
We All Can Learn from Dharmabandhu Model of Social Responsibility

Singles are the 
flavour of the sea-
son. All of them 
also hold double 
barrel guns and 
are firing at will. 

Early this month, the people 
of Tamil Nadu and West Ben-
gal voted two single women to 
power. All the singles represent 
an ideology, a mission and have 
a message to deliver to their own 
constituencies. If one represents 
the elite, the others enjoys huge 
mass support. If some of them 
have both degree and pedigree, 
the others have their ears to 
the ground and the pulse of 
the people on their fingers. 

Last week, a bearded san-
yasi in a five-metre saffron sa-
rong became the most sought 
after single in India. He had, 
a day earlier, turned down 
the prime minister’s appeal 
to desist from his satyagraha. 
Breaking all protocol and ig-
noring political humiliation, 
Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh directed four of his sen-
ior ministers and the cabinet 
secretary to drive down to 
Indira Gandhi airport and 
persuade Baba Ramdev to 
abandon his indefinite fast 
against black money—a del-
egation worthy of greeting a 
visiting head of state. It was 
an unprecedented 18 km 
journey for Finance Minister 
Pranab Mukherjee, Human 
Resource Development Minis-
ter Kapil Sibal, Tourism Min-
ister Subodh Kant Sahai and 
Parliamentary Affairs Minister 
Pawan Bansal accompanied 
by a retinue of senior officials, 
including Cabinet Secretary 
K M Chandrasekar—even Ger-
man Chancellor Angela Merkel 
was not given such a welcome. 
Even Jai Prakash Narayan whose 
movement led to the ouster of 
the Congress government in 1977 
wasn’t accorded such an honour. 
Indira Gandhi, the then Prime 
Minister, just ignored him at her 
own peril. But Manmohan Singh 
is not willing to walk that perilous 
path. The two-and-a-half-hour 
meeting in the airport lounge 
between the yoga guru and the 
Group of Ministers revealed the 
contours of the power shift in the 
nation’s ruling echelons. While 
the Baba dictated and directed 
the agenda for the discussion, it 
was clear that those who claim 
the mandate of the people were 
utterly helpless in front of a per-
son who had just threatened to 
start an agitation. The Awesome 
Foursome of the Congress were 
forced to establish their cred-
ibility and credentials to a Single 
who had never fought an election. 
It was a decisive victory of a Sin-
gle over the Gang of Four.

It wasn’t for the first time that 

UPA II had lost to a Single. Last 
month too, the Government pan-
icked and surrendered to Anna 
Hazare, yet another white dhoti-
and-Gandhi cap-wearing Single. 
As he sat on a choreographed hun-
ger strike at New Delhi’s Jantar 
Mantar, the Government sent 
ministerial emissaries and finally 
conceded to Anna’s demand for 
the appointment of a joint panel 
to suggest a new draft for a Lok-
pal Bill. Even at that point of time, 
the Government created yet an-
other precedent: for the first time 
since Independence, it involved 

civil society leaders in drafting a 
legislation. Former Prime Minis-
ter Jawahar Lal Nehru had in the 
1950s sought the opinion of other 
parties and civil society on the 
Hindu Code Bill, but only after it 
had been adopted by the Cabinet. 
From the day the UPA Govern-
ment constituted the panel, it is 
Single Hazare and not the min-
isters who have been setting the 
pace and nature of the discussion 
on the proposed Bill.

 The rise of both Hazare and 
Ramdev symbolise the emer-
gence of civil society leaders with-
out clannish or political baggage. 
Both come from ordinary fami-
lies and have not studied in elite 
educational institutions. Still they 
have acquired national accept-
ability and credibility by virtue 
of their work, not just words. The 
victory of political leaders like 
J Jayalalithaa, Naveen Patnaik, 
Mayawati and Mamata Banerjee 
is also significant as all of them 
could cut the political Gordian 
knot because they were not crip-
pled by family considerations or 
fear of putting their successors 

in trouble. But none of the above 
command the widespread so-
cial acceptability the Hazare and 
Ramdev duo does. Though both 
are fighting for the same cause, 
they represent an entirely differ-
ent class and community spec-
trum. Hazare was catapulted to 
public prominence by the left-of-
centre upper middle class. When 
he began his fast, Hazare was 
visited by Bollywood glitteratti, 
members of the exclusive chat-
teratti club from Lutyen’s Delhi 
as well as a few corporate leaders. 
Hazare’s team mesmerised the 

