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1. Planning Commission: Returning to an original foundation 

Live mint Wed, Nov 05 2014. 11 36 AM IST 

 

India needs, not a single institution, but a competitive environment for generating 

innovative ideas  

 
Illustration: Jayachandran/Mint  
Prime Minister Narendra Modi proposed to replace the Planning Commission in his first 

Independence Day address from Red Fort, more than two decades after the end of the license-

permit raj that it presided over and three decades after the end of the Hindu rate of growth that has 

come to epitomize the failure of that form of planning. In the same speech, he proposed a “new 

institution having a new design and structure, a new body, a new soul, a new thinking, a new 

direction, a new faith towards forging a new direction to lead the country based on creative 

thinking, public-private partnership, optimum utilization of resources, utilization of youth power 

of the nation, to promote the aspirations of state governments seeking development, to empower 

the state governments and to empower the federal structure”.  

What now?  

There have been many proposals, but no formal announcements about what the successor will look 

like. There is an apparent consensus (at least among commentators) that the successor should focus 

on formulating a strategic vision, including ways to navigate anticipated technological, economic, 

and social change. There is near-unanimity that while the successor body might consider and 

comment on private as well as public sector roles in the vision and strategy, it should limit its direct 

orders to public sector action and investment . There are various proposals for institutional design, 

but the most common seems to be some kind of think tank of the nation for generating the vision 
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and reliance on existing first among equals entities such as cabinet committees or the finance 

ministry to monitor the progress.  

We agree with the general consensus on the successor’s role but we argue for a different 

institutional design that acknowledges the political as well as technical aspects of forward looking 

policymaking. Any body that articulates, monitors, and updates a particular vision for the nation, 

choosing among possible alternatives, is necessarily making a political decision. There is no one 

right vision and the strategy chosen will involve trade-offs between competing goals across 

alternatives that have distributional implications over time and across regions. The Planning 

Commission has played a political role in the past—witness the annual Delhi Durbars of the deputy 

chairman at which chief ministers petition him for adjustments in their five-year and annual plans, 

the de facto shaping of states priorities via the centrally sponsored schemes, and in being the arbiter 

of parameters of the government’s early choice of discretionary licences and permits as policy 

instruments. (The 1950 resolution establishing the Planning Commission ordered it to contribute 

to the nation’s welfare and social and economic justice, but did not say how this was to be 

accomplished. The licence-permit raj was chosen from among a variety of possible approaches.) 

The successor’s proposed activity—choosing a vision that defines the contours of public policy—

should be a political decision involving, among other things, aggregation of households’, states’ 

and regions’ preferences.  

It should also be a federal decision for the Indian Union. We argue that a strengthened version of 

the Interstate Council (ISC) enabled under Article 263 of the Constitution should undertake the 

political function of selecting a vision for the nation. ISC was in fact meant to address these kinds 

of collective deliberations about matters affecting the centre and states. Article 263 lists its 

potential role as “…(b) investigating and discussing subjects in which some or all of the States, or 

the Union and one or more of the States, have a common interest; or (c) making recommendations 

upon any such subject and in particular, recommendations for the better coordination of policy and 

action with respect to that subject”, and gives the President the right to establish a Council as 

needed. The standing ISC that we see today was established by Presidential Order in May 1990 

(on the basis of the Administrative Reforms Committee of 1969’s recommendations) with duties 

including “investigating and discussing such subjects, in which some or all of the States or the 

Union and one or more of the States have a common interest, as may be brought up before it”, and 



“making recommendations upon any such subject and in particular recommendations for the better 

coordination of policy and action with respect to that subject”.  

Strengthening would have to include building a technically skilled secretariat (more on its role 

below), as well as revisiting ISC’s composition and rules of business. As per the Interstate Council 

Order of 1990 and the ISC Amendment Order of 1996, it is chaired by the prime minister and 

includes chief ministers of all states and Union territories (UTs) with legislative assemblies, 

administrators of other UTs, 6 Union ministers of cabinet rank nominated by the prime minister, 

and permanent invitees from other ministries as nominated by the prime minister. It meets at least 

three times of year with a quorum of 10 members and has the right to determine its own guidelines 

to select the issues for discussion. Decisions are taken by consensus and are recommendatory. The 

council has the ability to set up a secretariat as the chairman sees fit. It is beyond the scope of this 

column to evaluate alternative approaches, but we are writing a longer paper on various 

alternatives. The main point here is that there is no legal or constitutional reason that ISC could 

not be far more relevant for federal dialogue than it is today. Each of these features can be changed 

by presidential order. 

