
UPA’s Nuclear Push 
Morphs into Shove

As protests against proposed nuclear plants in India 
continue, the UPA has decided to brazen it out—both 
at home and abroad. The same team that bulldozed 
opposition to the 2008 nuclear deal has roped in 
commercial and academic interests to create a pro-
nuclear climate among political, social and economic 
groups in India and overseas. Hostile leaders will be 
persuaded not to incite local populations against land 
acquisition for N-plants. Refusing to learn a lesson 
from the Fukushima disaster, the Indian government 

is, unwittingly, be-
coming a stooge of 
nuclear business-
men. Next month, 
a high-powered 
Indian team will 
participate in the 
ministerial-level 
meeting of the 
International 
Atomic Energy 

Agency in Vi-
enna. According 

to government sources, a nexus of US, UK and India 
will hardsell civil nuclear power with additional 
safeguards. India wants to maximise nuclear energy 
production by 2030 and is the biggest market for 
nuclear reactors—spending over $25 billion in the US 
and France. Atomic reactor-makers are facing a major 
crisis, following Switzerland, Germany, Italy and even 
Japan abandoning plans for new power plants and 
phasing out existing ones. But India has signed up for 
two big N-projects in Gujarat and Maharashtra. While 
all other major manufacturing proposals for steel, ce-
ment, thermal and hydro power plants as well as high-
way construction languish, nuclear stations are being 
cleared at jet speed—the impact on marine life, under-
ground water pollution and their ability to withstand 
tsunami-type natural disasters ignored. Obviously, 
UPA II’s success lies in pushing expensive and unsafe 
nuclear energy to the aam admi.

■

Due Diligence on Vigilance Now
The Union Government has finally realised that it can’t 
delay the appointment of the Central Vigilance Com-
missioner further. Last week, the PMO finally decided 
to compile the details of over 90 probable candidates. 
Following a Supreme Court judgment, the department 
of Personnel and Training (DoPT) invited applica-
tions from both serving and retired civil servants and 
the corporate sector. Bitten by the P J Thomas fiasco, 
the twice shy PMO is not willing to take risks. It has 
referred all applications to the intelligence agencies 
and the Income Tax department. For babus who have 
served in the states, reports from state governments 
are being sought. What is baffling the PMO is why se-
nior corporate executives—over a dozen—are willing 
to give up lucrative jobs to become CVC at less than 10 
per cent of their current salary. A corporate executive, 
if selected, will enjoy enormous clout over the selection 
of all senior civil servants, PSU chiefs and directors 
and supervise the CBI. The prevailing post-scam ani-
mosity towards corporates has made the DoPT cau-
tious. The PMO will shortlist 15 candidates, of which 
five names will be put up before the selection commit-
tee. The PMO expects a unanimous decision but the 
current hostility with the UPA may force it to present 
a list of aspirants without political baggage.

■

What is Sharad Pawar up to?
When Union Agriculture Minister Sharad Pawar 
sneezes, Congress leaders catch a cold. The massive 
political attack on his integrity had forced him to lie 
low for the past few months. Last week, he met Telugu 
Desam Party chief Chandrababu Naidu for over an 
hour in Delhi—their first meeting after the Assembly 

polls—flustering senior Congress-
men. Since Naidu had earlier visited 
Chennai to attend Jayalalithaa’s 
swearing-in ceremony, his sud-
den arrival in New Delhi created a 
flutter in Congress circles. Pawar 
maintained that Naidu’s visit had no 
political overtones, but TDP leaders 
dropped enough hints suggesting 
otherwise. Pawar is assessing the 
Andhra Pradesh government’s sta-
bility; with the DMK in a sulk, a split 
in the Andhra Congress will rattle 
the UPA. Pawar’s annoyance with 
the Congress was obvious when he 
arrived late for the UPA’s second 

anniversary celebrations at the PM’s residence. While 
other allies shared the dais with Sonia Gandhi and 
Manmohan Singh, Pawar chose the first row, deputing 
Praful Patel to join them. After the speeches, he 
sat with Singh while others kept Sonia company.