classes and monopolised 
prime time news. While 
he nourished his mid-
dle class constituency, 
Hazare ignored people 
like Ramdev. Since the 
timing of Hazare’s fast 
coincided—knowingly 
or unknowingly—with 
the Assembly polls, UPA 
leaders hurriedly ca-
joled the Gandhian into 
accepting a 10-mem-
ber panel to solve the 
impasse. Hazare didn’t 
compromise on his basic 
demands but he did yield 
to his secular promot-
ers, sparing the political 
leadership and choosing 
to attack Gujarat Chief 
Minister Narendra Modi 
on corruption—a charge 
that carries no credibility. 
But the Government’s re-
prieve was short-lived.

 As the Manmohan 
administration began 
its confabulations with 
Team Hazare,  Baba 
Ramdev took the estab-
lishment by surprise by 

taking on the Government in a 
manner more organised than 
his colleague-in-fasting. Not 
only did he expand the scope of 
his movement by making black 
money the central issue, but he 
also exhorted his followers in 
600-odd districts to join. Unlike 
Hazare, who used social media, 
the Baba activated his massive 
following. For the Congress, it 
was like eating crow. In spite of 
its contrarian motormouth gen-
eral secretary Digvijaya Singh 
constantly attacking Ramdev, 
the Baba is unperturbed. Obvi-
ously neither Singh nor his party 
are aware of the massive fol-
lowing Ramdev—hailing from a 
remote Haryana village—has ac-
quired. The Congress made the 
crippling mistake of considering 
him just another baba teaching 
followers how to breathe. But 
last week, Pranabda and his col-
leagues realised to their regret 
that Baba Ramdev could breathe 
fire as well—one that could easily 
become a conflagration that may 
consume this Government.
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Corruption is like diabetes, which can be 
controlled but not completely cured. The 
greed and lust for some shall never die. The 
main Act to book corrupt public servants 
is the Prevention of Corruption (PC) Act, 

1988. I had the privilege of being a member of the draft-
ing committee when I was working as DIG in the CBI. In 
this Act, we had taken care of existing lacunae in the old 
Act, which was repealed along with IPC sections 161 to 
165 (A) that dealt with offences against public servants 
to avoid duplication. 

It is under this Act today that a Cabinet minister, a 
Secretary to Government of India, an MP and a host of 
corporate honchos are cooling their heels in Tihar Jail. 
Why then are we clamouring for another law? It’s not the 
laws which have failed us but those who implement them. 
Some say, it’s only because the Supreme Court monitored 
that the CBI acted without fear and favour. That is pre-
cisely my point. The Supreme Court does not implement 
another set of laws but ensures implementation of the ex-
isting ones, irrespective of the status of the accused. That 
is still possible if the Government has the political will to 
implement laws and if it doesn’t put fetters ‘legally or oth-
erwise’ on functioning of anti-corruption outfits.

Let me elaborate the phrase “legally or otherwise”. In 
the 1980s, the Government of India issued an executive 
instruction (that is called single directive) that the CBI 
should take permission of the government to initiate 
open enquiry against a joint secretary-level officer or 
above. It is here that the government created two catego-
ries of offenders—joint secretary and above, and officers 
below that rank. This was struck down by the Supreme 
Court in Jain Hawala case in late 1990s. But the govern-
ment amended the Delhi 
Special Police Establish-
ment Act, under which the 
CBI functions, in 2003 and 
inserted Section 6A under 
which the agency has to 
take permission from the 
government even to initi-
ate an open enquiry against 
joint secretary-level offic-
ers. Such inclusion was 
challenged by a few in the 
apex court, which is still 
pending for decision. The other is Section 19 of the PC 
Act which says that no court shall take cognisance of any 
offence committed under this Act unless the authority 
competent to remove him from service gives sanction. 

The other aspect is hurdles put “otherwise” by the rul-
ing dispensation. Such invisible backyard interferences, 
particularly in politically sensitive cases, are known to 
the agency chief only. Will the Government amend such 
anomaly or with same provisions of the existing Act in a 
transparent and impartial manner? 

In fact, corruption in our society is unfortunately not 
treated as a crime. A person committing a simple theft 
is stigmatised more than a scamster amassing money by 
illegal means. Corruption has to be tackled in short-term 
and long-term basis. The point is: what matters is the 
person who is implementing and not what is written in 
the statute book.