Empowering ISC would represent an important step toward realizing the constitutional intent that 

India be a Union of states. As Modi noted in the Independence Day address, “state governments 

have been at the centre of development and I consider this a good indication. If we have to take 

India forward, it can happen only by taking the states forward. India’s federal structure is more 

important today than in the last 60 years. To strengthen our federal structure, to make our federal 

structure vibrant, to take our federal structure as a heritage of development, a team of chief 

ministers and prime minister should be there, a joint team of the centre and the states should move 

forward, then to do this job”. 

The technical function of generating options for the strategic vision should be open to the broader, 

even global community of experts. We need a competitive environment for generating innovative 

ideas as to how to serve technical functions better and not necessarily a single institution for that 

purpose. Designation of the successor as the official think tank of the nation does not automatically 

confer credibility or remove conflicts of interest. It merely circumscribes the ideas and intellectual 

inputs that become part of the plan. Moreover, its researchers would be—or should be part—of 

larger professional communities that compete with any narrow incentives that could be created 

within the organization. And if we are going to acknowledge that point, then why not open the 



challenge of creating India’s vision to the broader, even global, community of relevant experts? 

Operational ministries of the centre, states and Union territories, and groups of ministries could 

also be included, particularly for visions for interrelated sectors (for example, energy and water or 

energy and transport).  

The finance ministry or the Reserve Bank of India, both of which have extensive research 

departments and policy interests in knowing what lies ahead, could formulate alternative short-

term macro scenarios for the economy to set boundaries for the vision options. The alternative 

pathways for India’s economy, however, including rolling scenarios for development within this 

macro envelope in the short (the coming fiscal year and the next), the medium (the next five fiscal 

years) and the long term (the next 20 years) and their evaluation from a social cost-benefit 

perspective should be open to the broader research community. These are important documents 

with significant implications for other federal processes—the medium and long term scenarios 

chosen by ISC would provide the background for the Finance Commission’s deliberations and 

decisions, for example.  

The secretariat to ISC should manage the solicitation, selection, and initial screening of the 

proposals as well as monitoring the implementation of the selected strategic vision and suggesting 

responses to significant deviations from the anticipated circumstances. One part of the secretariat 

would thus function as a Public Investment  Board charged with design, monitoring, and 

coordination between various agencies and levels of government. As part of the Secretariat to ISC, 

its actions would be based on clearly federal decisions, with the participation and commitment of 

the Union and states and for which both Union and states can be held accountable. 

Needless to say that implementation of chosen scenarios will not only involve actions by private 

and public sectors including households and non-governmental organizations but also monitoring 

and coordination of their actions. These are complex tasks and the performance of the economy 

would depend crucially on their successful execution. Careful thought, taking advantage of 

evolving information and communication technologies, is needed in setting up mechanisms of 

monitoring including those for gathering needed information, regulatory regimes including a 

system of contingent corrective actions as needed. The secretariat of ISC would be responsible for 

designing and installing the system for coordination of actions of active entities, monitoring and 

taking corrective actions as needed.  
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We believe that our proposal incorporates the needed political ownership and accountability in our 

federal system, while leaving room for a more open process to generate innovative ideas for India.  

The main point is that we rely on ISC deliberation and choice, rather than a designation as the 

official think tank of India to confer legitimacy on the strategic vision. The ISC secretariat must 

have the technical competence to formulate terms of reference for research groups to propose 

scenarios and to evaluate (from a social cost-benefit perspective) the responses received, but we 

would rely on the global community of experts to generate a range of options. Most importantly, 

the reliance on ISC also recognizes the constitutional foundation for India as a Union of states. 

Jessica Seddon and T.N. Srinivasan are, respectively, senior fellow at the Centre for Technology 

and Policy at IIT Madras, and Samuel C. Park Jr. professor of economics emeritus at Yale 

University.  

