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CENTRE TO REMIND STATES AGAIN OF IAS CADRE 
RULES 

 The Department of Personnel and Training (DoPT) will send another reminder to States 
to respond to its proposal to amend the Indian Administrative Service (Cadre) Rules, 
1954, with which Indian Administrative Service (IAS), Indian Police Service (IPS) and 
Indian Forest Service (IFoS) officers could be deputed to the Union government and 
Ministries without necessarily taking the State government’s nod. So far, 16 States 
have responded. Seven States — Haryana, Manipur, Madhya Pradesh, Tripura, Uttar 
Pradesh, Gujarat and Arunachal Pradesh, all governed by the Bharatiya Janata Party 
(BJP) — have given their consent to the proposal. Five States  Odisha, Meghalaya, 
Jharkhand, Rajasthan and West Bengal  have responded to the DoPT, opposing the 
amendments. The Chief Ministers of three other States — Kerala, Tamil Nadu and 
Telangana — have written to the Prime Minister to register their opposition.  A senior 
government official said that January 25 was the deadline to respond but as many 
States have not sent their replies, the Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and 
Pensions will send another reminder this week. The Union government is facing an 
acute shortage of All India Services (AIS) officers, and despite existing provisions, 
States are not sponsoring adequate numbers of officers for Central deputation, and 
the available officers are not sufficient to meet requirements, the DoPT has said. As 
reported by  The Hindu, the DoPT had earlier sent three letters on December 20, 
December 27, and January 6, seeking comments from the States. 

 

SIX ARMY MEN HONOURED WITH SHAURYA CHAKRA 
FOR GALLANTRY 

 Olympics gold medallist Subedar Neeraj Chopra was named for the Param Vishisht 
Seva Medal (PVSM) on the eve of Republic Day, while six Army personnel, five of them 
posthumously, have been selected for the Shaurya Chakra, the third highest 
peacetime gallantry award, by the President and Supreme Commander of the Indian 
armed forces, Ram Nath Kovind.   

 Subedar Neeraj Chopra won the Olympic gold in javelin at the 2021 Tokyo Olympics. 
He enrolled in the 4th battalion of the Rajputana Rifl•es as a direct entry Naib Subedar 
on May 15, 2016.  

  The five personnel conferred Shaurya Chakra posthumously are Naib Subedar M. 
Sreejith and Sepoy Maruprolu Jaswanth Kumar Reddy from the 17 Madras Regiment; 
Havildar Anil Kumar Tomar from the Rajput Regiment; Havildar Kashiray Bammanalli 
from the Corps of Engineers and with the 44 Rashtriya Rifles (RR); and Havildar Pinku 
Kumar from the Jat Regiment and with the 34 RR. The sixth Shaurya Chakra awardee 
is Rifleman Rakesh Sharma, 5 Assam Rifles. All the six personnel have been awarded 
the Shaurya Chakra for their role in counter-insurgency operations, of which all five 
personnel awarded posthumously were for operations in Jammu and Kashmir and 
along the Line of Control (LoC).  The sixth Shaurya Chakra awardee, Rifleman Sharma, 
was part of an ambush that took place after receiving information on the movement 
of insurgents for extortion and killing of civilians in a village in Assam in May 2021. 
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ONE LINERS 

 BUDDHADEB REFUSES PADMA BHUSHAN AWARD 

 GEN. RAWAT, KALYAN GET PADMA VIBHUSHAN 

 JHAJHARIA CHOSEN FOR PADMA BHUSHAN NEERAJ NAMED FOR PADMA SHRI 
 

INDIA EXTENDS RELIEF OF $200,000 TO TONGA 
 NEW DELHI India on Tuesday expressed “deep sympathy” to the tsunami-hit Kingdom 

of Tonga in the Pacific Ocean and extended an immediate relief assistance of $200,000 
to deal with the disaster that was triggered by the explosion of a massive underwater 
volcano. “India has firmly stood by Tonga during times of crisis and devastation caused 
by natural disasters, as during Cyclone Gita in 2018. Disaster Risk Reduction and 
Management is an important pillar of India’s Indo-Pacific Oceans’ Initiative (IPOI) 
announced by Prime Minister Narendra Modi in November 2019,” said the Ministry of 
External Affairs in a statement. 

