in the electoral system. I have taken district-wise campaign by 

involving district administration and the vice-chancellors of the Universities so as to 
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educate the youth and to bring them to the political mainstream for giving the 

suggestions in the matter, thus ensuring participatory democracy. In this regard I have 

received over whelming support from the organizers as well as from the youth. On 

28th March 2022 with my introductory speech I paved way for a discussion on 

“Electoral Reforms” in the Karnataka Legislative Assembly. The discussion took 

place for two days and about 17 members participated in the discussion by giving 

various suggestions on the subject. In my introductory speech as well as, wherever I 

organized the programs I have stressed for compulsory voting by the voters and to 

educate the youth to bring them into the mainstream of our democratic system. I also 

stressed for collective participation of the youth community to create a sense of duty 

and responsibility among them. My personal opinion is that, if the younger generation 

do not guard our democratic system there are, all the signs that the whole system will 

collapse.  

 I thank the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association headquarters, London, 

UK for initiating various programs and policies for ensuring socio-economic, political 

& cultural equality and justice for young people both in Global and National 

Planning. With these words I conclude. I thank the Hon’ble Chairman of the 

Conference for providing me this great opportunity.  

        Thank you one and all.  
 

******* 
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14. BJP inches closer to majority in Council with polls coming up 
Having come close to getting a simple majority in the Karnataka Legislative 

Council in the elections held to 25 seats from the local authorities in last year, the BJP 
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has more chances in the coming weeks to secure majority for the first time in the 
Upper House. 

While elections to seven seats to be elected from the Legislative Assembly was 
declared by the Election Commission as the members are retiring upon completing 
their term, elections to four more seats where members are set to retire are round the 
corner. Election will also be announced shortly for one vacant seat. 

Elections to four graduates and teachers constituencies are scheduled to be 
announced by the Election Commission shortly as the members are retiring on July 4. 
Of the eight members elected from the Assembly, seven members are completing their 
term on June 14 and the term of one seat that has fallen vacant due to the resignation 
of C.M.Ibrahim will be till June 17, 2024. Among those who are retiring on July 4 is 
Legislative Council Chairman Basavaraj Horatti, who has been elected on JD(s) ticket 
but will be contesting from BJP this time. 

Currently with 37 members, the BJP is one short of a simple majority in the 75 
member Upper House. Of the 11 retiring members, four each are from BJP and JD(S) 
and three are from Congress and the ruling BJP has to ensure victory in five of the 12 
seats to wrest control in the Upper House. 

“As per the election formula to be applied for electing members from the 
Legislative Assembly, the BJP with 121 members (including the Speaker) is sure of 
winning four seats as 29 votes required to win a seat. The BJP will also win the seat 
that has fallen vacant due to resignation when a separate election notification is done,” 
a Secretariat source said. 

A senior BJP MLC said “Of the four graduates and teachers constituencies 
going to polls, the BJP has an edge in three which will give us a comfortable majority. 
We might end up with 41 seats in the Council.”  

Intense lobbying: Meanwhile, lobbying has begun in parties ahead of the polls 
for eight seats from the Assembly. While Congress sources said that at least eight 
party leaders, including some sitting members are lobbying for the party nomination, 
decision to nominate will be taken after the election schedule is announced. The 
Congress with 69 members in the Assembly can win two seats where as it is holding 
three seats currently, and it had also held the vacated seat in the Council. 

In BJP, the senior leader said that though nearly a dozen leaders are vying for 
nominations, it could be surprise selection by the high command. The JD(S) which 
has two seats currently, can win one seat and party sources said that two leaders are 
trying for nominations. 

Courtesy:The Hindu, Dated: 12.05.2022 
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2. Criminal identification bill in LS today 
A bill that significantly expands the scope of a 102 year-old law to allow police 

to take physical and biological samples of a convict or an arrested person will come 
up for passage in the Lok Sabha. Three senior Opposition MPs are set to two dozen 
amendments to tone down the controversial provisions. 

The Criminal Procedure (Identification) Bill, 2022, which was introduced has 
been listed for discussion and passage in the Lower House. As the Lok Sabha is likely 
to pass the bill without sending it to a standing committee, Opposition Leaders in the 
Rajya Sabha told they would try to push it to a select committee for further scrutiny.  

The bill has attracted wide spread criticism as it widens the scope of police in 
collecting measurements from convicts and arrested persons. While only fingerprints, 
footprint impressions and photographs were allowed earlier, the bill allows police to 
take palm-print impressions, iris and retina scan, physical, biological samples and 
their analysis and behavioural attributes including signatures and handwriting. It also 
allows police to collect such data from a wider category of people. 

Three Opposition MPs, TMC’s Saugata Roy, BJD’s Bhartruhari Mahtab and 
RSP’s NK Premachandran have submitted 24 amendments to the bill. Premachandran 
has submitted 14 while Roy and Mahtab have given five each. One of the objections is 
to the collection of biological samples of convicts and non-convicts. Without a 
privacy law in place and lack of clarity on how such data is secured. Premachandran 
and Roy want the provisions to be deleted.  
 The MPs also oppose a provision that allows a head constable or a head warder 
to collect measurements. Roy wants an officer not below the rank of a deputy 
superintendent of police or jail superintendent or deputy SP to do this job while 
Premachandran says it should be an inspector or a jail superintendent. 

The bill allows law enforcement agencies to collect measurements of a convict 
or an accused. Premachandran wants this to be restricted to heinous offences. 

OLD VS NEW 

 102-year-old law allows taking finger print, foot print impressions of a 
limited category of convicted persons. 
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 Bill seeks to expand the scope and ambit of the “measurements” that can 
be taken under the law as it will help in unique identification of a person 
involved in crime and help investigating agencies in solving criminal 
cases. 

 The bill defines “measurements” to include finger impressions palm print 
and foot-print impressions, photographs iris, retina scan, physical, 
biological samples and their analysis. 

Courtesy: Deccan Herald, Dated: 04.04.2022 

3. Release MPLAD funds for 2023-24 in advance: Parl panel 
With Covid-19 pandemic leading to suspension of release of funds under 

MPLADS and impacting projects, the Parliamentary Committee on Estimates has 
asked the government to release Rs.5 crores meant for 2023-24 in this fiscal itself so 
as to complete unfinished projects. 

The panel headed by Girish Bhalchandra Bapat said in its report tabled in 
Parliament that MPs have not been able to recommend any new project under 
MPLADS in 2020-21 and 2021-22 as the scheme was suspended owing to Covid-19. 

Though the Member of Parliament Local Area Development (MPLAD) scheme 
was suspended for two years (2020-21 and 2021-22) it was restored for the remaining 
part of 2021-22 with the release of Rs.2 crores for each MP in one instalment. 

“The Committee strongly desire that as the Covid-19 situation eased, for the 
present MPs the MPLADS fund for 5th year (of the government 2022-24) may be 
released during the 4th year, in advance, in order to enable the MPs to 
recommend/sanction,” the report said.  

Recommending the release of pending instalments of MPLADS funds for 
2019-20, the panel said the suspension of the scheme was only for two fiscals but it 
found out that instalments for 2019-20 were also not released for most of the MPs. 

The committee said there were certain sanctioned projects which have been 
completed or are at the stage of completion but due to non-release of previous 
instalments projects are “unfortunately” being “abandoned mid-way”. 

“To overcome this the Committee now calls upon the government to make 
appropriate arrangements to release pending instalments of previous years in order to 
clear the committed liabilities under MPLADS scheme and to help people derive 
benefits from erstwhile dead/abandoned projects under MPLADS” it said. 

According to the report 102, instalments to be released of MPs of the 17th Lok 
Sabha in 2019-20 are pending. This includes four Karnataka MPs-GS. Basavaraj, 
Tejasvi Surya, Ramesh Jigajinagi and Umesh Jadhav- whose second instalment under 
MPLADS were pending. For the 16th Lok Sabha according to the report 470 
instalments covering Rs.1,175 crore are pending. 

Courtesy:-Deccan Herald, Dated: 05.04.2022 
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5. Budget session ends on productive note 
The Budget session of Parliament concluded on a day ahead of schedule with 

both the Lok Sabha and the Rajya Sabha registering impressive productivity numbers 
and fewer disruptions. 

The Rajya Sabha proceedings had to be adjourned sine die without the 
customary valedictory remarks by Chairman M.Venkaiah Naidu as Opposition 
members, led by the Shiv Sena, topped into the well of the House.  

This was the second last session for Mr.Naidu to chair the proceedings of the 
House before his term ends in August. 

Post sine die adjournment, Lok Sabha Speaker Om Birla organised a customary 
tea meet for the floor leaders. It was attended by Prime Minister, Defence Minister, 
Senior Opposition Leaders Mulayam Singh (Samajwadi Party), Farooq Abdullah 
(National Conference) and T.R.Baalu (DMK) and others. Though Congress president. 
Sonia Gandhi called on Mr.Birla while the Prime Minister was there, she did not stay 
back for the meet. 



 
 52 

In one of the most productive sessions, the Lok Sabha passed 13 Bills, 
including the Finance Bill, Criminal Procedure (Identification) Bill, Delhi Municipal 
Corporation (Amendment) Bill and the Weapons of Mass Destruction and their 
Delivery Systems (Prohibition of Unlawful Activities) Amendment Bill. The Rajya 
Sabha passed 11 Bills, including six Appropriation Bills and Finance Bills that were 
returned. 

“The total productivity of the eighth session of the 17th Lok Sabha was 129%”, 
Mr. Birla said. He noted that the House had 27 sittings. 

The Rajya Sabha too recorded impressive functioning, clocking 99.08% 
productivity, just 10 more minutes short of the allotted time to make up for 100%. 
Though the House had lost nearly nine-and-a-half hours due to disruptions, it made up 
for the lost time by sitting extra hours. 

On the last day of the Budget session, the Rajya Sabha proceedings were 
disrupted after the Shiv Sena and other Opposition parties created a ruckus over price 
rise and the alleged misappropriation of funds collected to save INS Vikrant. 

Soon after the laying of official papers, Sena MPs, including Sanjay Raut and 
Priyanka Chaturvedi, were up on their feet, trying to raise the issue of an FIR 
registered against the BJP’s Krit Somaiya of allegedly siphoning donations collected 
for saving INS Vikrant, the now decommissioned aircraft carrier. 

They continued with their demands even when the Chair, Mr.Naidu called on 
MPs to raise Zero Hour mentions. Mr.Naidu said the behaviour was against “the 
democratic spirit norms dignity and decorum of the House”. 

Courtesy:The Hindu, Dated: 08.04.2022 
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9. Enact laws only after through debate and discussion: Birla 
The primary responsibility of the legislature if to fulfil the aspirations of the 

people, and lawmakers should ensure that laws are enacted only after through debate 
and discussion, Lok Sabha Speaker Om Birla said. 

Mr.Birla made these remarks while inaugurating the 8th India region conference 
of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association (CPA) at Assam Legislative 
Assembly. 

Assam Chief Minister Himanta Biswa Sarma, Deputy Chairperson of the Rajya 
Sabha Harivansh, acting Chairperson of the CPA Ian Liddell-Grainger and Speakers 
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of various Legislative Assemblies attended the event. “Laws should be made after 
through debate and discussions incorporating the needs of the aspiration sections of 
society”, Mr.Birla Said. 

He said India was an effective, accountable and a living example of a 
functioning democracy and the world looked towards the largest democracy to set an 
example and provide direction. 

Recalling the contribution of B.R.Ambedkar and Mahatma Jyotirao Phule the 
Lok Sabha Speaker said the country’s policies and programmes should be in the 
direction of achieving the goals set by the founding fathers of the Constitution. 

Calling for active participation of the youth and women in democratic 
processes, Mr. Birla said that democratic institutions from Panchayat to Parliament, 
should keep the youth and women at the centre of policy making. This would ensure 
ideas and visions of the youth are used to make administration transparent and 
accountable. 

The Lok Sabha Speaker noted that the vision of Prime Minister on education, 
health, infrastructure and other areas were steps in that direction. Echoing similar 
sentiments, Assam Chief Minister said democracy and democratic values were 
“integral parts of the Indian way of life”. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated: 12.04.2022 
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11. LS Speaker urged to act on ‘intimidation’ of Karti 
 Lok Sabha member Karti P. Chidamabaram and his family are being 
selectively targeted in the name of investigation, Congress leader in the Lok Sabha  
Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury said in a letter to Lok Sabha Speaker Om Birla and urged 
Mr. Birla to protect the parliamentary privileges of Opposition members. 