Published with permission from Ideas for India , an economics and policy portal.  

Comments are welcome at theirview@livemint.com  

Follow Mint Opinion on Twitter at https://twitter.com/Mint_Opinion  
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2.  How to reform and how not to   

 

4 Nov 2014 The Hindu  

Mihir Shah  

 

Every effort needs to be made to reform MGNREGA, as it has been both a major success and a 

huge failure. The best way for this is to study carefully the conditions that made it a success and 

also to undertake a diagnostics of its failures 

Where the State leadership has understood the potential of the programme, every effort has 

been made to make it more 

spectrum.” effective, and this is true across the political 

An impression has gained ground in recent weeks that the National Democratic Alliance ( 

NDA) government at the Centre is inimical to the Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment 

Guarantee Act ( MGNREGA). Part of the reason for this is the notion that this was a “partisan” 

programme benefitting only a certain political dispensation. The short history of the programme 

makes it clear that this is patently untrue. Indeed, some of the best work under MGNREGA has 

happened in Bharatiya Janata Party ( BJP)- ruled States.  

This year, the National Award for Leadership in MGNREGA Implementation went to the 

Government of Chhattisgarh. The Chief Minister of Madhya Pradesh is a strong votary of the 

programme, and under his dynamic leadership, some of the most innovative work in implementing 

MGNREGA on watershed principles has been initiated. Nitish Kumar, as Chief Minister of Bihar, 

worked hard to explore imaginative, decentralised solutions to the flood problem, using resources 

available under MGNREGA. Tamil Nadu, under Ms. Jayalalithaa, has been one of the best 

performing States. And the Chief Minister of Odisha has taken important steps in recent years to 

make MGNREGA a success in the tribal regions of the State.  

State inputs  

It is clear that where the leadership has understood the potential of the programme, every 

effort has been made to make it more effective, and this is true across the political spectrum. I can 

personally testify to the remarkable inputs that almost all State governments gave to the committee 

set up under my chairmanship to reform the programme and create MGNREGA 2.0, which helped 



to introduce a large number of new productivityenhancing works and build synergies between 

MGNREGA and agriculture.  

This is not to say that the programme has been an unqualified success. Indeed, every effort 

needs to be made to reform MGNREGA, as the programme has been both a major success and a 

huge failure. The best way to reform such a programme is to study carefully the conditions that 

made it a success and also to undertake a diagnostics of its failures, so as to learn how best to fix 

it. The NDA government is rightly concerned with the many failures of the programme in not 

being able to generate more than 50 days of work per annum, in the poor quality of assets created, 

in the delays in payments to workers and also in the inability of the really needy areas of the 

country to take full advantage of the programme.  

Insights  

All of these problems need to be addressed. The best way to do so is to study where the 

programme has been able to deliver. I have in mind the thousands of villages where water 

harvesting structures have been created, agriculture has improved, nearly 100 days of work has 

been provided, distress migration has reduced and women have been empowered. MGNREGA is 

one programme where all this has been rigorously documented by scholars from all over the world. 

This research also throws up insights on the features that characterise locations where success has 

become possible: one, availability of strong technical support to the main implementing agency, 

the gram panchayat; two, capacities to undertake decentralised planning exercises and creation of 

a robust shelf of works; three, awareness among MGNREGA work- seekers of their entitlements 

and procedures under the programme; four, active and vibrant gram sabhas, which debate and 

decide the works to be undertaken and all procedures related to the programme; five, open and 

effective social audits that check corruption; six, accountable gram panchayats, where the 

leadership responds to the legitimate demands and grievances of the people; and seven, a system 

that ensures timely payment of wages.  

A lot of what the NDA government is proposing clearly reflects a desire to learn from these 

successes and merits strong support. For example, the proposal to focus on the 2,500 most 

backward blocks of the country is a step in the right direction.  