 

INACCURACIES, PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONS’ IN GREAT 
NICOBAR EIA REPORT 

 The details of the recently released draft environment impact assessment (EIA) report 
for the mega development project in the Great Nicobar Island have raised serious 
questions related to submission of incorrect or incomplete information, scientific 
inaccuracy and failure to follow appropriate procedure. A public hearing to discuss the 
report has been scheduled for Thursday at Campbell Bay, the administrative 
headquarters. The matter is related to the NITI Aayog-piloted ₹72,000-crore 
integrated project in Great Nicobar that includes construction of a mega port, an 
airport complex, a township spread over 130 sq. km of pristine forest and a solar and 
gas-based power plant. Andaman and Nicobar Islands Integrated Development 
Corporation Ltd. (ANIIDCO) is the project proponent.  The pre-feasibility report for the 
project was prepared in March 2021 by the Gurugram-based consultant AECOM India 
Pvt. Ltd. A committee of the Ministry of Environment Forest and Climate Change 
(MoEFCC) issued terms of reference (ToR) to prepare the EIA report in May 2021. 

 
CONCERNS RAISED  

 Ecologists and researchers have been raising concerns about this project for over a 
year, and the recent draft EIA has not been able to allay those fears. Concerns begin 
with the role of the Hyderabad-based Vimta Labs Ltd. hired for conducting the EIA.  
While the ToR for preparing the EIA was finalised only in May 2021, the report itself 
lists many instances of Vimta staffbeing in the field and conducting studies as early as 
December 2020.  How is it possible that Vimta knew the details of the projects and the 
needs of the EIA months before the contract was awarded and even the project details 
were finalised?  This could have only been through the project proponent or the DPR 
consultant and appears a violation of the ToR, which had stated that the DPR 
consultant should be independent of the EIA consultant. “The consultants appointed 
to carry out the draft EIA have only one empanelled expert on ecology and biodiversity 
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in its team — and it is not clear what his area of expertise is. It is also clear that several 
of the ToRs have not been complied with, as admitted in the draft EIA Report itself,” 
says Debi Goenka, veteran environmental campaigner and executive trustee of the 
Conservation Action Trust. He also points out that the rapid assessment study carried 
out by the Wildlife Institute of India and the baseline survey by the Zoological Survey 
of India (ZSI), both appended as annexures, too were commissioned before the issue 
of the ToR. 

 

INCOMPLETE DATA  

 There are also serious issues of scientific accuracy and integrity where the data 
presented is concerned. Large parts of Section 3.9, which is on ecology and 
biodiversity, have in-text citations but no references. Tables with lists of plants and 
animals found in the island are incomplete and with no sources provided. The 
information in other places is internally inconsistent and/or incorrect. The area of the 
island is mentioned in one place as 1,045 sq. km, while it is 910 sq. km (the current 
official figure) in another.  The executive summary mentions that the Galathea port 
area does not record any coral reefs, whereas the ZSI study appended to the EIA, 
reports a coral reef spread over 116 hectares in Galathea Bay.  Chapter 3 similarly says 
330 species of fauna are recorded in the island, while the same ZSI study puts the 
number at more than double at 695. 

 

INSTITUTIONAL CALLOUSNESS 

 The EIA says in another place no migratory birds have been reported from Great 
Nicobar, whereas it is well known that these islands are located along two globally 
significant bird flyways and more than 40 species of migratory birds have been 
recorded from Great Nicobar The callousness continues in the approach of the 
statutory authorities. The EIA report was expected to have details of the project 
proponent’s environment policy such as its standard operating process, procedures 
for highlighting violation of environmental and forest norms and for ensuring 
compliance with environmental clearance conditions. All that the project proponent, 
ANIIDCO, has said in response is that no such policy exists and that they undertake to 
comply with all laws of the country related to the environment, forests and coastal 
regulation zone. A statutorily mandated set of requirements is being given the go-by, 
raising further questions on the validity of the EIA. Equally illustrative is the 
undertaking issued by the Directorate of Tribal Welfare, the agency tasked with the 
primary job of securing the rights of the indigenous people on the islands.  It first 
assures that “the right of the tribal shall be well protected and taken care of” and then 
goes on to conclude that “whenever any exemption from the existing 
regulations/policies/ law of the land are required to be provided for the execution of 
the project, this Directorate will seek required exemptions(s) from the competent 
authority to that effect 

 

TICK BOX EXERCISE 

 Can there be bigger evidence that this EIA has been approached less as a document to 
ask important questions and more as an exercise in merely facilitating clearances and 
ensuring that the project goes ahead,” asks a senior tribal researcher who did not wish 
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to be named. Environmental lawyer Sreeja Chakraborty says, “It is evident that there 
are serious procedural lapses, lack of transparency and a lack of any seriousness in this 
EIA process. The EIA has been reduced to a mere ‘tick box’ exercise and inspires no 
confidence at all.” 