 The Congress leader also charged the Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) 
with taking away sensitive and confidential Parliamentary papers from Mr. Karti and 
accused the government of trying to stifle the voice of  the Opposition. 

 “A Member of Parliament is constitutional conferred with certain 
Parliamentary privileges so that he can discharge his Parliamentary duties without any 
fear or favour from the government. However, during the present regime, the  
opposition members are being targeted and intimidated and their parliamentary 
privileges are being breached. 

 In this regard, I may like to cite the case of Shri. Karti P.Chidambaram (M.P). 
He and his family are being selectively targeted in the name of ‘so called’ raid and 
investigation,” Mr. Chowdhury wrote in his letter. 

 “The CBI is intimidating him and worse, they have seized confidential and 
sensitive parliamentary papers.  This is nothing  but intimidation and an attempt by the 
government to stifle the voice of the opposition  in Parliament,” he added. 

 Stating that “targeted intimidation” of an MP amounts to breach of privilege, 
Mr. Chowdhury further wrote, “Sir, you are the custodian and guardian of the dignity 
of the House and also the rights and privileges of the members of the Lok Sabha. I 
appeal to you that as the guardian of the Lower House, you may Kindly intervene and 
protect the rights and privileges of the opposition members so that they can discharge 
their parliamentary duties fearlessly and effectively”. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:30.05.2022. 
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13. No resolutions against other countries in Parliament 
Parliamentary proceedings in a country shouldn’t be used to make allegations 

and counter allegations against the Parliament of another country,  Lok Sabha Speaker 
Om Birla has said. 

 Mr. Birla made these remarks in the context of a lawmaker in the Maldives 
trying to move a resolution against India in the Maldivian Parliament over the 
controversy surrounding a BJP functionary’s statement on Prophet Muhammed. 

 “This issue doesn’t strictly concern the functioning of Parliament. Rather, it’s 
about relations between nations. Everyone has the right to speak about issues in their 
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own country. But it is our expection that the parliamentary proceedings of any country 
should not get reduced to making allegations and counter-allegations about  another 
country. You can surely discuss events, but Parliament should not be  used to pass 
resolutions concerning another country,” Mr. Birla said. 

 In an interview with The Hindu on the occasion of his completing three years 
in office, the Lok Sabha Speaker shared his views on the Parliament functioning under 
COVID Protocol. 

 “During the pandemic, the duration of stittings was reduced, but if you look at 
the figures, Lok Sabha clocked 167% productivity and this is a record high,” Mr Birla 
noted. 

Lok Sabha Speaker Om Birla, who has completed three years in office, speaks 
on the new normal of functioning of Parliament in the shadow of a pandemic, 
Parliamentary scrutiny and the recent controversy over the remarks against Prophet 
Muhammed by a now-sacked BJP spokesperson. Edited excerpts. 

 We are trying to emerge from two years of the pandemic, through which 
Parliament functioned. How was Parliament affected by the pandemic? 

During the pandemic, the duration of sittings was reduced but if you look at the 
figures, the Lok Sabha clocked 167% productivity, this is a record high.   

Our allotted time during the tuncated session was between 4 p.m. and 9 p.m. 
and members made full use of the time . If you look at attendance of members also, it 
was higher than in non-pandemic periods; around 337 MPs on an average were 
present in Parliament. So, the working of Parliament was not affected much. In terms 
of what issues members raised, more speakers raised Zero Hour mentions and we 
started, in this 17th Lok Sabha, the Practice of trying to get a response to  matters 
mentioned then. In the demands for grants debate, four hours were allotted but the 
House debated it for 15 hours. In terms of democratic dialogue, it has been a rich 
experience. 

 There are frequent complaints by Opposition that not enough Bills are 
being sent to Parliamentary committees. Also, that Ministries circulate 
Bills just before the debate is taken up on them, not giving enough time to 
prepare. 

 Government, in the eighth session of the 17th Lok Sabha, sent nearly 60% of 
the Bills to the  Standing Commitees. Governments bring Bills for the welfare of 
citizens and (with regard to) some Bills, government may feel that to delay may lead 
to a loss to the people. So they may want to debate in the House, maybe more than  
the allotted time but  not be  so much in favour of sending the Bill to the Standing 
Committee or not, and takes the mandate of the House. 
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 As for Circulation of Bills minutes before being debated, I have raised the 
issue with the Parliamentary Affairs Ministry, and said that Bills should be circulated 
will in advance of debate, so that members have  an adequate time period to prepare 
for debate. 

 You have been proactive in encouraging those  who have never spoken  in 
the  House  to speak. 

 My aim is that the largest number of new and women members speak in the 
House. There was for example a first-time woman member, who, because she didn’t 
know either English or Hindi, only her local language, felt inhibited in raising issues 
in the House. I called the translator for her language and helped her  formulate a 
speech, now she often  speaks in the House. 

 In fact, that is why I ask that the House run beyond its time, late into  the night. 
In the first session that I chaired as Speaker, a record-breaking 1,066 members raised 
Zero Hour mentions, and we also have, for the 17th Lok Sabha, the all-time record of 
182 people raising issues during Zero Hour. 

 Facebook wistle-blower Sophie Zhang has been  saying repeatedly that 
she wants to depose before the Standing Committee on Information 
Technology,  but that you  are not allowing that to happen. 

 As Speaker of the Lok Sabha, in case a particular Parliamentary committee  
wants to summon witnesses to depose before them, and if these people are employed 
with State governments or under their jurisidictions,  then the Speaker can, at the 
request of the committee, ask that they present themselves. There is no rule, no 
procedure for asking people outside the boundaries of this country  to be summoned at 
the will of the Speaker. 

 I am being tagged every day on Twitter for this, but I must clarify that as 
Speaker there are no rules under which I can summon people from abroad. Country 
representatives of various companies have represented them before the committee. 

 Certain remarks about Prophet Muhammed triggered quite a controversy 
internationallly. A member of the Parliament of the Maldives had moved a 
resolution against India, but it was eventually defeated. Several other 
West Asian countries condemned those remarks, while a report  in the 
U.S.questioned religious freedom in India. As the custodian of the 
people’s  House of the world’s largest democracy, how do you view these  
developments? 

This issue doesn’t strictly concern the functioning of Parliament.Rather, it’s 
about relations between nations. Everyone has the right to speak about  issues in their 
own country. 
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But it is our expectation that the Parliamentary proceedings of any  country 
should not get reduced to making  allegations  and counter-allegations about another 
country. 

 You can surely discuss events, but Parliament should not be  used pass 
resolutions concerning  another  country. Say when we discussed the Ukraine war,  we 
restricted ourselves  to the impact on India. 

Similarly, when we pass a Bill here (Lok Sabha) , another parliament shouldn’t 
be commenting on it until it directly impacts them. 

 A delegation of the Congress met  you to complain  about the Delhi police 
misbehaving with their MPs  during a protest against the  Enforcements 
Directorate. LokSabha member S.Jothimani also written to you about 
breach of her privilege. Would you act on their complaint? 

Yes, delegation had  met and apprised me of the developments that took place 
in the past few days. There are well-defined rule to deal with, and dispose of, such 
issue. This complaint too woud be examined within those rules  and action will be 
taken. 

 You had said that the winter session of this year will be held  in the new     

 Parliament building. So, are we on track? 

The way construction work is progressing, right now we are six days  behind 
scheldule. But the pace for  construction is quite good and we  hope to hold the winter 
session in the new building 

 Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:19.06.2022. 
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1. India, Russia talk payment options 
The Modi government rolled out the red carpet for Russian Foreign Minister 

Sergey Lavrov, who said his country would expand the use of national currencies for 
continuing trade with India to circumvent the sanctions imposed by the West. 

The Russian foreign minister's comments come after an official in the US 
government warned India of "consequences" if it went ahead and worked out a 
mechanism for paying in rupee and rouble to continue its trade with Russia. 

Lavrov not only met with External Affairs Minister S Jaishankar, but also 
called on Prime Minister Narendra Modi. 

"I would recall that many years ago we started moving in our relations with 
India, China (and) many other countries from using dollar and euros to use of more 
national currencies. Under the current circumstances, I believe this trend will be 
intensified, which is natural and obvious," Lavrov told journalists after his meeting 
with Jaishankar. 

Western nations imposed sanctions on Russia following the invasion of 
Ukraine, with the US and the European Union excluding seven Russian banks from 
SWIFT financial messaging system. "We don't want to depend on a system which 
would be closed any time and we don't want to depend on a system whose masters can 
steal your money overnight," said Lavrov. 

India is now exploring a rupee-rouble payment system to continue its trade 
with Russia, which has offered to use its SPFS financial messaging system to help 
India pay for imports. 

A Russian government delegation is arriving in New Delhi next week to 
discuss to work out an alternative payment mechanism. Lavrov also said his country is 
"ready to supply to India any goods which it wants to buy". 

Courtesy: Deccan Herlad, Dated:20.04.2022 
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13. Kovind becomes first Indian president to visit Jamaica 
 President Ram Nath Kovind has arrived in Jamaica for a state visit, the first by 
any Indian President to the Caribean country, during which he will hold talks with his 
counterpart Governor-General Patrick Allen and Prime Minister Andrew Holness on 
the entire gamut of the multifaceted relationship between the two countries. 

 The President, accompanied by his wife Savita Kovind, arrived here on the first 
leg of his two-nation tour that will also take him to St.Vincent and Grenadines. 

 “The Presidential visit is happening in the 60th anniversary year of the 
establishment of diplomatic relations between the two countries. The President was 
accorded a guard of honour on his arrival,” the President’s office said. 

 Mr. Kovind will address a joint sitting of the two Houses of the Jamaican 
Parliament, according to the Ministry of External Affairs. The President will be in 
Jamaica till May 18. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:17.05.2022. 
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18. Presidential polls: special cell set up 
With the nomination process for the presidential election set to begin on the 

Rajya Sabha Secretariat has set up a special cell for the poll. 

Rajya Sabha Secretary General P.C. Mody has been appointed Returning 
Officer for the July 18 presidential election. He well also head this cell. 

The cell, which has been set up following the instructions of the Election 
Commission, compromises almost all officials from the Rajya Sabha Secretariat’s 
table office. 

Officer on Special Duty Mukul Pande and Joint Secretary in the Rajya Sabha 
Secretariat Surendra Kumar Tripathi – both assistant returning officers for the election 
– are also part of this cell. 

Since nomination papers would only be available at Parliament House, the cell 
will ensure hassle-free process for those asking for the forms, and filing their 
nominations. The election will be held across the country, but counting will take place 
in Parliament. 

Courtesy:-The Hindu, Dated: 15.06.2022 
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14. State issues guidelines on loudspeakers 
 Amid the ongoing controversy over using Loudspeakers for calling azaan 
in mosques, the state Government has asked all those wishing to use 
loudspeakers to obtain permisssion within 15 days. Loudspeakers without 
permission from designated authorities would be removed. 
  A circular issued also cited the decibel levels for residential, commercial, 
and industiral areas as per the Noise Pollution(Regulation and Control) Rules,  
2000, notified under the Environment ( Protection) Act, 1986. 

The circular by the Department of Forest, Ecology and Environment 
came after Chief Secretary P. Ravikumar sent a note to the department 
following a meeting with Chief Minister Basavaraj Bommai. 

“The Chief Minister has directed that the rules and the Karnataka 
Government order of August 13, 2002, shall be strictly implemeted henceforth. 
All users of loudspeakers or public address systems should obtain written 
permission from the designated authority within 15 days,” a note from the Chief 
Secretary said. 
  Further, the note said, “Those who do not obtain permission should 
voluntarily remove the loudspeakers or they should be removed by the 
deisignated authority.” 
  Committees will be formed at different levels to decide the application 
for loudspeaker or public address systems. The committee in all Police 
Commissionerate areas will comprise the Assistant Commissioner of Police, 
Jurisdictional Executive Engineer of the city Corporation and representative 
from the pollution control board. 
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  In all other areas, the committee will comprise the Deputy 
Superintendent of  Police. Jurisdictional Tahsildar, and a member from the 
pollution control board. 
  The Chief Secretary pointed out to the SC orders of July 18, 2005, and 
October 28, 2005, that directed all the designated authorities to implement the 
Noise pollution (Regulation and Control) Rules, 2000.  The Rule3 (1) of the 
Noise pollution (Regulation and control)  Rules, 2000, has  laid down the 
ambient  air quality  standard in respect of  noise, the  note said, adding that the  
rules also define that the “daytime” shall mean 6 a.m to 10p.m. According to 
Rule 5(1), loudspeaker or public address system shall not be used except after 
obtaining permission from the designated authority. 