■

Ministries at War Over Natgrid
In the UPA, the turf war is not confined to alliance 
partners. Ministries controlled by Congress ministers 
are at war on national security. Recently, the prime 
minister sent out the file on the National Intelligence 
Grid (Natgrid) for further debate. A brainchild of 
P Chidambaram, the Rs 2900-crore Natgrid was 
conceived to ensure connectivity and collectivity of 
information regarding the suspicious activities of 
many Indians to be shared with other security and in-
telligence agencies. Raghu Raman, a senior Mahindra 
& Mahindra executive, has been chosen to set it up, 
and is paid Rs 1.5 lakh a month with the rank of sec-
retary. Both the foreign and finance ministries have 
raised questions about the safety and reliability 
of information collected by a corporate honcho. 
Raghu Raman’s visits to the US without clearance 
from the RAW and the foreign ministry have been 
questioned. The finance ministry believes Natgrid is 
a colossal waste of money and will create confusion. 
Undeterred, Raghu Raman has mounted a massive 
PR exercise on Natgrid, which, he claims, will make 
India safer. Can he get away with it?   

RACE COURSE ROAD
PRABHU CHAWLA

Selection of Governors: The events pre-
ceding the second report sent by Governor 
H R Bhardwaj recommending President’s Rule 
in Karnataka and the actions of the governor 
raise critical questions about the criteria for ap-
pointment of the governor of a state. Under the 

Constitution, the only qualification for a governor’s appoint-
ment is that he should be a citizen who is 35 years old. None-
theless, our founding fathers—Alladi, Munshi, Krishnamachari 
and Nehru—realising the importance of the governor’s role in 
our federal polity were emphatic that the governor should be 
a person “who is free from the passions and jealousies of local 
party politics”, “a person who will hold the scales impartially”. 
Our founding fathers were in favour of a convention that the 
Union government should consult the state government in the 
selection of the governor and it should be guided by its advice 
because according to Nehru, the governor appointed must 
be acceptable to the government of the province, otherwise 
he would not be able to function there. Unfortunately, these 
conventions have not grown. Often burnt out politicians have 
been appointed governors as a consolation prize. 

Our Supreme Court has ruled that Article 356 confers a dras-
tic power which should be exercised sparingly in case there is 
a constitutional breakdown of machinery or there is a consti-
tutional impasse on account of the inability of a party to com-
mand a majority and transact legislative business. One ground 
for recommending President’s Rule by Governor Bhardwaj 
is the Supreme Court’s recent judgment which held that the 
disqualification of 11 MLAs by the Speaker was invalid. If the 
governor had genuine doubts whether the ministry after the 
Supreme Court judgment commanded a majority he should 
have promptly called upon the chief minister to prove his ma-
jority by a floor test in the House. The governor, in defiance of 
ministerial advice, persistently failed to do so.

The cardinal virtue in a 
governor of a state in our 
federal polity is impartiality. 
A governor cannot act like a 
party loyalist or a combative 
litigant as is evident from the 
tone and language of Bhard-
waj’s utterances and his press 
release. People will accept the 
governor’s view even if they 
disagree with it provided they 
are convinced of his fairness 
and impartiality, qualities 

which Bhardwaj sadly lacked and which have adversely af-
fected the dignity of the governor’s office.

 Judgments Speak: Under our constitutional scheme, judg-
ments of our Supreme Court constitute the law of the land. They 
have far-reaching consequences both for the state and the citizen. 
Accordingly, the apex court gives reasons for reaching its conclu-
sions after discussing the arguments presented by the concerned 
parties, the different precedents cited and their applicability to 
the issues in the case. Once judges have given reasons and de-
livered their judgment they have performed their judicial func-
tion. Thereafter the judgment speaks for itself. Judges are not 
expected to nor should they defend their judgments in public. 