 

NORWAY WANTS TO PUT ‘TANGIBLE DEMANDS’ ON TALIBAN 
AT TALKS 

 Norway said it will put “tangible demands” on the Taliban during talks in Oslo on 
Tuesday, the last day of the hardline Islamists’ controversial first visit to Europe since 
returning to power in Afghanistan. A Taliban delegation led by Foreign Minister Amir 
Khan Muttaqi has been in Norway since Saturday for talks focused on humanitarian 
aid to Afghanistan. “This is not the beginning of an... open-ended process”, said state 
secretary Henrik Thune, who was to sit down with the delegation on Tuesday.  
 
FOLLOW-UP 

 We are going to place tangible demands that we can follow up on and see if they have 
been met”, he told Norwegian news agency NTB. The demands will include the 
possibility of providing humanitarian aid directly to the Afghan people, according to 
NTB.  It will call for human rights to be respected, in particular those of women and 
minorities, such as access to education and health services, the right to work, and 
freedom of movement. Norway is also expected to raise the plight of two women 
activists who went missing in Kabul last week after taking part in a demonstration. The 
Taliban have denied responsibility. “Norway providing us this opportunity is an 
achievement in itself because we shared the stage with the world,” Foreign Minister 
Muttaqi said on Monday. 

 

SLASH FUEL TAX, RAISE MGNREGS OUTLAY TO SPUR 
FLAILING CONSUMPTION, SUGGESTS CRISIL 

 The upcoming Union Budget for 2022-23 should include higher allocations for the rural 
employment guarantee programme, a new plan to generate urban jobs and fresh cuts 
in fuel taxes, to revive flailing consumption demand in the economy, credit rating 
agency Crisil said. Households’ consumption, which was already slowing down before 
the COVID-19 pandemic, remains in the red and ‘would not even have sighted’ 2018-
19 levels by the end of this fiscal year, thanks to high inflation and income losses amid 
the pandemic, Crisil noted in a report titled ‘Undoing the Consumption Shock’.  “With 
the pandemic affecting low-income segments the most, near-term measures to 
support incomes and private consumption are crucial to strengthen the bridge to the 
mediumterm growth path,” the agency said, mooting a shift from the Centre’s 
preference in the last Budget to push growth through reforms and capital spending 

 

Worst hit 

 Private consumption accounts for 55% of India’s GDP and is ‘the worst performer 
among the expenditure-side components of GDP’, lagging 2019-20 numbers by 3% as 
per the official national income estimates for 2021-22, Crisil observed.   
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 A rise in income inequality and lower allocations for the MGNREGS in 2021-22 had 
further dented households’ spending power that was already hit by lower income 
growth, job losses, high inflation in essential goods and services and an uptick in 
medical expenditure owing to the pandemic.  

 Non-farm wage growth halved year-onyear in April to November 2021 to 3.2%, 
effectively recording a negative growth once the high inflation was discounted, it said.  
While the reduction in petrol and diesel excise duties in November 2021 was helpful, 
consumers could do with more relief now as easing the fuel tax burden ‘will augment 
disposable income while simultaneously trimming the input cost burden for 
producers’, it said.   

 “The case for a national urban employment guarantee scheme has repeatedly been 
put forth by experts as well as the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Labour in its 
August 2021 report. The time is ripe for its realisation,” it underlined. 

 

THE UNITED NATIONS AND THE CRISIS IN YEMEN  
How has the UN been facilitating peace processes in Yemen? What are the resolutions 
adopted by the UNSC? 