Area/Zone Limits in dB(A) Leq 

Day time Night time 

Industrial area 75 70 

Commercial area 65 55 

Residential area 55 45 

Silent Zone 50 40 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:11.05.2022. 
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1. Mekedatu to bleed state of prized forests 
Karnataka might be determined to executive the Mekedatu project but the state 

government is perhaps unaware of what it is likely to lose in terms of economy. 

The reservoir project will submerge more than 52 sq km, of forests. According 
to ecological scientists from the Indian Institute of Science (IISc), Karnataka is set to 
lose forests worth about “Rs.81.60 billion”. 

The first-ever analysis of the economic worth of forest resources by the IISc 
shows that each hectare of forests in Karnataka is worth Rs.6.56 lakh annually. The 
estimation has been carried out as per the United Nations ‘Natural capital accounting 
and valuation of ecosystem services’ (NCAVES) project that was launched in 2017 
with a view to improving the measurement of ecosystems and their services (physical 
monetary). 

The project was rolled out on a pilot basis in five countries that are rich in 
natural capital and biodiversity, including India, which is part of the System of 
Environmental-Economic Accounting (SEEA) frame work. Karnataka was the only 
state in the country where the analysis was carried out by ecological scientists. 

Chief Minister Basavaraj Bommai had in fact directed the forest department in 
September 2021 to estimate the losses to natural resources and the total deficit with a 
promise to address that deficit in the form of a ‘Green Budget’. 

Dr.T.V.Ramachandra, scientist and coordinator at the Energy and Wetland 
Research Group at the Centre for Ecological Sciences in IISc, who led the team, told 
DH that Karnataka was chosen for the global project as there was already a similar 
estimation done by his team of researchers for Uttara Kannada district. 

“Initially the UN wanted the study to be done in 10 districts of Karnataka. But 
we ended up doing it for all the districts. The services of any forest ecosystem are 
estimated considering the provisioning, regulating and cultural significance of forests” 
Ramachandra explained. 

While provisioning services include any benefit to humans which is directly 
extracted from nature such as food, timber and fuel, regulating services comprise 
benefits provided by the ecosystem to aid natural phenomena like carbon 
sequestration, water purification, climate regularation and flood control. Cultural 
services constitute recreation and spiritual experiences. 

“A total of 48.35 sq km (4,835 hectares) of forest land (about 3,000 hectares in 
the Cauvery Wildlife Sanctuary) is expected to be affected directly. If you extrapolate 
the results based on the annually ecosystem services, the NPV (Net Present Value) of 
forests that will be submerged for the Mekedatu project is worth Rs.81.60 billion 
including ecosystem services worth Rs.27.30 billion (provisioning) Rs. 41.19 billion 
(regulating) and Rs.13.11 billion (cultural)” he said. 
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He added that the entire forest acts as sponges assisting the percolation of 
rainwater. “During monsoon the region helps in the recharge of 80-100 TMC of 
water”, he pointed out. If the government is keen to of ahead with the   disastrous 
project, it has to pay an ecological compensation of Rs. 85 to 100 billion to the 
Karnataka Forest Department (KFD), which is the total NPV of the forest to be 
submerged based on the annually ecosystem services. 

The researcher’s team found it ironic that the state government is spending a 
whooping Rs. 5,912 crore to build a balancing reservoir to hold 65 TMC of water 
when the forest in the area is actually worth Rs. 81.60 billion (NPV) and aid in 
retaining 100 TMC of water every year. 

“The viable alternative to avert this possible disaster is to catch rainwater in 
Bengaluru. The city gets 750 to 850 mm of rainfall annually which in itself amounts to 
15 TMC of water. We require about 18 TMC of water annually. With rainwater 
harvesting and wastewater treatment the city will have more than 30 TMC of water, 
which is the best and most economical option. The government should invest in the 
rejuvenation of lakes and decentralised wastewater treatment options than destroying 
5,000 hectares of ecologically and hydrologically vital forests” the researchers said. 

 

FOREST ECOSYSTEM SERVICES 

Ecosystem Provisioning Regulating Cultural 
Total 

Ecosystem 
Supply Value 

Forest in Karnataka 
(per Hectare per 
year)  

Rs. 2,19,494.8 Rs.3,31,216.4 Rs.1,05,461.6 Rs.6,56,172.8 

NPV of Forests in 
Mekedatu (4,835 ha)* 

Rs.27.30 Rs.41.19 Rs.13.11 Rs.81.60 

Courtesy: Deccan Herald, Dated: 11.04.2022 
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7. HC: Can’t let free speech violate citizens’ rights 
Freedom of speech cannot be permitted to violate rights of citizens, especially 

political functionaries who spend their lifetime on building their image in public, the 
Delhi high court has said while restraining AAP MLA and Rajasthan election in-
charge Vinay Mishra from posting controversial statements against RLP MP 
Hanuman Beniwai till further orders. 

In an interim order delivered on June 13, Justice Anoop Kumar Mendiratta 
directed micro-biogging site Twitter to remove all the posts related to the matter and 
said that the tweets, prima facie appeared to be libelous, defamatory and reckless in 
the absence of any supporting material. 

On June 6, Beniwal had decided to support BJP backed Independent candidate 
Subhash Chandra in the Rajya Sabha elections scheduled for June 10. In response, 
Mishra put out serious of tweets accusing Beniwal and the saffron party of corruption 
and horse-trading. 

The HC said if the tweets are permitted to continue on record, “it is likely to 
further biemish/bolt the reputation and goodwill of the plaintiffs and may cause a 
misimpression in the trust of the voters/supporters of the party or common citizens of 
the country in the absence of any cogent evidence”. “It cannot be ruled out that the 
tweets may have been actuated by malice, with an attempt to impact the Rajya Sabha 
elections, which were scheduled for 10th June 2022, and to cause loss of reputation to 
the plaintiffs, which may have been built by sheer dedication and hard work over a 
long period of time” the HC said. 

The court further said that the voting strategy of an individual or a political 
party, or their nominees, is purely based upon the ideology and policy of the political 
party or an individual and alleging that the same had been sold off, without any 
foundational basis, deeply causes an irreparable harm loss and damage to the 
reputation of the individual/party concerned and clearly encroaches upon the right of 
privacy. 

“This freedom (of speech) needs to be exercised with circumspection and care 
and cannot be permitted to violate the rights of other citizens and jeopardize their 
public interest. More so, in case of political functionaries who spend their lifetime on 
building their image in the public, the same cannot be permitted to be tumbled by 
baseless defamatory statements by any political entity/individual for petty gains” the 
HC observed. 

Courtesy:Times of India, Dated: 16.06.2022 
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8. Minority govt’s dissolution of House 
Facing the threat of losing majority in Maharashtra Assembly after rebellion in 

Shiv Sena, the MVA government’s possible recommendation to dissolve the assembly 
may become otiose as the Supreme Court judgements mandate the governor in such 
situations to give chance to a party which stakes claim to form government. 

In two landmark judgements S.R.Bommai (1994) and Rameshwar Prasad 
(2006) the SC had repeatedly said that floor test was the only method to be adopted by 
the governor to test the popular support enjoyed by a government and that he could 
not surmise the number or MLAs supporting a party or a coalition which is staking 
claim to form government sitting in the Raj Bhawan. 

In Rameshwar Prasad case, a five judge bench of the SC had said, “if a political 
party with the support of other political party or other MLA’s stakes claim to form a 
Governor about its majority to form a stable Government, the Governor cannot refuse 
formation of Government and over-ride the majority claim because of his subjective 
assessment that the majority was cobbled by illegal and unethical means”. 

“No such power has been vested with the Governor. Such a power would be 
against the democratic principles of majority rule. The Governor is not an autocratic 
political Ombudsman. If such a power is vested in the Governor and/or the President, 
the consequences can be horrendous” the SC had said. 

This means that even if the MVA government after getting reduced to minority 
recommends dissolution of the assembly to opt for fresh elections, the governor has 
power to discard the recommendation and explore possibility of installing a new 
government by a party staking claim to majority in the 288 member Maharashtra 
assembly. 

In Bommai judgement a nine judge bench of the SC had restricted the 
discretionary powers of a governor. “Whether the Council of Ministers has lost the 
confidence of the House is not a matter to be determined by the Governor as far that 
matter anywhere else except the floor of the House. The principle of democracy 
underlying our Constitution necessarily means that any such question should be 
decided on the floor of the House. The House is the place where democracy is in 
action. It is not for the Governor to determine the said question on his own or on his 
own verification. This is not a matter within his subjective satisfaction”. 

Courtesy: Times of  India, Dated: 23.06.2022 

9. Floor test will prevent horse-trading 
The Supreme Court dashed the hopes of the Uddav Thackeray-led Maha Vikas 

Aghadi government to retain power in Maharastra by refusing to stay a floor test 
called by Maharastra Governor Bhagat Singh Koshyari on a request made by Leader 
of the Opposition and BJP leader Devendra Fadnavis. 

This is the second consecutive body blow the Supreme Court has dealt the 
beleaguered Sena-led government in two days. 
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On June 27, a Vacation Bench of Justices Surya Kant and J.B.Pardiwala 
virtually froze Deputy Speaker Narahari Zirwal’s power to proceed with the 
disqualification of Shiv Sena dissident MLA’s led by Eknath Shinde for defection. 
The dissidents were given extra time till July 12 to respond to the charges. 

Wednesday saw the court agree with Governor Koshyari and the dissident 
MLAs that delaying the floor test would further damage democracy. Holding a floor 
test in Maharashtra was the sure remedy against horse-trading. Delay of trust vote was 
the very antithesis of democracy. 

“We are not staying the floor test,” Justice Kant briefly conveyed the Benches’ 
final order to the warring Shiv Sena factions at 9 p.m. after a four-hour marathon 
hearing. 

During the hearing Solicitor-General Tushar Mehta, appearing for Governor 
Koshyari said the “who is the majority in the House is not determined in Raj Bhavan 
but on the floor of the Assembly where everybody can see”. 

The Court session began with senior advocate Abhishek Manu Singhvi, for the 
Thackeray camp, urging the court to either stay the floor test or unshackle the Deputy 
Speaker so that he could go ahead with the disqualification proceedings against 16 of 
a total 39 dissident MLAs. 

Mr.Singhavi then said Governor Koshyari showed “undue haste” by calling a 
floor test when the question of disqualification was pending in the court. 

“Floor test was called on June 28 at supersonic speed.... Holding a floor test, 
before determining the question of disqualification of the rebels is like plunging into a 
pool without determining the size of the pool. It is like putting the cart before the 
horse. The first thing to do in this whole political crisis is to determine who has 
committed the constitutional sin of defection... The Governor cannot short-circuit the 
Supreme Court’s proceedings or the Deputy Speaker’s authority to adjudicate 
disqualification proceedings...The floor test cannot make these proceedings in 
fructuous”, Mr.Singhavi submitted. 

‘Extradinary situation’: Justice Kant, speaking for the Bench observed that 
the court had intervened on June 27 because it was an “extradinary situation” in which 
the Speaker himself was facing action for removal from office. 

Mr.Singhavi said the rebel MLAs facing action for defection, “no longer 
represent the will of the people”. 

They should not be allowed to vote. But Justice Kant asked whether a 
government, knowing it has lost its majority could be allowed to use the Speaker to 
issue disqualification notices “en masse”. 

“When the Speaker himself is under a cloud, should we go ahead and presume 
that the MLAs are already deemed to have been disqualified”, the judge asked. 
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Senior advocate Neerah Kishan Kaul, for the Shinde camp declared “we are the 
Shiv Sena”. They said they have 39 Sena MLAs out of a total 55. “The Thackeray 
faction is a hopeless minority within the party itself”, Mr.Kaul submitted. 