The Central Information Commission’s recent order asking 
the Supreme Court to explain the rationale of one of its rulings 
would entail the Supreme Court judges entering into the arena 
of public controversy and in effect lead to a public trial over 
the judgment which would detract from dignity of the judicial 
office. If a judgment is thought to be erroneous, the aggrieved 
party may seek a review on the limited grounds available to 
it. In some cases, the Act may be amended to overcome the 
judgment provided the amending Act does not have an exces-
sive period of retrospectivity and, of course, does not violate 
any essential feature of the Constitution. Judicial ratiocination 
post-judgment is both unnecessary and undesirable.

 The writer is a former Attorney General of India

Bhardwaj Should be Recalled 
for Blatantly Partisan Conduct

It hasn’t taken many days for Paki-
stan’s establishment to receive yet an-
other blow after what its master did at 
Abbottabad. This time the blow has 
come from its own creation, the Fran-
kenstein risen from the seeds of its own 
ideology. After what the Taliban-al-

Qaeda combination did at the naval base in Karachi, 
the fulminations of Interior Minister Rehman Malik 
dubbing the twins as enemies of his country looked 
nothing but a cry of the frustrated.

A Pakistani commentator put it very succinctly: “If 
we didn’t know bin Laden was in Abbottabad, we are a 
failed state; if we did know, we are a rogue state.” This 
is what Cyril Almaida, a well-known opinion writer of 
Pakistan, said after the May 2 fiasco. 

Now the May 23 fiasco in Karachi. 
Perhaps the terror outfits wanted to 
tell the world how active they are in 
that country despite the loss of bin 
Laden. May be the attack inside the 
naval base was meant to expose how 
weak the Pakistan establishment is. 
Or it may even be a warning that the 
civilian rule is too weak to protect 
Pakistanis and therefore it is, once 
again, time for the army to take over.

Watching Malik at his press con-
ference declaring that the Taliban-
al-Qaeda duo is Pakistan’s enemy, no 
one can prevent a contemptuous smile 
spreading across the world. If the ter-
ror duo is your enemy, how come the 
fountain head of that terror was under 
your nose, obviously under your pro-
tection with his four wives (the young-
est a 28-year-old Yemeni woman) and 

several children ? Who will believe that such a large 
family lived at this critical point without your knowl-
edge? You wanted it to threaten the world with indis-
criminate destruction and at the same time get the 
silly Americans pay you to fight the same “enemy”? 
The nature of the naval base event reveals that Islamic 
extremism has strong support within the military. An-
alysts of the scene have been saying this even before 
pointing out how the Islamism nurtured by General 
Zia-ul-Haq during his rule has infected many in the 
army rank and file. Ever since Pakistan was carved out 
in 1947, the establishment in that country had consid-
ered India (read Hindus and their timeless Sanatani 
pluralistic civilisation) as its main enemy.

Pakistan was born in a blast that Muslims cannot 
live with Hindus as equals in a united democratic In-
dia. And ever since Partition, the rulers of Pakistan 
have sought to play on the Muslim psyche, treating 

India not only as an enemy but also as a country easily 
gobbled up with a push recalling the successes of small 
former Islamic armies of the 11th and subsequent cen-
turies against the huge Hindu kingdoms. General Zia’s 
history books sought to rub this point into Pakistani 
mind for too long.

This is the basic problem with Pakistan. Its entire 
foundation is on false premises. And its recent history 
of unstable regimes, following each other in a pattern, 
and an army that tells the civil administration what to 
do is the inevitable outcome of this false premise. To 
repeat on old adage, as you sow, so shall you reap.

That is what finally the rise and rise of Islamic fun-
damentalism and terrorism in Pakistan tells the world. 
No wonder, the two—fundamentalists and terrorists—
are almost hand in gloves today in that country. No 
wonder the attack on naval base has happened. Reli-
gious error gets terror and terror begets more terror.