 The story so far: The crisis in Yemen has steadily escalated in recent weeks with the 
Houthi missile and drone attacks on Saudi Arabia and the UAE and the retaliatory air 
strikes by the Saudi-led coalition on the Houthi-held territories in Yemen. The 
worsening crisis with wider geopolitical implications for the Gulf region has raised 
questions on what the international community, especially the UN, has done to resolve 
the issue. While the UN has failed to find a lasting ceasefire, let alone a settlement to 
the conflict, its different agencies have been working in Yemen since the crisis broke 
out in early 2011. It has established the Office of the Special Envoy to the Secretary-
General on Yemen (OSESGY) to engage with all Yemeni political groupings and the 
Security Council (UNSC), has adopted many resolutions concerning Yemen, calling on 
all parties to respect the ceasefires. UN agencies are also in the forefront of providing 
humanitarian relief to the country.  

 

WHAT IS THE ROLE OF THE UN SPECIAL ENVOY ON YEMEN? 

 In April 2011, the UN appointed a Special Advisor to the Secretary-General on Yemen. 
The Special Advisor played a critical role in mediating the early negotiations between 
warring parties in the southern Arabian country. He met with Yemeni leaders, foreign 
diplomats and the Yemenis demonstrating in squares around Sana’a. These 
negotiations later facilitated the signing of the first political transition agreement, the 
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) Initiative and its Implementation Mechanism, in 
November 2011. In 2012, the UN formed a special political mission for Yemen by 
establishing the Offce of the Special Envoy to the Secretary-General on Yemen. The 
Special Envoy is responsible for engaging with all sides in Yemen, including the 
Government, political parties, civil societies and working closely with other regional 
and international actors to facilitate the political transition on behalf of the UN 
Secretary-General. The Special Envoy briefs the Security Council regularly on the peace 
process and the situation in Yemen. Negotiations led by the Office of the Special Envoy 
enabled the Yemenis to conclude a National Dialogue Conference in 2014, seeking a 
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new federal and democratic Yemen. The Office of the Special Envoy provided 
diplomatic, political, technical, logistical and financial support for the national dialogue 
process. It also facilitated dozens of Dialogue sessions at the interlocutors’ request. 
Since 2015, the Office has mediated four rounds of talks between the Yemeni warring 
factions in Geneva ( June 2015), Bienne (December 2015), Kuwait (April to August 
2016) and Stockholm (December 2018). The Special Envoy played a crucial role in 
facilitating the Stockholm Agreement that agreed to a ceasefire (Hodeidah 
Agreement), opening humanitarian corridors (Taiz understanding) and a prisoner 
swap.  

 

WHAT IS THE SECURITY COUNCIL’S STAND? 

 Since 2011, the UNSC has adopted 18 Resolutions regarding the various facets of the 
crisis in Yemen. The first resolution (UNSCR 2014), adopted on October 21, 2011, called 
for implementing the GCC initiative for the peaceful transition of political power in 
Yemen. Resolutions 2051 (2012), 2140 (2014) and 2216 (2015) also urged all parties to 
continue the efforts for the political transition, especially the implementation of the 
National Dialogue outcomes. The Council Resolutions 2140 (2014), 2216 (2015), 2266 
(2016) 2342 (2017) imposed targeted arms embargo, travel ban, and assets freeze 
against certain individuals and entities.  

 Since the adoption of Resolution 2140, the Council has enlisted nine Houthi leaders 
for threatening Yemen’s peace, security, and stability. On December 21, 2018, 
Resolution 2451 endorsed the Stockholm agreement, called on all parties to fully 
respect the ceasefire in Hodeidah, and authorised the Secretary-General to establish 
and deploy a UN monitoring team in Yemen.  

 Subsequently, Resolution 2452 established a Special Political Mission to support 
Hodeidah Agreement (UNMHA). Most recently, Resolution 2586 has extended its 
mandate until July 15, 2022. The Security Council also addressed the role of the Special 
Envoy in its resolutions 2451 (2018) and 2452 (2019). In addition to the resolutions, 
the Security Council adopted several presidential statements and issued numerous 
press statements on the Yemen crisis. The statements discussed various issues, 
ranging from calling warring parties to refrain from taking actions that undermine 
Yemen’s unity, sovereignty, independence, and territorial integrity to expressing grave 
concern regarding the humanitarian situation in Yemen. In its latest statement issued 
on January 14, 2022, the Security Council condemned the Houthi seizure and 
detention of a UAE-flagged vessel off the Yemeni coast.  