Regional backwardness  

Chief Ministers have long emphasised the need to understand India’s regional backwardness 

in terms of blocks rather than districts. Many advanced districts in India hide pockets of 

backwardness and not all blocks in the so- called backward districts may be equally deprived. As 

Member, Planning Commission, I oversaw a remarkable exercise to rank India’s subdistricts in 



order of backwardness. The importance of this exercise for a programme like MGNREGA is that 

demand for work has been shown to be the highest in these most backward subdistricts. Hence, 

the NDA government has correctly sought to focus intensive participatory planning exercises in 

the 2,500 most backward subdistricts and also set up cluster facilitation teams there. These teams 

are multidisciplinary teams of professionals who will support gram panchayats in these 2,500 

subdistricts to effectively plan and implement MGNREGA. The teams include social mobilisers 

who will help generate greater awareness about the programme among work- seekers.  

This is an excellent example of learning from the successes of MGNREGA and I am extremely 

optimistic that this reform will lead to more effective implementation of the programme where the 

demand for it is the greatest. What should not be done, however, is to say that work- seekers in 

other areas of the country will not be provided work on demand. The very raison d'eˆ tre of 

MGNREGA is that it is a legal guarantee for work. It is undoubtedly true that the attempt to 

universalise the programme in a top- down manner went against the spirit of the Act and also 

encouraged a proliferation of corrupt practices, in an eagerness to show expenditure on the 

programme, even where there was no demand for it. I describe this as the “U without Q” ( 

universalisation without quality) syndrome that afflicts many of our flagship programmes. In the 

rush to universalise, we compromise the quality of work and at times create perverse effects, such 

as the incentivisation of corruption. For example, there are countless instances of labour- scarce 

areas in the country, where the pressure to spend under MGNREGA led to contractors, in collusion 

with bureaucrats, deploying machines for doing the work and fudging entries in job- cards of 

workers, who sat at home and pocketed part of the wages. To avoid such situations, it is imperative 

that the demanddriven character of MGNREGA be deeply respected. For the self- identification 

of beneficiaries is the most powerful element of the programme. But, by the same token, when 

there is demand for work, it cannot and must not be denied.  

Wage- material ratio  

Finally, to the vexed question of the wage-material ratio, which has been fixed at 60: 40 under 

the programme. There is a notion that it is this ratio that has led to the creation of poor quality 

assets under the programme. That such a myth can endure in a country with a rich tradition of 

earthen engineering, where water security was traditionally provided to millions of people through 

earthen water harvesting structures, is a matter of great sorrow. Each of these structures was 

designed in a truly location- specific manner, based on a deep understanding and study of local 

geology, soil types, topography and rainfall patterns and based on intricate engineering techniques, 

designed and perfected over centuries of practice, deeply grounded in rich, local, cultural 



traditions. It is real testimony to how divided we have become as a nation that planners and 

policymakers, sitting in distant urban locations, show such deep ignorance of our rich social, 

ecological and cultural heritage, from which we have so much to learn. They also seem completely 

oblivious that the 21st century is seeking to make a break with energy- heavy, fossil fuelbased 

technologies and seeking to build with green materials.  

As a matter of fact, excellent earthen engineering work has been done under MGNREGA, 

where care was taken to learn from these traditions and also to empower gram panchayats to 

understand the principles underlying this watershed approach. Changing the wage- material ratio 

in a blanket fashion has the inherent danger of converting this people- centred programme, into a 

contractor-machinery driven one, which would further weaken grass- roots democracy in India.  

There is, however, a case to be made for permitting greater flexibility in this ratio in certain 

parts of the country, where material costs tend to be exorbitantly high: the Himalayan region, for 

instance, where transport costs are steep, or deserts where long distances need to be traversed. In 

such regions, lowering the wage- material ratio could actually enable more work to be provided 

under MGNREGA. This has been a long- standing demand of some States. Elsewhere, there is 

abundant scope for individual works with a lower wage- material ratio, because it is only the 

average that needs to be 60: 40. Many such works were introduced into the programme by my 

committee and are doing very well on the ground. Thus, there is enough flexibility that has already 

been created. Doing more than what is warranted by these legitimate concerns, would be to 

compromise the fundamental power of the MGNREGA.  

( Mihir Shah is a grass- roots activist who has lived and worked for 25 years in the tribal 

villages of Central India. From 2009 to 2014, he was Member, Planning Commission, Government 

of India.)  