Hence the crux of the problem is lack of political will 
to book a person howsoever mighty and powerful. Strin-
gent punishment must be ensured by expediting judicial 
process. The outlook should be progressive rather than 
regressive like going back to “joint secretary and above” 
episode in spite of the highest court striking it down.

On the other hand, the civil society must also resolve 
not to indulge in corruption. The bribe giver is just as 
guiltier of a crime as the bribe taker. Charity begins at 
home, so civil society has a responsibility to ensure that 
the next generation gets proper teaching. 

We have to see deeper to sort out this complex 
problem rather than be swayed away by rhetoric of 
media, meetings, hartals, satyagraha and so on. It may 
give us temporary relief, but leaders in every field have to 
take the problem head on, so that the hard-earned fruits 
of freedom and democracy are shared by all, instead of 
making a few rich richer.

The writer is the vice-president of Interpol 
and former director of the CBI 

As expected, the joint committee drafting 
the Lokpal Bill seems to have run into a 
road block. The honourable members of the 
ruling establishment don’t want the prime 
minister or the MPs to come under the Lok-

pal radar. To keep company, they have decided to rope in 
members of higher judiciary in the club of the excluded.

This should surprise only the gullible. Those who 
know the chequered history of how our lawmakers have 
approached the issue in the past would know better. The 
first Lokpal Bill was introduced in Parliament in 1968 
and lapsed with the dissolution of the Lok Sabha. The 
story was repeated seven times thereafter till the UPA 
brought forth its new version of the Lokpal Bill in 2010.

Since 1968, almost all political parties have had a 
chance to rule at the Centre. But for their “historic blun-
der” of denying Jyoti Basu the prime’s slot, communists 
could have done in the 1996. However, they did enjoy 
power without accountability during the UF and the first 
UPA regimes. During all these years no political party 
has sincerely pursued the legislation. 

The UPA’s 2010 Bill is remarkable not for what it 
does but for what it doesn’t. It leaves the bureaucracy 
and the judiciary entirely. The Lokpal cannot even start 
a probe against the prime minister, his ministers and 
MPs without permission of the presiding officer of the 
House to which they belong. Even if one was found 
guilty, all that the Lokpal could do was to “inform” 
the presiding officer, who would then “lay the report” 
before the House. 

In contrast, the Jan Lokpal Bill proposed by Anna 
Hazare and his associates cov ers all public servants— 
ministers, bureau crats and judges. The Lokpal can act 
on complaints from any one or on his own.  No prior 

sanction is required. The Lokpal will have its investiga-
tive machinery, which can launch prosecution in case 
the guilt is established. 

No wonder, Hazare’s anti-corruption movement 
evoked such a panicky response from India’s political 
class. That it had agreed to form a joint panel to draft a 
fresh bill should not be mistaken for a change of heart. It 
is merely buying time and hoping that, with the passage 
of time, the movement will lose steam. 

The message is loud and clear. Reaping a rich har-
vest of corruption, which enables them to manipulate 
institutions of governance in a freewheeling democracy, 
India’s politicians are not interested in fighting corrup-
tion. Instead, they would try to find innovative ways to 
defend and perpetuate it. The first overt sign of this was 
the mud-spluttering by the cronies of the ruling estab-
lishment against Hazare and his associates. After that 
failed, now come seemingly sane voices saying Haza-
re’s Lokpal is no panacea; that a bouquet of systemic 
reforms is required to curb graft. The only objective of 
these argumentative voices is to deflect focus from the 
need for a Lokpal who is capable of curbing corruption 
at high places. To counter them it is imperative that the 
people should look beyond the Lokpal Bill. Only sus-
tained public agitation can now ensure that the working 
of the joint panel is not derailed.

It is also necessary to ensure that after coming up on 
the statute book, it works. For laws alone cannot eradi-
cate corruption. As Roman historian Cornelius once 
said, “In a state where corruption abounds, laws must 
be very numerous.”  