 

HOW IS THE UN TACKLING THE HUMANITARIAN CRISIS?  

 Yemen faces the world’s worst humanitarian crisis. More than half the population are 
at risk of famine, and 80% of the people require some form of humanitarian assistance. 
According to the UN, in 2021, a Yemeni child under the age of five died every nine 
minutes because of the conflict. The UN and its agencies have been delivering 
humanitarian aid in Yemen from the beginning of the crisis. The UN’s World Food 
Programme (WFP) distributes 100,000 tonnes of food commodities monthly, reaching 
more than 13 million people. The WFP also delivered nutritional support to 3.3 million 
pregnant and nursing women and children under five. The UN Population Fund 
(UNFPA) has reached nearly 2 million people with reproductive health services. UN 



 

8 | P a g e  

Children’s Fund (UNICEF) is helping treat severe acute malnutrition in children by 
providing essential therapeutic food and medical supplies. Lastly, the UN Office for 
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA) works closely with the Government and 
humanitarian agencies at all levels to enhance humanitarian coordination. 

 

EQUALITY FOR WHAT? 
 Ahead of the upcoming Union Budget, the Congress has stated that the Narendra Modi 

government should work to address the ‘economic epidemic’. They said that the 
income disparity between the rich and poor has increased during the pandemic.  

 In this article dated September 14, 2017, Neera Chandhoke explains how inequality is 
fundamentally against justice and democracy. In 1820 the German philosopher Georg 
Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, in his magnificently crafted Philosophy of Right, had written 
with some despair of the moral squalor and of the ravages that poverty brings in its 
wake.  

 The state of poverty, he argued, is not an aberration, it is a product of industrial 
society, of the overproduction and underconsumption which marks this social order.  

 But it is precisely society that banishes its victims to the twilight zone of collective life. 
Here, removed from the advantages of solidarity that civil society offers, the poor are 
reduced to a heap of fragmented atoms, rabble, poebel.  

 When the standard of living of a large mass of people falls below a certain subsistence 
level, he wrote, we see a loss of the sense of right and wrong, of honesty and of self-
respect. “Against nature man can claim no right, but once society is established, 
poverty immediately takes the form of a wrong done to one class by another.”  

 Hegel suggests that poverty is a social phenomenon.  

 One, society is complicit in the creation and recreation of poverty. Destitution, that is, 
is the outcome of a skewed economy.  

 Two, poverty breeds unfortunate consequences, such as suffering, which seriously 
demoralises human beings.  

 Three, the existence of large numbers of the poor pose a direct threat to the social 
order, simply because the poor are (justly) resentful of their exclusion from the 
benefits of society. We should be seriously reflecting on Hegel’s criticism of a society 
that refuses to correct the wrongs it has heaped on its own people, in the light of the 
research findings of the economist Thomas Piketty and his colleague Lucas Chancel. 

 

INEQUALITY IN INDIA  

 In a paper aptly titled ‘Indian income inequality, 1922-2014: From British Raj to 
Billionaire Raj?’, they conclude that income inequality in India is at the highest level 
since 1922, when the country’s income tax law was conceived, and that the top 1% 
earners corner 22% of income.  

 These research findings should send a powerful warning signal to power elites, leaders 
who prefer to concentrate on the politics of beef, brutal repression of dissent, and 
curtailment of basic human freedoms, even as the lives of thousands of Indians are 
mired in mind-numbing poverty.  

 There is more to the proposition that some persons are poor beyond belief, and others 
are rich beyond belief in India. P is poor, we can say, when she does not possess access 
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to the basic resources which enable q, or s, or m to consume nutritious food, avoid ill 
health, attend school, take up a job, and own a home, let alone go on holiday or 
possess a car. This implies that p is not just poor, she is unequal to q, s, or m, since the 
latter three, unlike p, have access to certain advantages that p does not.  

 Poverty is the effect of inequality as well as the prime signifier of inequality. And 
inequality is demeaning. 
 
IMPLICATIONS FOR SOCIETY 

 Arguably, inequality is not only a matter of statistics. It is a shattering reflection on the 
kind of society we live in. Logically, if the economic ordering of society is responsible 
for ill-being, it is obliged to remedy the wrongs that it has visited upon the heads of 
the poor.  