He said a pending petition in the Supreme Court questioning the 
disqualification proceedings cannot stay the authority and discretion of the Governor 
to call for a floor test. 
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4. Nirmala, Jaggesh BJP's RS candidates from Karnataka 
The BJP fielded Union Finance Minister Nirmala Sitharaman and actor-turned-

politician Jaggesh from Karnataka for the June 10 Rajya Sabha polls. The 
announcement came amid speculation that Sitharaman could be fielded from Uttar 
Pradesh to make room for candidates from Karnataka. 
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Chief Minister Basavaraj Bommai earlier said discussions were held to secure 
the third seat out of four seats. 

The BJP announced two candidates for the four seats by virtue of its numbers 
in the Assembly. The Congress renominated Rajya Sabha Chief Whip Jairam Ramesh 
for another term from Karnataka and left out G-23 leaders Ghulam Nabi Azad and 
Anand Sharma. 

Of the 16 candidates, six are from Uttar Pradesh. 

Former BJP MLA Radha Mohan Das Aggarwal who left his Gorakhpur Urban 
constituency for Uttar Pradesh Chief Minister Yogi Adityanath to contest in the recent 
Assembly polls was among the candidates. 

The name of BJP general secretary Dushyant Gautam, who was a Rajya Sabha 
member from Haryana, was also missing from the first list of candidates. 

The party has given ticket to former MLA Krishan Lal Panwar from Haryana. 

Kavita Patidar will be the party's nominee from Madhya Pradesh, Ghanshyam 
Tiwari from Rajasthan and Kalpana Saini from Uttarakhand. 

From Bihar, the party has fielded Satish Chandra Dubey and Shambhu Sharan 
Patel. 

Union Commerce & Industry Minister Goyal and Anil Sukhdevrao Bonde have 
been nominated from Maharashtra. 

Courtesy: Deccan Herald, dt: 30.05.2022 
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11. How voting happens 
Karnataka will send four members to the Rajya Sabha through the June 10 

polls. All the 224 MLAs will exercise their franchise through Single Transferable 

Vote. Parties set the quota for the victory of each RS candidate based on a formula. 

The total number of valid votes exercised, divided by the number of RS seats going 

for polls plus 1 additional vote is required If all the 224 MLAs vote, the quota will be 

44.8 plus one vote. If the decimal is ignored, a candidate has to get at least 45 votes. 

BJP, which has 122 MLAs including the support of an independent, is likely to allot 

46 votes to each of its first two candidates to be on the safer side. Surplus 32 votes 

will be allotted to its third candidate. Congress, which has 70 votes including that of 

an independent, is likely to allot 46 votes to its first candidate and the surplus 24 to its 

second candidate. JDS with 32 MLAs will allot them to its candidate. If candidates 

contesting for the fourth seat get 45 votes, they will be declared elected. If none of 

them get the required votes, those who secure the highest votes among the three will 

be considered for the counting of the second preferential votes (polled by the MLAs) 

by eliminating the one who takes the lowest. 

Courtesy: Indian Express, dt: 01.06.2022 
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17. Result shows come in Cong and JD(S) voted for BJP 
The result of last week's Rajya Sabha elections, or rather the victory of Lahar 

Singh Siroya, BJP's third candidate, has not only left Congress and JD(S) intrigued but 
has led to finger pointing and some soul searching. Siroya polled more than the 
leftover votes from his party, which indicates cross-voting not only from JD(S) but 
Congress too. 

A section of functionaries is now blaming seniors in JD(S) and Congress for 
the fiasco. With a candidate needing 4,481 votes to win, BJP, with 122 MLAs 
(weightage of 100 for each vote) could have won only two seats. But Siroya bagged 
3,617 votes when the party had only 3,200 votes left after winning the first two seats 
(Nirmala Sitharaman-4,600 Jaggesh-4,400). Congress, with 69 MLAs. had allotted 
4,600 votes to its first candidate, Jairam Ramesh, while Mansoor Ali Khan, its second 
candidate, bagged 2,592 thanks to a cross-vote from JD(S) legislator K Srinivas 
Gowda. Another vote was presumably from Sharath Bachchegowda, who did not have 
to show his ballot paper before voting because he is an independent. Khan also got 92 
surplus votes transferred from Ramesh. 

Despite having 33 MLAs, the JD(S) candidate, D Kupendra Reddy, received 
only 3,000 votes. While Gowda openly admitted to voting for Congress, the identity 
of the other member who cross voted is shrouded in mystery.  

It's clear that a first preference vote from JD(S) and two second preference 
votes meant for Congress candidate Mansoor Ali Khan were transferred. The identity 
of those who voted for Siroya though remains unclear. 

While JD(S) has 'maintained a studied silence, Congress said that an internal 
"check" is underway to identify the black sheep. 
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HD Kumaraswamy, JD(S) floor leader, had blamed SR Srinivas, a dissident 
MLA from Gubbi. HD Revanna, the former chief minister's MLA brother, who was 
party agent at the polling booth, claimed Srinivas did not show his ballot paper 
properly. 

However, Srinivas denied the allegation, insisting that he voted for JD(S) 
candidate D Kupendra Reddy. Srinivas alleged someone from the Kumaraswamy 
camp had crossed-voted and he is being made the scapegoat. 

"It is a known fact that Kumaraswany and I are not on good terms," Srinivas 
said. "I have also made it clear that I will join Congress soon so I could have voted for 
Congress. But I did not. This means an MLA has cross voted at the behest of 
Kumaraswamy as he had the twin objective of ensuring a win for the BJP candidate 
while blaming me." 

But KA Tippe Swamy, MLC and JD(S) counting agent, rebutted Srinivas, 
saying: "It is clear Srinivas cross-voted. He covered his ballot paper when he showed 
it to our agent." 

On the allegation that a couple of Congress members also facilitated Siroya's 
win, KPCC working president R Dhruvanaraya said: "All votes of our 69 MLAs were 
intact. The two second preference votes Siroya got did not come from us." 

HOW VOTES WERE SHARED 

 Total electoral college: 224 MLAS  

 Value of an MLA's vote: 100 

 Votes required for a win: 4,481 

 Nirmala Sitharaman (BJP): 4,600 

 Jaggesh (BJP): 4,400 

 Lahar Singh Siroya (BJP): 3,617 (100 first preference votes from cross 
voting, 200 second preference votes from Congress's second candidate and 
117 surplus votes from Sitharaman) 

 Jairam Ramesh (Cong): 4,600  

 Mansoor Ali Khan (Cong): 2,500 (100 first preference votes from cross 
voting and 92 surplus votes transferred from Ramesh) 

 D Kupendra Reddy (JD-S): 3,000 (lost 200 votes thanks to cross-voting) 

Courtesy: Times of India, dt: 14.06.2022 
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22. Droupadi Murmu is NDA Pick; Opposition parties field Sinha 
The ruling National Democratic Alliance (NDA) and the Opposition have 

declared their respective candidates for the Presidential election in July. 

 The Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) Parliamentary Board nominated Former 
Jharkhand Governor Droupadi Murmu, who hails from Odisha and will be the first tribal 
woman to be the President of India, if elected. The Opposition declared Former Finance 
Minister Yashwant Sinha as its candidate. 

High-level meeting 

The BJP called a meeting of the Parliamentary Board and after discussions, 
attended by Prime Minister Narendra Modi and lasting a little over an hour, announced 
Ms. Murmu's name. 

Party President J.P.Nadda said that during the meeting, some 20 names were 
discussed, but it was felt that the new President of India should hail from the east and be 
a woman and an Adivasi (Ms. Murmu belongs to the Santhal community). 

For the Opposition, the choice of Mr. Sinha took a circuitous route. After two 
rounds of deliberations and many informal meetings, the 84-year-old bureaucrat turned 
politician was declared the Opposition's common candidate. 

Congress leader Jairam Ramesh read out from a joint statement of the Opposition 
parties at the press meet. "Ideally, a consensus candidate of the government and the 
Opposition should be elected for the highest office of the Republic. However, the 
initiative for this should have been taken by the government. We regret the fact that the 
Modi government made no serious efforts in this direction. We, therefore, date of the 
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government and the Opposition should be elected for the highest office of the Republic. 
However, the initiative for this should have been taken by the government. We regret the 
fact that the Modi government made no serious efforts in this direction. We, therefore, 
appeal to all political parties to support the candidate of Mr. Sinha so that the nation can 
have a worthy Rashtrapati (President) elected unopposed." 

No consensus  

Mr. Nadda said that while a consensus candidate for the post of President was 
desirable, it did not materialise. "Both Defence Minister Rajnath Singh and I spoke to 
leaders of the various parties, including the UPA (United Progressive Alliance), but a 
commonality was not emerging. Therefore, we decided to field a common NDA 
candidate for the post of President of India," Mr. Nadda said. 

"Looking at all this, it was decided that former Jharkhand Governor Droupadi 
Murmu would be the NDA's candidate for President of India," Mr.Nadda said. 

The members of the Parliamentary Board, the BJP's highest decision-making 
body, include Defence Minister Rajnath Singh, Home Minister Amit Shah, Roads and 
Highways Minister Nitin Gadkari, Madhya Pradesh Chief Minister Shivraj Singh 
Chouhan, and BJP general secretary B.L.Santhosh. Speaking of Ms. Murmu, Mr. Nadda 
said that just like India's second President, Dr. S.Radhakrishnan, was identified with the 
work of education, so did Ms.Murmu. "She was a teacher and later went into politics, as 
a councilor, then an MLA, [and] as a Minister for Commerce, Fisheries and Animal 
Husbandry. In 2007, she also received the Neelkanth Award for best MLA. Between 
2015 and 2021, she was Governor of Jharkhand, and is an apt choice for the position [of 
President]. She is a leader of great sensitivity. Whatever responsibility has been accorded 
to her, she has fulfilled it with grace and ability,” Mr.Nadda said. 

Tuesday's Opposition parties' meeting was chaired by Mr.Pawar and attended by 
representatives of 14 Opposition parties. Mr.Pawar said at a press conference that he had 
spoken to Telangana Chief Minister K.Chandrashekhar Rao and Delhi Chief Minister 
Arvind Kejriwal. The Opposition, he said, could count on the support of both the 
Telangana Rashtra Samithi (TRS) and the Aam Aadmi Party (AAP). 

Mr. Sinha was elected after three public figures NCP patriarch Sharad Pawar, 
former J&K Chief Minister Farooq Abdullah, and former West Bengal Governor 
Gopalkrishna Gandhi - declined to contest. 

With both the names now out, the NDA has an advantage over the UPA, not just 
in terms of numbers but also in terms of the candidate, as the idea of the first Adivasi to 
ever be President of India would be a powerful inducement to secure support from 
different fence-sitting political parties such as the Biju Janata Dal (BJD), the Yuvajana 
Shramika Rythu Congress Party (YSRCP), and others. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, dt: 27.06.2022 
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1. Punjab passes resolution to transfer Chandigarh to itself 
 The Punjab State Assembly unanimously passed a resolution to immediately 
transfer union territory of Chandigarh-the joint capital of Punjab and Haryana , to 
Punjab. 

  Haryana Chief Minister Manohar Lal said that Chandigarh is and will remain 
the capital of Haryana and Punjab. “Both the States have several other issue to talk 
about apart from Chandigarh,” he said. 

 Punjab Chief Minister Bhagwant Mann moved the resolution in the special 
session of the State assembly, urging the Central government to honour the principles 
of federalism enshrined in the Constitutuion and not to take any step which may 
disturb the balance in the  administration of Chandigarh, adding that through its recent  
actions, the Central government has beeen trying  to upset this balance. 

  Apart from the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP), MLAs of all political parties, 
including the Congress, Shiromani Akali dal (SAD), the Aam Aadmi Party (AAP) and 
the Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP) supported the resolution. 

  Mr. Mann said his government would exploit all channels by seeking prior 
appointment from the Centre to call on the Prime Minister and Home Minister to 
mount pressure on Union government in order to take their fight for legitimate rights 
of Punjab to its logical end. 

  Hitting out at the BJP-led Central government, Mr.Mann said that its 
leadership was bent upon to indulge in vendetta politics especially in states like 
Punjab, Delhi, and West Bengal where it has miserably failed to get people’s mandate. 