India also continues to bleed. Here 
successive party governments have 
ignored this ugly reality. They have 
extended peace and friendship to that 
country despite its large swathe of 
religious extremists spewing hatred 
towards us. Ever since its creation, 
Pakistan survives on American dole. 
Earlier the US was feeding the Fran-
kenstein as a part of its anti-Commu-
nist global strategy. But the Pakistan 
establishment, over the decades, has 
instead diverted the resources to feed 
religious fundamentalism and a state-
sponsored terror machine. The first 
target of this terror machine was India, 
followed by the US and now Pakistan 
itself. It is the classic case of sowing 
the wind and reaping the whirlwind.

The writer is a BJP MP. E-mail 
him at punjbalbir@gmail.com

Pakistan’s Unstable Regimes and Dictatorial Army 
are the Product of the Country’s False Foundations
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THE CIC’S ORDER 
ASKING THE SUPREME 
COURT TO EXPLAIN ONE 
OF ITS RULINGS WOULD 
LEAD TO A PUBLIC 
TRIAL OVER THE 
JUDGMENT WHICH 
WOULD DETRACT FROM 
DIGNITY OF THE 
JUDICIAL OFFICE.

The past week was 
replete with the 
abounding folly of 
those who profess 
to lead and should 
know better. Karna-

taka Governor H R Bhardwaj set the 
ball rolling by recommending Presi-
dent’s Rule in the state following a 
Supreme Court order that reinstated 
16 MLAs, including 11 from BJP and 
five Independents, who had been 
disqualified by the Speaker a few 
months ago and thus saved B S Yed-
dyurappa from defeat in a straight-
forward vote of confidence.  

Having lost the first round when 
the High Court upheld the dis-
qualification, Bhardwaj now found 
it opportune to press ahead with 
his vendetta. Despite the fact that 
“rebel” MLAs had returned to the 
fold and Yeddyurappa now 
commanded a firm major-
ity, the governor refused a 
floor test in the Assembly 
on the ground that the CM 
had been running an un-
constitutional government 
in the interim and had no 
right to remain in office.  

By instantly recom-
mending President’s Rule, 
the governor embarrassed 
the Centre which is trying 
to get him to reconsider 
his report as Yeddyurappa 
has paraded a clear and 
comfortable majority. Yes, 
Yeddyurappa has much to 
answer for and Speaker 
did act in a partisan man-
ner, but two wrongs do 
not make a right and it ill 
behoves a head of state to 
behave in such a blatantly 
partisan manner. 

Bhardwaj, former law minister, 
was dropped from the Cabinet in 
UPA II and appointed governor of 
Karnataka where his effort has been 
to oust the BJP government by any 
means. This is not to defend Yed-
dyurappa but to underline the point 
that governors are expected to act in 
a non-partisan manner and not as 
hatchet men of the Centre. Unfortu-
nately, UPA II, like its predecessors, 
has been prone to put failed politi-
cians to pasture in Raj Bhavans or, 
more actively, to act as party loyalists 
who will do their bidding.

The Karnataka crisis is yet to be 
resolved but rather than find ways 
to rescue Bhardwaj, the man should 
be recalled for repeatedly overstep-
ping the bounds of constitutional 
conduct. The country has enough 
problems without renegade gover-
nors adding to them. 

The same can be said for the con-
troversy stirred by Rahul Gandhi in 
Bhatta-Parsaul in Uttar Pradesh. The 
ostensible issue was administrative 
and police highhandedness against 
villagers protesting what they said 
was the meagre compensation be-

ing offered to them for land acquisi-
tion for real estate builders along the 
Taj Expressway. The facts are fuzzy 
but Rahul went on to charge the 
Mayawati Government with mis-
governance and atrocities resulting 
in mass rape and killing of up to 74 
people whose remains were alleg-
edly burnt and buried in a 70-feet 
diameter ash mound. The episode, 
he said, made him “ashamed to be a 
Hindustani”. Strong stuff.