 This constitutes a basic code of justice. People who have been wronged are entitled to 
ask for justice.  

 If justice is not delivered, inequalities are reinforced and compounded over time. 
Resultantly, people fated to occupy the lowliest rungs of the social ladder are not only 
denied access to basic material requirements that enable them to live a decent life, 
they are likely to be socially overlooked, politically irrelevant except in times of 
elections when their votes bring parties into power, disdained, and subjected to 
disrespect in and through the practices of everyday life.  

 To be unequal is to be denied the opportunity to participate in social, economic, and 
cultural transactions from a plane of equality. Starkly put, the presence of massive 
inequality reflects sharply and pejoratively on the kind of social relations that we find 
in India.  

 Because these social relationships are indisputably unequal, they cannot but be 
entrenched in massive discrimination and exploitation. Can we reflect on inequality 
without taking on exploitation and discrimination?  

 And unless we confront these background inequalities directly, will not inequality 
continue to be produced and reproduced along with the production and reproduction 
of a lopsided social order, indeed as an integral part of this order? 

 

MORALITY OF MUTUAL RESPECT  

 Let us not understate the implications of inequality, it violates a basic democratic 
norm: the equal standing of citizens.  

 Persons have equal standing because each human being has certain capacities in 
common with other human beings, for instance, the capacity to make her own history 
in concert with other human beings.  

 Of course the histories that persons make might not be the histories they chose to 
make, but this is not the issue at hand. What is important is that each person realises 
this ability.  

 The principle of equal standing generates at least two robust principles of democratic 
morality.  

 For one, equality is a relation that obtains between persons in respect of some 
fundamental characteristic that they share in common. Equality is, morally speaking, 
a default principle. Therefore, and this is the second postulate, persons should not be 
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discriminated against on grounds such as race, caste, gender, ethnicity, sexual 
preferences, disability, or class. These features of the human condition are morally 
irrelevant. These two postulates of political morality yield the following implications.  

 To treat persons equally because they possess equal standing is to treat them with 
respect. The idea that one should treat persons with respect not only because some 
of these persons possess some special skill or talent, for example skilled cricketers, 
gifted musicians, or literary giants, but because persons are human beings, is by now 
part of common sense morality.  

 If someone were to ask, ‘equality for what’, we can answer that equality assures equal 
standing and respect, and respect is an essential prerequisite for the making of human 
beings who can participate in the multiple transactions of society from a position of 
confidence and self-respect.  

 If they cannot do so, the government is simply not taking the well-being of its citizens 
seriously. There is urgent need, in the face of government inaction and insensitivity 
towards people trapped in inequality as a social relation to invoke the collective 
conscience of Indian citizens.  

 If the right to equality is violated, citizens should be exercised or agitated about this 
violation. But for this to occur, for society to feel deeply about the right on off•er, we 
have to incorporate the right to equality into political thinking, into our values, and 
into political vocabularies.  

 The project requires the harnessing of creative imagination and courage on the one 
hand, and careful reasoning, persuasion, and dialogue on the other. The task also 
demands the investment of rather high degrees of energy and time.  

 But this is essential because a political consensus on what constitutes, or should 
constitute the basic rules of society, is central to our collective lives. The political is not 
a given, it has to be constructed, as Karl Marx had told us long ago, through determined 
and sustained political intervention 

 

FOR A CIVIC SOLIDARITY  
THE CHAKMA/HAJONG PEOPLE DESERVE CITIZENSHIP AND NOT RACIAL PROFILING 

 The NHRC has done the right thing in directing the Ministry of Home Affairs and the 
Arunachal Pradesh government to submit an action taken report against the racial 
profiling and relocation of the Chakma and Hajong communities in the northeastern 
State. They had fled their homes in the Chittagong Hill Tracts in erstwhile East Pakistan 
(present-day Bangladesh) after losing land to the construction of the Kaptai dam on 
the Karnaphuli river in the early 1960s.  

 They had sought asylum in India and were settled in relief camps in Arunachal Pradesh. 
Since then they have been well integrated in villages in the southern and south-eastern 
parts of the State. In 2015, the Supreme Court directed the State to grant them 
citizenship, but this had not yet been implemented. In a judgment in 1996, the Court 
had stated that the “life and personal liberty of every Chakma residing within the State 
shall be protected”.  