  Haryana Congress President Kumari Selja said the resolution reflects the ‘anti-
Haryana’ thinking of the Aam Aadmi Party. “Chandigarh belongs to Haryana and 
Haryana has full right over Chandigarh,” She said. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:02.04.2022. 

2. TMC pushes for long-pending women’s reservation bill 
 The Trinamool Congress is pushing for bringing a motion  in Rajya Sabha in 
the last week of Budget Session on the long-pending Women’s  Reservation Bill that 
provides for 33% reservation for women in Parliament and state Assemblies. 

  Trinamool Rajya Sabha floor leader  Derek O’Brien  has submitted a notice  
under Rule 168 of the Rules of Procedures  and Conduct of Business seeking to table a 
motion in the Upper House urging the government  to introduce the Bill to amend the 
Constitution to allow 33% of the seats  of Lok Sabha, Rajya Sabha  and state 
Assemblies to be reserved for women. 
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  According to the text of the motion, it also urges the government to               
“create a mechanism by which the government can investigate the barriers of entry to 
women  in electoral politics” and “look at ways  to encourage more  women  to 
participate in electoral  politics”. 

 Asked about the urgency of bringing the motion,O’Brien noted that women 
account for Trinamool Congress’ 34% of tis MPs. “ which party has 34% of its MPs. 
“Which party has 34% women MPs ? Action needed. Not words,” he told DH. 

 The  motion noted that India has slipped 28 places  to rank 140th  among 156 
countries in the World Economic Forum’s Global Gender Gap Report 2021 majorly 
on account of the significant decline in the share of women among ministers, which 
halved, from 23% in 2019 to 9.1% in 2021 and share currently stands at 14%. 

  “India’s rank has steadily deteriorated over the years in Inter-Parliamentary 
Union’s Women in National Parliaments Rankings. In 1998, India ranked 95th. As of 
March 2022, India ranks 144th out of 184 countries. There are 15% women MPs in 
the 17th Lok Sabha and 12.2% women MPs in the Rajya Sabha. This is  lower than the  
global average of 25.5% only 8% of the total MLAs are women across all states in 
India,”  it said. 

 The motion also referred to the commitment made by the Narendra  Modi 
government to provide 33% reservation to women in Parliament and Assemblies. 

 The Bill was first introduced in Lok Sabha on September 12, 1996 by the  
United Front government led by HD.Deve Gowda and similar versions of the bill were 
introduced  later  in 1998,1999, and  2008. 

  The Bill was introduced in Rajya Sabha on May 6, 2008 was passed by the 
Upper House on March 9, 2010. Between May 8, 2008 and December 17, 2009, the 
Bill was scrutinised by a Parliamentary Standing Committee. 

  The Bill passed by the RS was transmitted to the LS but the government could 
not pass it before the dissolution of the Lower House in 2014. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:04.04.2022. 

3. All 24 Ministers in A.P Cabinet submit their resignations to CM 
 All the 24 Ministers in the Andhra  Pradesh Cabinet submitted their  
resignations to Chief Minitster Y.S. Jagan Mohan Reddy immediately after Cabinet 
meeting.  

  The resignations have been necessitated  as Mr. Jagan had announced at the 
time of forming  the government that the Cabinet would be reconstituted after two and 
half years to give an opportunity to others. The current Cabinet was sworn in on June 
8, 2019, and was  supposed to be in offfice  till December 8, 2021. Due to many 
reasons, including the COVID-19 pandemic, the Cabinet reorganisation was put off 
even past the due date. 

  Later, speaking to reporters, Municipal Administration Minister Botsa 
Satyanarayana said the Chief minister had already said that there would be a cabinet 
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reshuffle after two and half years. Every Minister submitted their resignation happily  
and voluntarily, he said. 

  Mr. Satyanarayana said it was the prerogative of the party president to delegate 
the responsibilities. It was also his decision and prerogative to continue the existing 
Ministers or select new Ministers. Even though serving as a Minister, he or she should  
work  as an election team. Everyone would strive for the victory of the YSR congress 
Party (YSRCP) in the 2024 elections, he said. 

  Civil Supplies Minister Kodali Sri Venkateswara Rao said there  was a 
possibility that a few  Ministers would continue in the  new Cabinet also. The Chief 
Minister would decide who should continue. Based on their experience, some of the  
existing Ministers would be retained, he said, adding, “ More than  us, it was the Chief 
Minister who felt  bad for asking our resignations. However everyone submitted their 
resignations wholeheartedly.” 

  The Council of Ministers  would be reconstituted at Amaravati on April 11. It 
is  learnt that in the Cabinet  reshuffle, only four  of the incumbent Minsters were 
expected  to retain their  positions.  Mr. Jagan  would submit  the  final list  of new 
Ministers to Governor  Biswa Bhushan Harichandan before April 9. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:08.04.2022. 

4. 25 Minister take oath in A.P Cabinet 
 Dhone MLA Buggana Rajendranath Reddy retained the Finance and planning, 
Commercial  Taxes and Legislative Affairs portfolio in the  reorganised Cabinet of 
Andhra Pradesh. Taneti vanith (Kovvur) has been made Minister for Home and 
Disaster Management. 

  Peddireddy Ramachandra Reddy(Punganur) was given Energy, Environment 
and Forests, Minies and Geology and Science and Technology portfolio. Dharmana 
Prasasd Rao(Srikakulam) got Revenue, Registrations and Stamps while Botsa 
Satyanarayana (Cheepurupalli) has been allocated Education. 

 Ambati Rambabu (Sattnapalli) was allocated the water Resources portfolio and 
Audimulapu Suresh (Yarragondapalem-SC) Municipal Administration and Urban 
Development. 

  Gudivada Amarnath (Anakapalli) was given the all-important Industries, 
Infrastructure and Investment  and Information Technology portfolio. 

 K. Narayana Swamy (Gangadhara Nellore) and Sk. Amzath Basha Bepari  
(kadapa) have their portfolios i.e. Excise and Minorities  Welfare intact. They were 
among five Deputy Chief Ministers in the previous Cabinet and they continue to be  
so now. 

  The other  Deputy Chief Ministers in the new-look Cabinet are Peedika 
Rajanna Dora(salur-ST), Budi Mutyala Naidu(Madugula) and Kottu Satyanarayana 
(Tadepalligudem) with Tribal Welfare,  Panchayat Raj and Rural  Development and 
Endowments portfolios in that order. 
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  Seediri Appala Raju (Palasa)  retained Fisheries, Dairy Development and  
Animal Husbandry Portfolio. 

  Dadisetti Ramalingeswara Rao (Tuni) and Pinipe Viswarup (Amaalapuram-
SC) were entrusted Roads and Buildings  and Transport respectively. 

  Ch. Venugopala Krishna (Ramachandrapuram) retained the BC welfare 
Portfolio and has now got Information and Public Relations and Cinematography. 

  Karumuri Nageswara Rao (Tanuku) is given Civil Supplies and Consumer 
Affairs. Jogi Ramesh (Pedana) and Meruga Nagarjuna (Vemuru-SC) got Housing  and 
Social Welfare portfolios. 

  Vidakala  Rajani(Chilakaluripet) is made Minister for Health and Family 
Welfare and Medical Education. 

  Kakani Govardhan Reddy  (Sarvepalli) was given Agriculture and 
Cooperation, Marketing and Food Processing. 

  R.K. Roja (Nagari) has been  allocated Tourism  and  Culture and Youth 
Advancement, Gummanuru Jayaram (Aluru)  Labour and  Employment and Factories, 
and  K.V. Ushasri Charan (Kalyanadurgam) Women and Child Development  and 
Differently Abled and Senior Ctitizens’ Welfare. 

  Of the 25 Ministers who were sworn in, Peddireddy Ramachandra Reddy, 
Botsa Satyanarayan, Buggana Rajendranth Reddy, Pinipe Viswarup, C. Venugopala 
Krishna, Gummanuru Jayaram, Seediri Appalaraju, Thaneti Vanitha, Amjazth Basha, 
K. Narayana Swamy and Audimulapu Suresh are from the previous Cabinet. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:12.04.2022. 

5. TN passes bills to clip Guv’s power to appoint vice-chancellors 
 Tamil Nadu Assembly passed two bills that seek to transfer the power of 
appointing vice-chancellors to state-funded universities from Governor R N Ravi to 
the state government , amid a full-blown tussle between the DMK dispensation and 
the Raj Bhavan  over exemption from NEET. 

 The move by the M K Stalin-led government to amend two laws came on the 
day Ravi inaugurated a two-day conference of vice-chancellors of state, central and 
private universities of the  state in the  picturesque Nilgiris district,  apparently not 
taking the state government into confidence. 

The amended laws seek to transfer the powers of appointing V-Cs to 13 
stateowned universities  from the Governor  to the state  government.  

  Both the bills cited the Gujarat University Act, 1949, Telangana Universities 
Act, 1991, and Karnataka State Universities Act, and Karnataka State Universities 
Act, 2000 to drive home the point that the state government should be  empowered to 
appoint V-Cs of state universities. 
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  As principal Opposition AIADMK and BJP opposed the bill, Stalin cited the 
example of Gujarat, ruled by the BJP for decades together,  where the state 
government appoints V-Cs and not  the Governor. 

  While BJP staged a walkout, the AIADMK, which passed two bills that allow 
the state government to appoint V-Cs to two newly-formed universities, said it was 
opposing the legislation at their “introduction stage.” 

  The government’s move comes amid its confrontation with Ravi over a slew 
of issue as many as nine bills are pending with the Governor and if one includes the 
two passed, the number will be 11. 

  According to the bills, the state government will constitute a three-member 
committee to search for V-Cs and appoint them, instead of the Governor. 

  Clash of functions: Recalling the observations of the Punchhi Commission  
on Centre-state relations that “there would  be a clash of functions and power”s if the 
authority to choose the top  academician  was wrested with the Governor, Stalin said 
V-Cs in Telangana, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, and Gujarat are  appointed by the  
respective state governments. 

Courtesy: Deccan Herald, Dated:26.04.2022. 
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8. Manik Saha replaces Biplab as Tripura CM 
 Tripura Chief Minister Biplab Kumar Deb stepped down from his post after 
meeting Bharatiya  Janata Party (BJP) president  J.P Nadda and Union Home  
Minister Amit  Shah during  a two-day  trio  to New Delhi. 

 His successor will be Manik Saha, the party’s state unit chief and a lone Rajya 
Sabha member from Tripura. Dr. Saha was elected as the BJP Legislature Party leader 
soon after Mr.Deb submitted his resignation to Gov S.N. Arya. The state is slated to 
go as asembly election in 2023. 

  Senior BJP leaders Bhupendra Yadav and Vinod Tawde were present as 
observers at the meeting held at the Chief Minister’s offcial residence,  which 
witnessed a scuffle  among MLAs  after Minister Ram Prasad Paul registered his 
protest at Dr. Saha being proposed as Mr. Deb’successor. 

 Dr. Saha, along with Mr. Deb and BJP central  leaders, went the the Raj 
Bhavan  after the meeting to stake claim to  form the next government. The wearing-in 
ceremony of the new Cabinet will take place at 11.30 a.m. on Sunday. 

  Jharkhand effect: Mr.Deb is the fifth Chief Minister to be replaced in a BJP-
ruled State  after B.S. Yediyurappa in Karnataka, Trivendra Singh Rawat and Tirath 
Singh Rawat in Uttarakhand, and  Vijay Rupani in Gujarat. He was  appointed Chief 
Minister after the BJP stormed to power in 2018, ending 25 years of Left Front-rule in 
the State. 

 According to senior party sources, the quick change in leadership in BJP-ruled 
States, especially with the Assembly elections round the cornor, shows the long 
shadow of the party’s defeat in Jharkhand being cast on the continuation of Chief 
Ministers. 

  “Earlier, the high command was conservative in terms of changing Chief 
Ministers, but it cost the BJP the state of Jharkhand where internal strife did it in 
2019,” a senior party leader said. 

The Tripura unit was also facing discord with Mr. Deb’s growing unpopularity 
as Chief Minister. Two sitting MLAs, Sudip Roy Barman and Ashish Saha, quit the 
party in February and joined the Congress. 