 

 

  



3. India’s public planners couldn’t end poverty, but its private sector can  

2 Nov 2014 The Times of India (Mumbai edition)  

 

The writer is national spokesperson of the BJP  

 

Now that the last rites are being read over the corpse of the Planning Commission, perhaps it 

is time for an obituary.  

Jawaharlal Nehru set up the commission in 1950 to guide India towards a “progressive 

widening of the public sector and a reorientation of the private sector to the needs of a planned 

economy”. Thus was created the licence raj. This philosophy was established as a prevailing 

religion at the 1955 Avadi Congress through the AICC resolution on socialism. There was some 

logic in this affirmation, for capitalism had been a handmaiden to colonialism with the help of 

tycoons who placed personal interests far above society. There was, moreover, lingering fear of 

economic dependence after Independence. But 64 years later, what is the story?  

In 1950, it is estimated, some 60% or more Indians lived below the poverty line. This year, 

the Rangarajan report placed the figure at 30%. There are two options. If you have had a nourishing 

breakfast before reading this, you can be smug and congratulate yourself. Or you can consider the 

following facts.  

It has taken 64 years to reduce extreme poverty from 60 to 30%: can we wait for another six 

decades to bring 30 down to zero? An Indian population larger than America’s teeters on the edge 

of subsistence, staring at nothing, bereft of hope, lost without literacy, uncertain about its next 

meal, blank about its future. Will Indian democracy be able to bear the burden of such despair for 

two more generations? We have managed to stave off the rage of bellies swollen not by obesity 

but starvation; but for how much longer?  

What is the answer? It is not widely known that Article 399 (a) of our Constitution directs the 

state to ensure that “...the citizen, men and women equally, have the right to an adequate means of 

livelihood”. The term is, correctly, livelihood. This means jobs. Jobs, unlike dole, bring self-

respect with individual and national growth. Where can jobs come from?  
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You have to be bizarre to believe that the public sector, once in charge of the economy’s 

commanding heights, can still deliver. Properly cooked socialism has failed; its undercooked 

Indian variety was always indigestible. The nation’s economy gradually degenerated because of 

some principal structural faults. After brief glory, the much-vaunted state sector fell into the grip 

of stagnocrats, a new plutocracy that protected its interests with the confidence of a class that knew 

the cost of its inefficiency would be met by the public purse.  

This, in turn, made them partners of politicians who converted a stuttering doctrine into a vote 

machine. India, paradoxically, became a nation where socialism could never generate the surpluses 

needed for social welfare. Also, moribund governance blocked India’s entrepreneurial creativity 

through an invasive, abortive regulatory regime. Inevitably, since it was out of harmony with 

private sectordriven growth centres of the world, India’s economy was latched on to the coattails 

of a dying monolith like the Soviet dinosaur. The Soviet Union was a superpower which committed 

suicide through infection from toxins of a gangrenous economic model.  

When, in the 1990s, we finally diagnosed our cancer, we thought a band-aid was sufficient to 

prevent fatality. It was only in his last year as Prime Minister that Manmohan Singh asked the 

Planning Commission to introspect. Maybe he was offering a pope’s absolution to a doctrine on 

its deathbed. It was too late for Dr Singh to do anything, but hopefully not too late for others.  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi recognized the crisis in his first remarks to Parliament: the era 

of poverty alleviation was over, he said, and the age of poverty elimination had begun. Which 

brings us back to the basic question: where are the jobs going to come from? The private sector.  

The body that will replace the Planning Commission must have a clear objective: its role will 

not be to command, but to enable the private sector to become the prime engine of development. 

Primacy does not mean exclusivity. It also brings with it responsibility. India needs an honest 

business environment, not crony capitalism. The success of the private sector does not lie in the 

domination of a handful of empires, but in the harvest of small businesses and the multiplicity of 

new ideas, born in unknown minds, each with its fertile space in a vast and varied garden. The new 

body therefore has to be an incubator, and utilize information technology to sift the useful idea 

from the maverick weed. Every acorn cannot grow into an oak; but many seeds will flower if 

offered the sunshine of encouragement and the fertilizer of appropriate finance.  

Of course it will not be easy. Nothing is easy in governance, but more is possible than we 

imagine if only we learn to believe in ourselves.  