 In light of these orders and given that most of the Chakma/Hajong community 
members were born in the State and have been living peacefully, the Arunachal 
Pradesh Chief Minister’s announcement, in August 2021, that they would be relocated 
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outside the State and that steps would be taken for a “census” of the communities 
was clearly unwarranted.  

 The so-called Statedriven census would have amounted to a racial profiling of the two 
communities that have also been the subject of an antagonist and nativist campaign 
by organisations such as the All Arunachal Pradesh Students’ Union. The issue has not 
been helped either by statements made earlier by the Union Minister of State for 
Home, Kiren Rijiju, about relocation.   

 It is difficult, but not impossible, for any State government in the northeast to balance 
the interests of native tribal communities and those of legitimately settled refugees 
and their progeny. Special rights guaranteed in the Indian Constitution in these States 
in order to protect the tribal people, their habitat and their livelihoods, have more 
than occasionally been misinterpreted as favouring tribal nativism with overblown 
demographic fears fanning hatred for communities such as the Chakma/Hajong in 
Arunachal Pradesh and Mizoram.  

 Unfortunately, political forces have also limited themselves to using ethnic fissures for 
power and sustenance. Uprooting communities that fled their homelands under 
duress and have since been well settled in their adopted areas, contributing to the 
diversity of culture and the economy, would be a violation of their rights and repeating 
a historic wrong.  

 A dialogue between the State government, civil society and those of the 
Chakma/Hajong communities would go a long way in addressing concerns in 
implementing the Court judgment of 2015, rather than the course currently adopted 
by Itanagar. Implementing the NHRC directive should be a step in the process to 
reverse that course. 

 

COUP IN BURKINA FASO JUNTAS WITHOUT POLITICAL 
LEGITIMACY HAVE ONLY WORSENED THE CRISES IN 
WEST AFRICA 

 Burkina Faso, once known as one of the most stable countries in West Africa, has been 
mired in a deadly cycle of jihadist violence since 2015.  

 Monday’s coup, in which mutinous soldiers overthrew the democratically elected 
government of President Roch Marc Christian Kaboré, was a direct result of this 
growing instability which the government failed miserably to tackle.  

 Mr. Kaboré was elected President in 2015 almost at the same time jihadists, belonging 
to al Qaeda and the Islamic State, were expanding across the Sahel region. They turned 
the vast countryside of this landlocked country bounded by Mali  and Niger — both 
rocked by Islamist violence — into ungovernable territories. Over the last seven years, 
at least 2,000 people have been killed and over one million displaced in this country of 
22 million people.  

 The military and large sections of civilians saw the Kaboré government as ineffective, 
corrupt and out of touch with the ground reality. The coronavirus pandemic and the 
associated economic woes have also pushed the Burkinabe people further into misery. 
An uprising, touched off in the streets of Ouagadougou, the capital city, a few days 
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ago, was followed by the mutiny. The soldiers moved in quickly, surrounding the 
presidential palace.  

 West Africa has seen a series of successful coups in recent months. In September 2021, 
special forces in Guinea ousted the government and captured power. In Mali, the 
military staged a coup for the second time in less than a year, in May 2021. While in 
Chad, the President was killed in conflict in April, Sudan saw the military throwing out 
a power-sharing agreement it had reached with civilian revolutionaries and taking the 
levers of the state in its hands.  

 The ease with which the generals captured power in all these countries should be a 
warning to other elected governments in the continent. While taking power, all these 
military leaders promised elections, but soon their focus shifted to tightening their grip 
on power rather than resolving the crises that they used to justify their power grab or 
allowing a transition to a legitimate government.  

 The story of Burkina Faso is not different. The coup was reportedly welcomed by 
protesters in the streets of Ouagadougou. It is understandable because the people, 
fed up with the jihadist violence and the state’s inability in tackling it, may have 
thought the men in uniform could at least provide them better security.  

 But this support could be short-lived as the power-hungry junta faces a terrorist 
machinery spread across the Sahel along with the postcoup political divisions and 
instability at home. Coups are hardly a solution to the many crises these countries face. 
Rather, the juntas, which lack political legitimacy, end up making them worse. 

 