  “Tripura is important in ideological terms as the BJP defeated the Left there,  a 
first for it. This has been brewing  for a while,” the source said. 

 Sources in the State BJP unit said Mr. Deb would be given important 
organisational responsibilities and was expected to replace Dr. Saha as the State party 
chief. 
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  “You will always see surprises in the BJP,” the outgoing Chief Minister said 
when asked about his sudden removal. 

  A former Congressman: A dental surgeon by Profession, Dr.Saha comes 
from a renowned business family and was associated with the Tripura Cricket 
Association. He started his political career with the Congress some 15 years ago and 
joined the BJP ahead of the 2018 Assembly election. 

  Dr. Saha told reporters that he was”a common worker of the party and will 
continue to be so”. He is expected to resign as the BJP State president by next  week 
and will have  to get elected to the Assembly within six months. 

  He is likely to contest from the Town Bardowali constituency in Agartala, 
sources said. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:15.05.2022. 

 
       

       

       

        


        
        




10. Meghalaya  govt. under fire  after Assembly dome collapse 
The Meghalaya government has been under fire for  allegedly encouraging 

corruption and  misuse of funds after the dome  of the under-construction Assembly 
building colapsed on May 22. 

The BJP, a constituent  of the alliance government headed by the National 
People’s Party (NPP), has been particularly severe on Chief Minster Conrad 
K.Sangama. It accused him of misusing  the Central funds “provided by the  BJP” for 
the benefit fo NPP leaders and contractors and setting an example of bad governance. 

Bernard N. Marak, VicePresident of the State BJP unit, said Mr. Sangma 
should either let the CBI  probe the collapse of the 70 tonne dome and other  
irregularities or quit. 
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“The BJP had anticipated  good governance, all-round development  and zero 
coruption when it lent support to the NPP . But the Chief Minister  let the BJP and the 
people of the State down,” he stated. 

The congress and the Trinamool Congress also slammed Mr. Sangma for 
“Commission raj” resulting in shoddy work on several infrastructure projects. They 
cited the collapse of a few under-construction bridges linking strategic villages and the 
inter-State bus terminus (ISBT) that has been crumbling after the first showers in 
Meghalaya. 

Near State capital Shillong, the ISBT was inaugurated a few months ago. But 
its ceiling has been leaking and its walls have cracked. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated:25.05.2022. 
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12. BJP suspends Rajasthan MLA for cross-voting in RS polls 
The BJP suspended its Rajasthan MLA Shobharani Kushwah for cross-voting 

in favour of Congress candidate Pramod Tiwari in the Rajya Sabha elections to four 
seats from the State. Ms.Kushwah sprang a surprise by her act, which she said was 
guided by her “voice of conscience”. 

The BJP’s central disciplinary committee issued notice to M.Kushwah, elected 
from the Dhoplur constituency in the 2018 Assembly election asking her to show 
cause why she should not be expelled from the party’s primary membership. 
Ms.Kushwah was told that she had been suspended from the BJP’s membership as 
well as all other responsibilities until an inquiry was completed. 

The show-cause notice, signed by central disciplinary committee’s member 
secretary Om Pathak, stated that Ms.Kushwah displayed “gross indiscipline” by 
defying the party whip and violated Rule 10-B of Article 25 of the BJP’s constitution 
and rules. The MLA was given seven days time to explain her conduct. 
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The BJP had fielded former Minister Ghanshyam Tiwari as its official 
candidate in the Rajya Sabha polls and extended support to media baron Subhash 
Chandra, who contested as an Independent. Leader of the Opposition Gulab Chand 
Kataria and BJP state president Satish Poonia recommended action against 
Ms.Kushwah after she cross-voted. 

Rumoured motive: A second time MLA, Ms. Kushwah is wife of farmerr 
Bhajan Samaj Party MLA, B.L.Kushwah, who is serving life imprisonment following 
his conviction in 2016 in a case of murder of a student leader. 

Ms. Kushwah’s cross-voting was being linked in political circles in Jaipur to 
her husband’s imprisonment, even as she said after the polling that it was her own 
decision. After Ms. Kushwah’s disqualification from the membership of the 
Assembly, the BJP had fielded Ms. Kushwah’s as its candidate in the by-election from 
Dholpur in early 2017, which she won. 

She was again fielded by the BJP from the same seat in the 2018 Assembly 
election and she went on win to once again. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, Dated: 12.06.2022

13. Bengal assembly passes bill removing guv as chancellor of varsities 
Bengal assembly passed the West Bengal University Laws (Amendment) Bill 

2022, removing the governor  from the chancellorship  of state universities and 
replacing him with the  chief  minister. 

A total of 167 MLAs voted in favour of the bill and 55 against it. |Earlier, the 
Bengal cabinet had unanimously passed a resolution on May 26 to make the CM the 
chancellor of the 31state-run universities. 

While introducing the bill, state education minister Bratya Basu referred to the 
Punchhi Commission report, which recommentded that the governor should not be  
burdened with positions and poweres  not envisaged under the Indian Constitution. 
“Making the governor chancellor of universities and conferring  owers on  him may 
have had some relevance in the past. But it has ceased to be so with changed 
circumstances,” Basu said. 

“I would like to remind those, who interpret this as greater political  influence 
in academics, that PM Narendra Modi is the chancelor of Visva-Bharati, which is now 
hitting the headlines for all the wrong reasons. Let the PM set an example by resigning 
from the Visva-Bharati chancellor’s post; we will then think of reconsidering this 
bill,” he added. 

Gujarat, Maharashtra, and Tamil Nadu had passed similar bills much before 
Bengal, Basu said. It was under the Modi government that Gujarat stripped the 
governor of all powers to decide about vice-chancellors of state-run universities,  he 
said.” I have sent as may as 16 files to the governor. But he did not sign even one 
These involved urgent and imortant issues like extension of a VC’s tenure. If three 
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names were sent to him for a VC’s nomination, he would suggest a fourth,” Basu 
added. 

Opposition leader suvendu Adhikari suggested the bill would meet the same 
fate as the prosposals to rename Bengal and set up an upper house in the Bengal 
assembly. “The governor will send it to the Centre. It (education) is on the convurrent 
list. It will meet the same fate,” he claimed. Rules say the governor can send a bill 
back to the assembly once but must sign it if the assembly sends the same bill to him 
again. But he can also, as Adhikari suggested, send it to the President. 

                                                             Courtesy: Times of India, Dated:14.06.2022. 
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18. SC relief for Maha rebel MLAs 
The Supreme Court offered temporary relief to 16 rebel MLAs of the Shiv 

Sena, as it gave them time till July 12 to file their response to the disqualification 
notice issued by the Deputy Speaker. 

The MLAs of the Eknath Shinde faction, currently camping in Guwahati were 
supposed to tile their response by Monday 5.30 p.m. But a bench of Justices Surya 
Kant and J.B.Pardiwala said the status quo needs to be maintained in the matter in 
order to decide the competing claims in the crisis that has engulfed Maharashtra. 

“We have to decide the question on the very competence of the Deputy 
Speaker if he is entitled to proceed with the matter. Today, we have to ensure that the 
matter does not become infructuous” the bench said. 

The court also asked if the Deputy Speaker can become a judge in his own 
cause and decide whether to remove him is invalid. Acting on writ petitions filed by 
Shinde and other MLAs the top court asked the Deputy Speaker to file an affidavit 
explaining if he should deal with the disqualification proceedings until a question 
related to his removal is decided. The rebel MLAs had served a notice of having no-
confidence in him. 

The court also issued notice to the Maharashtra government newly appointed 
chief whip of Shiv Sena Sunil Prabhu and leader of Shiv Sena Legislature Party Ajay 
Chaudhary and the Union government among others. 

The top court also decided to keep alive the question of maintainability of writ 
petitions filed by rebel MLAs as the Uddav Thackeray’s faction contended that they 
should have approached the High Court first instead of “leapfrogging” to the SC 
Senior advocate Neeraj Kishan Kaul appearing for the MLAs questioned the “undue 
haste” shown by the Deputy Speaker in issuing notice on the disqualification petitions. 



 
 214 

He maintained that the Deputy Speaker had no authority to decide the 
disqualification petitions, until the matter of his removal is not adjudicated upon under 
Article 179 C of the Constitution. 

Senior advocate AM Singhvi appearing for Shiv Sena Legislature Party leader 
and Chief Whip contended that there was no reason for not sending the rebel MLAs to 
the High Court.  

Appearing for the Deputy Speaker, senior advocate Rajeev Dhavan said a 
notice sent by rebel MLAs on June 22, expressing no confidence in him, was rejected 
as he was not sure of genuineness and authenticity of emails. 

“A fly-by-night notice cannot do in such cases. We will file a detailed reply” he 
said. Senior advocate Devadutt Kamat, also appearing for Shiv Sena Legislature Party 
leader and Chief Whip submitted that a bogey of no confidence against the Speaker 
and Deputy Speaker is unsanctioned under the law as the removal has to be due to a 
“cause or on a charge”. 

“If it is so, this would be having far-reaching consequences because the 
Speaker and the Deputy Speaker would be condemned unheard” the bench said. 

Courtesy: Deccan Herald, Dated: 28.06.2022
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1. Spending on SC/ST welfare: A story of money lost in transit 
Since 2014, Karnataka has spent an impressive 

welfare and development of the Scheduled Castes (SCs) and the Scheduled 
Tribe (STs), who jointly constitute 24.1% of the State’s population. Yet, 
government data reveals that the communities are lagging behind the State 
averages in several parameters. 

While the amount spent  a mandate after the Karnataka Scheduled Castes 
Sub-Allocation and Tribal Sub-Allocation (Planning, Allocation & Utilisation 
of Financial Resources) Act, 2013, came into force on April 1, 2014, allocating 
resources as per the population ratio looks big on paper, in reality, data reveals, 
a large portion of the total amount has not reached the targeted population. In 
Karnataka, the SCs and STs constitute 17.15% and 6.95%, respectively, of the 
total population as per the 2011 Census. 

After the Act came into force, as much as 
allocated to the Social Welfare Department, to be disbursed to different 
departments to undertake welfare works for the communities. While 
crore out of the 
crore has been spent. 
Expenditure per family 

The spent amount includes about 
and about ta is part of an analysis done by 
the Planning and Statistics Department recently. If the total amount spent is 
calculated on the State’s expenditure per family, it comes to about 
per SC family of an estimated 20.9 lakh SC families in the State, while it is 
about 
government sources pointed out. However, one particular clause, it turns out, 
has been used extensively to divert funds. Section 7 D of the Act allows a 
certain amount of money to be used in exceptional cases on works that cannot 
be divided and considers such expenditure as “deemed expenditure”. This has 
been used to divert funds for general purposes. Senior officials in the Social 
Welfare Department, however, insist that it cannot be termed as “diversion” 
since the Act provides for it. 

A perusal of data of six big spending and infrastructure creating 
departments in the State Public Works, Urban Development, Major Irrigation, 
Minor Irrigation, Health, and Rural Development and Panchayat Raj shows that 
of the 
the total money has been largely spent for general purposes. Similarly, of the 

38 crore has 
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been largely utilised by these six departments alone. Similarly, other 
departments have also used funds for infrastructure creation for the general 
public. Money is being spent on “contract-oriented works” that does not directly 
contribute to the welfare of SC/STs, sources said. 

According to government sources, the money is being allocated and spent 
by various departments without an understanding of the development gaps that 
exist between the SC/ST population and the general population. For example, 
focus should have been on spending money meant for the SC/STs in 109 taluks 
of the State where their population is more than the State average of 24.1% 
instead of spreading thin resources across the State, sources said. “It is 
unfortunate that there has been no deep focus on education, literacy, 
malnutrition, skill development, and training that would have empowered the 
downtrodden communities,” said president of the Karnataka SC/ST Government 
Employees Association D. Chandrashekaraiah, underlining the need for targeted 
schemes. 
Planning cell 

“There is an urgent requirement for having a planning cell that can 
monitor works and expenditure in the Social Welfare Department to enable 
schemes/programmes to reach the targetted audience,” he said. 