Having staged some political the-
atre, Rahul took a group of affected 
villagers to tell their tale of woe to 
the prime minister and seek a judi-
cial inquiry. By now, however, the 
story had changed. Rape and burnt 
bones receded and police beatings 
and forcible land acquisition were 
pressed. No one quite knows who 
was raped, when and by whom, and 

how many if any bodies are buried 
in the ashes. A quick administrative 
and forensic inquiry by the state gov-
ernment suggested nothing like that 
happened. The Congress response 
has been to argue that this was an 
expected whitewash. 

Quite clearly the Bhatta-Parsaul is 
the first broadside in the campaign 
to oust Mayawati in the Assembly 
polls due next year. Be that as it may, 
the manner in which the matter has 
been agitated is irresponsible. Seri-
ous allegations do call for probe and 
punishment of those found guilty. 
But due process must be followed 
and not the technique of lynch mobs 
and kangaroo courts. Provoking 
disorder on anybody’s say-so is not 
good or constructive politics. Rahul 
is a not-so-young man in too much 
of a hurry. He has a long way to go to 
win his spurs before he can be touted 
as a political hero and “next prime 
minister”. Pride goeth before a fall. 
The Congress should be wary of such 
hollow politics if it aspires to contin-
ue to lead the country. Competing 
in empty rhetoric and irresponsibil-
ity with the BJP, another confused 

party, is not the way forward.  
Administratively, the Centre was 

guilty of successive faux pas in the list 
of 50 most wanted terror/criminal 
suspects given to Pakistan and said 
to be hiding or being hosted in that 
country. Two of the listed men were 
last week found in Thane and Bom-
bay, in jail and on bail respectively. 
While this left Delhi with egg on its 
face and a loss of credibility in terms 
of its intelligence-investigative capa-
bility, the episode does also betray a 
certain casualness among agencies 
to coordinate on the most sensitive 
issues. Such bloomers reflect a per-
vasive ‘chalta hai’ attitude in many 
matters that has come to be accepted 
as par for the course. 

Little seems to have been learnt 
from the 26/11 public relations fi-
asco in Mumbai with different de-

partments and agencies 
talking in different voices. 
The Government of India’s 
official spokesmen appear 
to have been reduced to 
relative silence and it is the 
spokespersons of parties 
who we hear every evening 
entering into polemical 
debate with one another. 
Everything has been politi-
cised and made a partisan 
issue with little attention 
to merit, principles and 
values. The institutional 
mechanisms of govern-
mental publicity such as 
the principal information 
officer, head of the Exter-
nal Publicity Division and 
the defence PRO have be-
come muted and more of-
ten than not it is the party 
spokesperson or Minister 
who speaks. This is perfect-

ly in order as far as it goes, but comes 
with the caveat “I only speak for the 
party and not the government. As 
an antidote, the government is now 
considering naming a Group of Min-
isters who can, with political author-
ity, explain and defend official posi-
tions and decisions.

The scheme is yet to be formu-
lated and its outlines are not clear. 
But this should not further dimin-
ish the institutional mechanism, 
which should indeed be consider-
ably strengthened, with information 
officers being part of the decision-
making loop so that they are not the 
last and least informed as at pres-
ent. They could then better advise 
their ministers when to intervene 
and what to say. Otherwise there is 
a danger of ministers acting like su-
perior party spokespersons, and be-
ing polemical rather than shedding 
public information and light.

Everything said, however, good 
information and PR must rest on 
good policies and sound governance. 
Propaganda can be no substitute.

E-mail the writer at 
bgverghese@gmail.com

THE BHATTA-PARSAUL IS THE FIRST 
BROADSIDE IN THE CONGRESS 

CAMPAIGN TO OUST MAYAWATI IN 
NEXT YEAR’S ASSEMBLY POLLS.
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