India has a long list of ineffective anti-corruption laws. 
They have merely proved the truth of Thomas Fullers’ 
famous saying: “The more laws the more offenders”. 
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Single Mauled Government
Bends Backwards to Survive 

Laws Haven’t Failed, 
Implementers Have

Are You Surprised 
by Lokpal Logjam?
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It rarely happens in 
the present political 
climate in the country. 
Kapil Sibal inaugurates 
a teachers’ camp that 
begins with the chant-

ing of Vedic hymns and a havan 
performed by trained pundits in vil-
lage Pransala, located some 25 km 
away from Upleta, which itself is 
122 km away from Rajkot on NH-8. 
Narendra Modi arrives on the third 
day and addresses the same group. 
The person who could manage this 
near-impossible jugalbandi, young 
Swami Dharmabandhu, is obviously 
pleased: “Children must be the con-
cern of everyone.” Political consider-
ations must not hinder interactions 
and exchange of ideas. He has ear-
lier conducted 12 annual camps for 
10,000-12,000 students each year. 
To assemble such large numbers for 
10 days requires huge inputs of re-
sources and management skills. They 
all stay in tents, attend lectures to-

gether and join in activities like yoga, 
horse riding, rifle shooting and many 
more. The list of resource persons in-
cludes top scientists, defence chiefs, 
former Supreme Court chief justices 
and judges, eminent scholars, Bol-
lywood luminaries and many more. 
Politicians of all hues have addressed 
these camps in past years and every-
one who comes once is keen to come 
again. Dharmabandhu insists that 
children must be nurtured to give the 
best out of, as Gandhiji had desired, 
“body, mind and spirit”.

The Dharmabandhu model of 
discharging social responsibility fo-
cuses on the future of the young and, 
more importantly, on their role in 
serving the nation. Even though the 
Pransala Trust needs huge resources 
for conducting camps, it insists on 
the donors making their contribu-
tion in kind. Someone takes charge 
and arranges for milk; another for 
ration, tent, electricity, kitchen and 
this is how every requirement is 
looked after. Thus, the donor par-
ticipation is direct and transparent. 

Volunteers pour in not only from 
the nearby villages but from all over 
Gujarat and from outside. The site 
is a quiet village that has created an 
Ashram-like setting. 

After his education in Vedic scrip-
tures and visits to religious places 
throughout the country on foot, 
Dharmabandhu decided the objec-
tive of his life: to prepare good peo-

ple who, as Aristotle once desired, 
would be good citizens also and cre-
ate a vibrant society. He just came 
and stayed in a thatched hut and 
took up the social cause, initially fo-
cusing on poverty alleviation in the 
nearby villages. Local folks extended 
all support and derived the benefits 
emerging out of well-guided initia-
tives. The success stories spread fast 

and today, people have full faith in 
Pransala Trust for its laudable work 
in social sectors like small dams for 
irrigation, schools, empowering the 
poor through community efforts and 
most prominently, for the relief and 
rehabilitation works that were done 
during the Kutch earthquake. 

The idea of organising teachers’ 
camp germinated out of these chil-
dren camps. Some 48 hours before 
the camp, untimely rains and hail 
storm resulted in slightly depleted 
attendance in the camp but the 
enthusiasm was infectious. In this 
summer heat, teachers did not mind 
the discomfort of staying in tents 
that only provide mattresses; they 
were keen to ‘know more’. Practi-
cally, it was business from 5.00 
a.m. to 10.00 p.m. No central gov-
ernment or any of the state govern-
ments have ever achieved it. 

It meant huge amount of effort to 
persuade eminent people to come to 
‘such a remote place’ and that too for 
a camp being organised by a swami, 
as Dharmabandhu, who like his de-

signer shoes, rides horses and drives 
cars, is known. Not only this, his or-
ganisation is “Vedic Mission Trust” 
and that inflicts serious discomfort to 
the politically conscious secularists. 
Dharmabandhu’s achievement is his 
success in dispelling apprehensions 
and in that light Sibal and Modi rec-
ognising his effort and participating 
in it could be a path-breaking event. 
Sadly enough, the media, particu-
larly at the ‘national’ level, prefers 
to focus only on the convenient loca-
tions for breaking news. 

The Pransala camps create a living 
model of social cohesion and reli-
gious harmony, and prepare teachers 
and students to create a society that 
would be truly secular, and values 
education and learning. Now it could 
very rightfully claim to have created 
the road map for achieving political 
cohesion on issues concerning the 
future generations. It has immense 
possibilities for creating a climate in 
which national interests take priority 
over political considerations.

The writer is former director of the NCERT
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The people should 
look beyond the 
Lokpal Bill. Only 
sustained public 
agitation can now 
ensure that the 
working of the 
joint panel is 
not derailed.

The crux of the 
problem is lack 
of political will 
to implement 
existing laws to 
book a person 
howsoever mighty 
and powerful.The two-and-a-half-hour 

meeting in the airport lounge 
between the yoga guru and the 
Group of Ministers revealed the 

contours of the power shift in 
the nation’s ruling echelons.
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