  



4. Unclear about nuclear?   

3 Nov 2014 Mint ST  

OPPOSING VIEW JAIRAM RAMESH Respond to this column at feedback@livemint.com The 

author is a Rajya Sabha MP and former Union minister.  

India’s vast atomic energy infrastructure is the creation of Homi Bhabha with the full backing 

and participation of Jawaharlal Nehru. The Bhabha approach had its critics even in the 1950s with 

Meghnad Saha and D.D. Kosambi publicly voicing their differences. But there can be no doubt 

that this infrastructure has played a pioneering role in developing India’s scientific, engineering 

and technological capabilities across a wide spectrum.  

It has, of course, made the country a nuclear weapons power. However, our performance on 

the nuclear power front has been disappointing, to say the least. No doubt, sanctions imposed after 

the first Pokhran explosion of May 1974 severely handicapped the expansion of our nuclear power 

programme. Even so, the fact remains that 45 years after the first nuclear power plant at Tarapur 

became operational, nuclear power still accounts for just about 3.5% of India’s electricity supply.  

A nuclear power plant is less polluting than its coal-fired counterpart. It does not emit carbon 

dioxide that is responsible for global warming or sulphur dioxide that harms human health. Thus, 

with increasing environmental and climate change concerns, it is a pity that India’s nuclear power 

portfolio is still so small.  

As of now, the total installed capacity is just about 4,780 megawatts (MW) and another 4,800 

MW of capacity (that includes the two 1,000 MW plants at Koodankulam that are in an advanced 

stage of commissioning) is under various stages of construction. Other than this, everything else 

is still really only on paper. For instance, the Jaitapur nuclear power park that would host 9,600 

MW of capacity with French technology got environmental clearance four years back, but is 

nowhere in sight. The landmark 2005 Indo-US nuclear agreement has not much to show for itself 

till now, except that India has been able to get natural uranium from other countries to increase the 

capacity factor of existing nuclear power plants. Five years ago, the capacity factor was an abysmal 

50%, but is now up to around 82-83%.  

But there is one extraordinary development amid this somewhat depressing scenario on 

nuclear power. And this has to do with India becoming the second country in the world to have a 

commercial scale fast breeder reactor running on a mix of plutonium and uranium oxides. India’s 

500 MW prototype fast breeder reactor (PFBR), started 11 years ago at Kalpakkam near Chennai, 

is almost 97% complete and is likely to become fully operational by this time next year.  



Russia is the only other country to have operating fast breeder reactors—it has two reactors 

with a total capacity of around 1,200MW. France used to have a 250 MW fast breeder which it 

operated smoothly for almost 35 years and then decommissioned it. A second 1,200 MW fast 

breeder reactor was commissioned in 1985 but was shut down following an accident involving 

leakage of molten sodium that is used as a coolant in the reactor. The UK and Japan both shut 

down their commercial scale fast breeders in the 1990s.  

India’s logic for the fast breeder programme is fundamental and impeccable. Without such a 

programme that uses the spent fuel from natural uranium reactors, India will not be able to use its 

vast reserves of thorium. Thorium, unlike uranium, is not a fissile material. It cannot produce 

electricity by itself. It is a fertile material that can get converted into a fissile material like uranium-

233.  

Estimates vary quite widely, but it is generally accepted that India could well have some 25% 

of the world’s thorium reserves. The fast breeder route is the only way our abundant reserves of 

thorium can be used to produce electricity. The other benefit of a fast breeder is that by recycling 

the spent fuel, most of the long-lived radioactive waste is eliminated. Current plans are to install 

another two 500 MW fast breeder reactors at Kalpakkam itself that will come on stream sometime 

towards the later part of the next decade and another two such reactors elsewhere in the country. 

India, clearly, is a world leader in this area. The atomic energy establishment’s projections 

envisage a nuclear power generation capacity of some 63,000 MW by 2030. It is important to think 

big and act bold especially when we confront the challenge to move on to a low carbon growth 

path at the earliest. But in light of past performance and current realities, this target does appear 

very ambitious and unrealistic.  

The Planning Commission’s low carbon strategy expert group had scaled it down to 40,000 

megawatts which itself is a formidable goal. At this level of capacity in 2030, nuclear will account 

for around 8% of electricity supply roughly on par with solar and wind contributions.  