Sources said that the Planning Department has offered the Social Welfare 
Department help to formulate micro plans at the taluk level and macro plans for 
the districts and the State that can be monitored closely to achieve 
developmental goals. A senior Social Welfare Department official 
acknowledged the move, and said while it was a welcome step, it would also 
help bring about transparency in government expenditure. 
‘Deemed expenditure has been about 7%’ 

Following demands from various quarters to remove the deemed 
expenditure clause from the Karnataka Scheduled Castes Sub-Allocation and 
Tribal Sub-Allocation Act, Social Welfare Minister Kota Srinivas Poojary said 
that Chief Minister Basavaraj Bommai had recently assured Dalit organisation 
leaders that it would be reviewed. 

“There is also a thinking in the Government to review the deemed 
expenditure clause,” he told The Hindu. “The Act requires discussion and 
deemed expenditure can be removed only with an amendment.” 

Insisting that the deemed expenditure stood at an average 7%, the 
Minister said that it remained at 7% even during the Congress Government led 
by Siddaramaiah that brought the Act. “On an average, the deemed expenditure 
has been around 7 % under all Chief Ministers.” 

Further, on Mr. Siddaramaiah’s demand for the removal of Section 7D, 
Mr. Poojary said, “The Act was brought and followed by the Congress 
Government. The deemed expenditure continued under his rule. Now, he is 
insisting on the removal of 7D.” 
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When his views were sought on demand for a planning cell in his 
department, the Minister said he was not averse to the idea. 

The Karnataka Scheduled Castes Sub-Allocation and Tribal Sub-
Allocation (Planning, Allocation & Utilisation of Financial Resources) Act 
2013 came into force on April 1, 2014. It mandates allocating funds according 
to the ratio of SC/ST population. 
Funds earmarked for SC welfare between 2014 and 2021: Rs.1.61 lakh crore 
Funds released: Rs. 1.36 lakh crore 
Funds utilised: Rs. 1.32 lakh crore 
Funds earmarked for ST welfare between 2014 and 2021: Rs. 65,400 crore 
Funds released: Rs. 54,790 crore 
Funds utilised: Rs. 52,700 crore 

Section 7 (D) Deemed expenditure: In terms of non divisible 
infrastructure works, a portion of the scheme cost, as may be determined by the 
Government, shall be deemed to have been provided for the sub-allocation 
respectively. 

Courtesy: The Hindu, dt: 02.04.2022 
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9. BRIEF HISTORY OF A LAW USED TO SILENCE INDIANS FOR 
150 YEARS 

The Indian penal Code (IPC) came into effect in 1860, three years after 
the Mutiny. But Section 124A was not part of it until 1870, when the British felt 
they needed to rein in sedition in India. Gandhi, Nehru, Tilak, Patel-124A 
snared them all. But 75 years after Independence, the colonial law is still very 
much the weapon of choice to silence dissent. However, the Centre has now 
agreed to review it , and on Wednesday the Supreme Court put the law on hold 
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till the reivew is done Kenneth Mohanty traces the origin  and journey of this 
much-abused law. 
1870 to Independence: Origins and Application: 

The 1857 Mutiny was fresh in the minds of the colonial rulers and the 
need to double down against political ferment was cited as a reason for inserting 
Sec.124 A in 1870. As the freedom movement gathered steam, the who’s who 
of Indian leaders-Mahtma Gandhi to Bhagat Singh-were slapped with sedition 
charges. 
1947 to 1962: debating Utility and Misuse: 

Framers of the Constitution debated whether the sedition law had a place 
in independent India. It was to be one of the restrictions on the fundamental 
right to free speech and expression. The term ‘sedition’ itself was dropped from 
the final document although it continued as part of the IPC.     

The Supreme Court defined the limits of sedition in the landmark Kedar 
Nath Singh judgment of 1962. Singh, a leader of the Forward Communist  party  
in Bihar , was convicted on a charge of sedition for a 1953 speech critical of the 
Congress government. He moved the Supreme Court where a five judge 
constitution bench upheld the validity of Sec. 124A but said it could only be 
used when there was an actual incitement to violence or disruption of public 
order, and that mere criticisim of the government did not amount to sedition.  
1962 to 2022: Persistence and Resistance: 

Governments have consistently stuck with Sec.124A. In the early 1970s, 
the Indira Gandhi government made sedition a cognisable offecnce, meaning 
one could be arrested without a warrant. However, courts have underlined the 
need to avoid abuse of the law. Multiple petitioners have moved the Supreme 
Court to strike down Sec.124A or to formulate safeguards against its misuse. A 
Law Commission report of 2018 also states that constructive criticism and 
debates might involve expressions that are “harsh and unpleasant to some”, but 
do not  amout to sedition. 
FIRST SEDITION CASE IN INDIA:  In 1891 a change in the law made sex with a 
girl below the age of 12 years tantamount to rape. A newspaper titled Bangobasi 
opposed the change as an attack on Indian traditions and morality, leading to the 
first case of sedition in British India. The proprietor, editor,manager and printer 
of Bangobasi were  all charged with  sedition but  eventually got away with an 
apology. 

MK GANDHI: in 1922 Gandhi was charged with sedition and sentenced to 
six years in jail for taking part in anti-government protests in Bombay. He 
pleaded guilty and famously said: “If one has no affection for a person or 
system, one should be free to give the fullest expression to his disaffection, so 
long as he does not contemplate, promote  or incite  violence.” 
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BAL GANGADHAR TILAK: Tilak was first charged with sedition in 1897 
for an article he wrote in his paper, Kesari. He was sentenced to year in prision. 
In 1908, he was handed a 6-years sentence for sedition, and exiled to Mandalay 
in Burma for writing in favour of the Bengal revolutionaries. He faced a charge 
of sedition again in 1916, but was eventually tried under another law. 

JAWAHARLAL NEHRU: In October 1930, Nehru was charged with 
sedition for addressing farmers in Allahabad. He refused to defend himself and 
was sentenced to two years in jail. In 1934 he was again charged with sedition 
for speeches made in Bengal but refused to defend himself, and was sentenced 
to two years. 

SARDAR PATEL: He made a speech at the Congress jubilee celebrations 
in Bombay, on Dec 30, 1935. The Home Department heard that it was 
‘seditious’ and noted that “it would be useful to have a report of the speech”. 
However, as no Gujarati shorthand reporter was present at the event, and a 
Marathi speaking sub-inspector was the only official witness, the file had to be 
closed. 
WHAT OTHER COUNTRIES HAVE DONE: 

Countries around the world, indcluding former colonies, have done away  
with sedition laws or watered down their rarely-invoked provisions. 

UK: It scrapped the sedition law in 2009 but sedition by an alien (resident 
but not a national of the country) remains an offfence. 

NEW ZEALAND: It scrapped the sedition law with an over whelming 
majority of 114 to 7 in 2007. 

AUSTRALIA: After two reviews in 1984 and 1991, Australia replaced the 
word ‘sedition’ in its law with ‘urging violent offence’. 

US: It scrapped its sedition law in 1820, then brought it back in 1918 to 
protect US interests during world war I. However, America’s robust freedom of 
speech protections mean the law is as good as dead. 

Courtesy: Times of India, Dated:12.05.2022. 
10. You can’t suppress voices’: Oppn hails SC order 

Opposition parties lauded the Supreme Court order,  which put a stay on 
the  registration of cases under the sedition law even as Union Law Minister  
Kiren Rijiju flagged the need for all institutions to respect the “Lakshman 
Rekha”. 

“… Court should respect the government and legislature. The government 
should also respect (the) court. We have (a) clear demaracation of boundaries, 
and  that Lakshman Rekha should not be crossed by anybody (sic),” Rijiju 
asaid, replying to questions by  reporters. 
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The  law minister’s remarks evoked a quick report from former law 
minister and senior Congress leader M Veerappa  Moily, who  slammed Rijiju 
and asked if what the minister said was also the view of the Modi government. 

Moily alleged that what the law minister said indicated the “evil 
intentions” of the government. Asserting that sedition law was” against the 
ethos of India”, Moily hailed the apex court as “the guardian of the 
Constitution”. 

However, the BJP argued that the Supreme Court’s order on sedition 
needs to be viewed in the context of the government’s “positive suggestions”. 
Party leader Nalin Kohil said that the government wishes to examine the matter, 
and the court has duly accepted it. 

Senior party leader and former Law Minister Ravi Shankar Prasad said 
that  Prime Minister  Narendra Modi took a “very extraordinary  courageous 
step” by saying that this “colonial law”,  which was  enacted by the British, 
shall be “re-examined objectively” by the government of India. 

In a tweet in Hindi, former Congress president Rahul Gandhi said, 
“speaking the truth is patriotism, not treason. To tell the truth is love for the 
Country, not treason. To listen to the truth is Raj Dharma, to crush is Raj hath… 
Don’t be afraid!” 

Rijiju hit back at Rahul saying “Empty words by @ Rahul Gandhi If there 
is one party that is the antithesis of freedom, democracy and respect for 
institutions, it  tis the Indian National Congress…. Congress Party and its eco-
system of the Tukde Tukde gang have no right to give sermons to otheres.” 

TRS social media convenor Y Sathish Reddy said “96% of  sedition cases 
filed against 405 for criticising politicians were registered after 2014, of which 
70% are accused of making critical remarks against just #Modi& #Yogi. During 
CAA protests, 22/25 cases involving 3,700 people were filed in BJP states!” 

Trinamool Congress lawmaker Mahua Moitra said, “Victory! Supreme 
Court stays Sec 124A –no new cases can be filed, existing cases can apply for 
bail & release immediately.” 

While many Opposition parties and leaders flagged the “misuse of this 
law to suppress opinions voices for arm-twisting”, social media also recorded 
reactions over sedition cases having been slapped even in opposition-ruled 
states. 

Congress-ruled Rajasthan had slapped a police case against Noida-based 
journalist Aman Chopra, including Sections 124-A(sedition). 
Centre’s proposal set aside 

The Supreme Court suspended the use of a draconian penal provision on 
sedition by rejecting the Union government’s contention that a cognisable 
offence under Section 124A of IPC can’t be stopped from being registered. 
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A bench of Chief Justice N V Ramana and Justices Surya Kant and Hime  
Kohli noted Attorney General K K Venugopal had earlier given some glaring 
instances of lodging FIRs under sedition, including one related to Amravati MP 
Navneet Rana and her husband for intending to recite Hanuman Chalisa. 

“The case of the petitioners it that this provision of the law dates back to 
1898, and pre-dates the Constitution itself, and is being misused. The attorney 
general had also, on an earlier date of hearing, given some instances of glaring 
misuse  of this provision, like in the case of the recital of the Hanuman Chalisa,” 
the bench said. 

At the outset, Solicitor General Tushar Mehta submitted a proposal on 
behalf of the Union Government, contending since a cognisable offence under 
Section 124A can’t be prevented from being  registered, there can be  scrutiny at 
the  senior police officer level as per the  mandate in the Vinod Dua  case, 
depending on facts and situations. 

This would also be subject to judical review, he said. On pending cases, 
Mehta said those are already before  a judicial forum, which should be allowed 
to examine the matter. 

“We do not know the gravity of the offence of each case. No accused is 
before this case. Statute can’t be stayed at third party’s behest in a PIL,” Mehta 
submitted. 

Senior advocate Kapil Sibal, appearing for petitioners, including S G 
Vombatkere, said the Centre’s proposal is unacceptable to them. 

He said Section 66A of the IT Act was struck down by the top  court in 
the Shreya Singhal case for  being unconstitutional, even  though the power to 
lodge the case was entrusted with the SP level officer. 

“It is because of a sea change, Secation 124A has become 
unconstitutional. When the Kedar Nath Singh (1962)  was decided  by the top 
court’s five-judge Constitution bench upholding its validity, it was a non-
cognisable offence and made cognisable in the year 1973 only,” he said. 
Order of events: 

1897: Freedom fighter BalGangadhar Tilak was famously in the dock in a 
sedition trial. 

Jan 20, 1962: A five-judge bench in the Kedar Nath Singh case upholds 
validity of sedition law. 

July 15,2021: CJI N V Ramanaled bench issues notice to Centre on pleas 
challenging validity of provision. 

April 27,2022: SC issues notice to centre on other pleas, grants time to 
Solicitor General to file response. 

May 7,2022: S-G defends sedition law. 
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May 9: MHA files affidavit, urges SC not to invest time in examining the 
valdity of law. 

May 10: SC agrees to Centre’s view that an appropriate forum would 
reconsider protecting  citizens’ interest. 

May 11,2022: A three-judge bench puts the law in abeyance. Fixes pleas 
for further hearing in the third week of july. 

Courtesy: Deccan Hearled, Dated:12.05.2022. 
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14. Why Misuse of Aadhaar Information Is A Real Danger 
UIDAI’s withdrawn advisory on not sharing Aadhaar card photocopies with 

unregulated players like hotels and movie theatres unsurprisingly raised more 
questions on safety. 

The key question is what happens if your Aadhaar copy is compromised? 
Worse, what happens if your Aadhaar linked mobile –OTP (or biometrics) and 
Aadhaar copy are both compromised? Let’s find out. 

What happens if your Aadhaar copy is stolen? 

Before we answer this question, let’s understand how your identity can be 
verified using your Aadhaar copy. One way is to scan the QR code on your Aadhaar 
copy (through UIDAI;s QR Code Reader app). 

By scanning the QR code the entity (that wants to verify your identity) receives 
a document with your personal details and photo. This document is digitally signed by 
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UIDAI, which makes it tamper-proof. The entity can then match the details on your 
Aadhaar copy with this digitally signed document. 

So, if someone morphs your Aadhaar copy, the fraud will be caught once the 
QR code is scanned because details on the Aadhaar copy won’t match the ones on the 
QR Code Reader app. This makes verifying Aadhaar cards easier and more reliable 
compared to other physical IDs that are not QR code-enabled. 

Scanning the QR code tells the entity of the Aadhaar copy if genuine (or not). It 
won’t however tell them if the person who submitted the Aadhaar copy is you. That is, 
it won’t alert them if a fraudster has presented your Aadhaar copy to impersonate you. 
To check this, entity must match the photo thrown up by the scanned Aadhaar QR 
code with your face in person. Or like banks and other RBI regulated entities, conduct 
video verification. 

Unfortunately, not all players follow this process. Often service providers 
simply accept the Aadhaar copy as proof of identity without scanning the QR code on 
UIDAI’s QR Code Reader app. They also don’t verify if you are who you say you are, 
through in-person, video or live selfie-based verification. If a service provider fails to 
conduct this diligence a fraudster can use a stolen Aadhaar copy to impersonate you. 

What happens if Aadhaar OTP or biometrics are also stolen? 

If fraudsters access your Aadhaar linked OTP or biometrics along with the 
Aadhaar copy, they cause more harm. The illegal data market is thriving and 
scammers have devised ingenious methods to steal a person’s OTP or biometrics. 

The modus operandi followed by scammers is varied. Some infect the victim’s 
phone with malware to mirror the screen and steal OTPs. Others trick victims into 
sharing OTPs under false pretexts. Biometrics are also susceptible to theft. A victim’s 
fingerprints can be lifted from objects she has touched. OR her iris scans can be 
captured using advanced cameras from a distance. 

Once a scammer has access to OTP or biometrics, it becomes easier to commit 
financial frauds. A concrete example of this is the Telengana police’s recent warning 
about frauds perpetrated using the Aadhaar enabled Payment System (AePS). 

AePS is a facility that lets you perform banking transactions like cash 
withdrawal and fund transfer. These transactions are done through a mini-ATM 
carried by a banking correspondent. For an AePS transaction, all you need is a 
person’s Aadhaar number, bank name and fingerprints. 

So, criminals can withdraw funds from a victim’s bank account by stealing her 
Aadhaar number and biometrics. This type of AePS related fraud recently happened in 
Haryana with criminal’s allegedly stealing victim’s biometrics from a government 
website. 

Does misuse of Aadhaar pose a higher risk than misuse of other IDs? 

Yes and no. On one hand, a QR code-enabled Aadhaar copy can be verified 
more reliably than other IDs. So, perpetrating frauda by misusing an Aadhar Copy is 
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harder if the service provider scans the QR code. On the other hand because, of its 
ubiquity the risk of profiling is higher in case of Aadhaar. 

A 2019 report by Dalberg estimated that 95% of Indians have Aadhaar and use 
it once a month on average. Because Aadhaar has become the default ID for man, the 
Aadhaar number can become a common link that ties disparate data points together. 
From hospital visits to holiday trips, multiple spares of our lives can be linked by this 
unique identifier. And by putting these pieces together, a determined adversary can 
find ways to harm us. 

What do we need to ensure more protection?  

UIDAI’s mixed messaging has confused the public and failed to address the 
real problem. To protect the public against misuse of Aadhaar data, a data protection 
law is critical. Without it, we are at the mercy of every hotel, movie theatre, school or 
employer who wants to check if we are who we claim we are. 

Courtesy: Times of India, Dated: 01.06.2022 

15.  FRESH AND FROZEN DECIDE RAJYA SABHA CHOICES 

HILE losing the Lok Sabha election is certainly a downer, a Rajya Sabha seat 
is definitely an Upper. In Britain, the Mother of Parliaments, the Upper House 
accommodates aristocrats. Indian Parliament copied its alma mater to lodge its 
political aristocrats in its own Upper House- the Rajya Sabha. The indolence of 
acquiring power sans hard work is their privilege as the people’s unelectable become 
politicians’ selectablse. Last week, the Election Commission announced the dates to 
elect new RS MPs to fill 57 seats. The battle is on the seize seats in the 245 member 
House of Elders, not necessarily by seniors but political newcomers as well. Both 
national parties, BJP and the Congress have adopted a goulash strategy of fielding 
young and old faces. The regional parties prefer unknown faces, but with the right 
connections in the right places. Since more than 90 percent of RS MPs rarely get a 
chance to speak for more than a few minutes during their six-year term, their presence 
is required only to shout and vote and follow the party whip. But they do enjoy perks 
that cost the taxpayer around Rs.10 lakhs per month per member. 

In vogue is a new Rajya Sabha model of choosing between the fresh and the 
frozen. The BJP prefers the fresh items, with over a dozen sitting MPs including 
former Union Ministers and other parliamentary paratroopers left out in the cold. The 
Congress is betting of frozen ones with experience and to hell with the expiry date. 
The BJP dumping its three Muslim faces indicates that it no longer bets on, or cares 
about, the minority vote. An internal party assessment indicated that these ejected 
MPs were incapable of netting additional Muslim votes for the party; maintaining a 
symbolic farce at the cost of ideologically committed workers looked 
counterproductive. Ostensibly, the BJP is undertaking a full-spectrum social re-
engineering exercise by accommodating various sections like women, tribal’s, most 
backwards; and to some extent building new state leaders. PM is prioritising local 
leaders over outsiders. He has kayoed defectors claiming their pound of flesh in the 
form of Rajya Sabha seats; turncoats from Congress and regional parties with 
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Lutyen’s backing had been expecting rewards for acting as TV marshals on BJP’s 
behalf. His selection is effectively eclectic. Six of the 16 candidates are women. Only 
Finance Minister a Tamilian by birth and an Andhraite by marriage is fielded for the 
third time from Karnataka. The BJP leadership has chucked the appeasement policy of 
re-nominating leaders for three to four terms; Mukhtar Abbas Naqvi was dropped after 
completing three consecutive terms. Previously netas who lost elections were gifted 
tickets to the Upper House. Now the BJP’s 75 years age limit for candidates has 
become flexible. Ghanshyam Tiwari from Rajasthan is 72 and would be 78 after his 
retirement. According to BJP sources, he has been elevated to be projected as the 
party’s Brahmin face. Moreover, Vasundhara Raje is his betenoire. BJP continues its 
tactic of breaking other parties by putting up extra candidates in Rajasthan. 
Maharashtra and Haryana who are persons of eminence and resources. However, the 
fifth round of Rajya Sabha elections since Modi came to power will completely 
modify the look, composition and demeanour of the saffron elders. Modi needs to 
army in the Upper House to get various Constitutional amendments passed to achieve 
his mission of restructing the establishment. 

It looks like the Congress is clued into the Modi Army’s long term plan and is 
filling the Upper House with faithful foot soldiers. Its promoters claim that Sonia’s 
choice reflects a unique method in missionary and visionary madness. Clearly her 
mission is to retain and consolidate her complete control over the party’s 
organisational and legislative wings in spite of its shrinking geographical domain. She 
aims to collect enough loudspeakers in the Rajya Sabha to match the din unleashed by 
the treasury benches. Her advisors feel that most of the 35 odd Congress MPS are 
either too docile or afraid of the ruling party in the House. And some of them have 
become bench fixtures for ages and are compromised by the government. 

Sonia’s choice also reflects her usual determination to keep out any leader who 
can pose a political threat to Rahul. She has taken a huge gamble by fielding only 
outsiders for its three winnable seats from Rajasthan. What baffles insiders is that her 
Rahul roulette is happening in a state facing Assembly elections next year. The BJP 
sword has been hanging over the Ashok Gehlot government’s head for the past two 
years. Instead of choosing local luminaries and uniting warring factions, the Gandhis 
backed individuals with resources and loyalty. For example, Pramod Tewari, a 
permanent Congress leader from UP where the party has been reduced to a cipher, 
gets the third seat. He has been the Congress legislature part leader for decades and 
has never lost his Assembly seat. Obviously, the Congress has no future in UP for at 
least the next two decades. The Gandhis prefer resourceful and experienced politicians 
like Tewari in the Rajya Sabha for their networking skills and support in times of 
trouble. Rat racer Randeep Singh Surjewala trumped local leaders due to family 
fidelity. He has both won and lost elections in Haryana. But the Gandhis have also 
concluded that Haryana can’t be won under his leadership. Moreover, he has been at 
loggerheads with former CM Bhupinder Singh Hooda, the most powerful and popular 
Congress leader in the state. The Gandhis had been ignoring Hooda for the past few 
years and trusting Surjewala. But reality has dawned on them at last. Now Hooda has 
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been given a free hand to lead the state and prepare the party for 2024. The Gandhis 
dropped Kumari Shelja, a Dalit leader from both the state party president ship and the 
Rajya Sabha and fielded loyalist Ajay Maken who is acceptable to Hooda. Maken is a 
hardworking Congress worker. Mukul Wasnik a Dalit from Maharashtra has been part 
of the establishment run by three generations of Gandhi’s. He is required at the AICC 
to coordinate with the old and the new generations of the Congress since he was once 
the Indian Youth Congress president. Sonia has chosen Imran Pratapgari, a Muslim 
leader from Uttar Pradesh to contest the lone Congress seat from Maharashtra. Both 
Tewari and Pratapagari hail from the same district. While Tewari represents the 
Brahamins, Pratapgari is one of the party’s most aggressive Muslim voices and an 
expert at delivering provocative speeches. In Chhattisgarh the Gandhis have chosen 
Ranjeet Ranjan, wife of Pappu Yadav an infamous Bihar don. She had lost in 2019 but 
has been rewarded with an RS ticket because the Congress expects the couple to push 
its agenda in Chhattisgarh with resources and muscle power. The selection of former 
Finance Minister P.Chidambaram, jesting jackanapes Jairam Ramesh leading legal 
light Vivek Tankha and Rajiv Shukla in uniform civil mode is driven by their legal 
expertise and ability to formulate intraparty and alliance strategies on behalf of the 
Gandhis. 

Even the rapidly growing AAP is betting on resourceful and new faces. It is the 
fifth largest party in the Upper House but half of them have business connections or 
have previous links with other parties. Some regional parties have stuck to loyalists. 
Odisha’s Naveen Patnaik and Tamil Nadu’s MK Stalin resisted all attempts to give 
tickets to outsiders with money power. 

Looking back, the Rajya Sabha has been a springboard sanctuary for the 
unelectable. Both Dr.Manmohan Singh who lost one election and IK Gujral who never 
stood in one, became PMs through the Upper Houses backdoor. Dynasty enjoyed its 
moment in the son, as third generation dynast Jayant Chaudhary of the RLD got 
himself an RS seat after losing the ballot war. It is evident now that the outcome of the 
current round would influence the next Presidency and lay the contours of future 
political paradigms of the BJP and its foes and friends. This configuration will also 
define the road map for Mandate 2024. “Respect your elders” is an old and valued 
advice. Now, respecting the elevated Elders will depend on how they finally perform 
for democracy. 

Courtesy: Indian Express, Dated: 05.06.2022 
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