To achieve even this lower figure will call for urgent steps to address the concerns of global 

companies on the unlimited liability imposed on them by the nuclear liability legislation passed by 

Parliament and that came into force in November 2011. Having said this, it is perhaps time to 

revisit assumptions related to the acquisition of imported reactors and have a much bolder strategy 

for the expansion of indigenous heavy water reactors themselves.  

Finally, India also needs to put in place a truly independent regulator along the lines proposed 

in the legislation introduced in Parliament three years back. Such a regulator has to necessarily 

address public concerns on safety and other risks associated with nuclear technology.  



Earlier this year, India had agreed to have a peer review of its nuclear regulatory system under 

the auspices of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and hopefully, this review will 

commence in the next few months. This would be the first time such a formal review would be 

taking place and should help in generating greater public confidence in the plans of the atomic 

energy establishment.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5. Arun Jaitley, Mukesh Ambani to speak at India Global Forum 

Daily News And Analysis: Monday, 3 November 2014 - 9:21pm  

Union Finance and Defence Minister Arun Jaitley will kick off the two-day India Global Forum 

meeting in Delhi with a keynote address on November 9. 

The India Global Forum is organised by the International Institute of Strategic Studies (IISS) and 

the Observer Research Foundation (ORF). 

Jaitley will be followed by Minister for Commerce and Industry Nirmala Sitharaman who will 

address the second plenary session "The New Global Economic Order – Multilateral Institutions 

and the New Regionalism". 

Other star speakers on the first day include Suresh Prabhu, Prime Minister Modi's G-20 Sherpa, 

Yasutoshi Nishimura, Senior Vice Minister, Cabinet Office, Japan, Dino Patti Djalal, Deputy 

Foreign Minister, Indonesia, Saumitra Chaudhuri, former Member, Planning Commission of 

India and Amitabh Kant, Secretary, Industrial Policy and Promotion, India. 

On the second day, Mukesh Ambani, Chairman, Reliance Industries Limited, and Sunil Bharti 

Mittal, Chairman, Bharti Airtel Ltd, will address the forum in the session titled "The Soft Power 

of Indian Enterprise". 

Earlier in the day, Dr. Ngozi Okonjo, Finance Minister of Nigerial, Felipe Larrain Bascunan, 

former Finance Minister of Chile and Sheikh Mohammed bin Essa Al Khalifa, Political and 

Economic Advisor to the Crown Prince's Court, Bahrain, will speak at the session on "The Geo-

Economics of Commodities". 

Given the wide range of countries represented at the conference, the India Global Forum will offer 

a broad global perspective on how India's resurgence under the leadership of Prime Minister Modi 

is viewed around the world. 

"The India Global Forum will focus on India's strategy for economic revival, its view of 

multilateral economic institutions and multilateral economic negotiations, the challenge of energy 

and cyber security, regional security and the business opportunities being provided by India's new 

defence manufacturing policy," says Sanjaya Baru, Director for Geo-economics and Strategy, 

IISS. 

Sunjoy Joshi, Director, ORF, says "India is undergoing multiple transformations and these will 

significantly reshape its economic and strategic engagements in the region and beyond. 

Economics, for India is its key foreign policy proposition and this forum seeks to unpack some of 

the crucial debates". 



A special feature of the Forum will be a session devoted to "The Soft Power of Indian Enterprise", 

featuring business leaders Mukesh Ambani and Sunil Mittal. 

Meeting against the backdrop of the recent elections in Maharashtra and Haryana, and in the 

context of Prime Minister Modi's renewed call for good governance, the Forum offers an important 

opportunity for an assessment of India's renewed economic resurgence and its implications for 

India's role in the world. 

While proceedings at the plenary sessions are on record and open to media, the special sessions 

will follow the Chatham House rule. Participation at the Forum is by invitation only. 
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Polity                    : Centre approves dissolution of Delhi 
                                Assembly; polls next year  
 
 

Economy              : NCAER lowers GDP growth outlook    
                                        to 5% on weak fundamentals  
                                           

                                  
Planning               : Land acquisition law may be eased      
                                         for PPP projects  
                                           
 

Editorial               : Mid-year relief      
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