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In the inaugural remarks Ranabir Samaddar, the director of Calcutta Research Group (CRG), wished to look back at some of the aspects of democracy and the previous research of CRG focusing on ‘autonomy’ and ‘social justice’ especially in India. In this connection the publication of four volumes on ‘social justice’ by CRG may be mentioned. He then briefly recalled the substances of the four volumes and mentioned that the present programme synthesizes the idea of studying the evolution of governmental practices in India. It is a continuing process of CRG’s work on postcolonial democracy. CRG already held two meetings to discuss what would be the theme necessary to continue the research for another three years. The idea of looking at democracy from the angle of government and governance was followed by an extensive discussion. It took one year to finalize the research proposals and the first research workshop, held in Kolkata, evoked four principal research clusters under this programme: (i) “Law, Legality, Legitimacy and Issues of Governance”; (ii) “Science, Technology, and the New Style of Governance”; (iii) “Governance and Production of Subjectivities”; and (iv) “Identity Needs, Developmental Needs and the Securitised Response”. 
Apart from research, dialogue is another important part of the programme. Four dialogues would be held on the four research themes to see what other studies, literature and knowledge centres are produced on the themes. Besides the research and dialogue the formation of the secured website segment under this programme is necessary to disseminate the research findings. 
It was stated that the Critical Studies Conference in 2011 would be incorporated under this programme to bring forth ignored research aspects of governance like – ‘logistics in governance’.
The session was concluded on a note of thanks.
 Session I: “Law, Legality, Legitimacy and Issues of Governance”

      Chair: Amit Prakash [Centre for the Study of Law and Governance, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi]
(i) Discussion by Samir Kumar Das [Department of  Political Science, University of Calcutta, and Calcutta Research Group]
On “Ideals of Developmental Governance – Imaginations and Manifestos of the Political Parties”
· Paper by Ashutosh Kumar [Department of Political Science, Panjab University, Chandigarh]
The chair introduced the paper and author briefly. The discussant initiated the discussion with a note that this is a very interesting paper that focuses on the manifestos of political parties, particularly at a time when no one has the time to read party manifestos. The general discussion by other participants made following observations on the paper.
■ Manifestos are often characterised by some vague kind of promises, which cannot be translated into parliamentary actions e.g. the promise on food security by the Congress Party. This should be taken into consideration while discussing the manifestos.
■ The paper refers to the ‘public sphere’ and common people lying outside that. This whole Habermasean concept is very western. ‘Public sphere’ can be replaced by ‘public sphericules’.
■ There is a certain kind of auditing of manifestos regarding what was promised and what has been delivered through some kind of networks like Wada Na Todo.

■ The office level decisions in the government offices do not take into account the manifestos. Manifestos are spaces where the political parties desire to be intellectually appealing.
■ Manifestos in non democratic set ups could be compared with manifestos in democracies. 

The following questions were asked during the discussion on the paper.
■ What does the ‘convergence’ that the author speaks of, mean in terms of the governing class that sets up the developmental agenda? Would there have been any difference between two opposing parties like the BJP and the Congress? What is it that the manifesto serves in terms of governance? Is Manifesto meant for a particular kind of audience at a particular point of time?

■ How does the Election Commission govern the circulation of manifestos? How do the common people/party workers respond to election Commission’s vigilance?

■ How do the social organs of the big corporations, negotiate, influence the manifestos?

■ What is the implication if the manifesto is not for the people but for a kind of self definition e.g. communist manifesto? 
      The author responded to the observations made and the questions raised in the following manner.
■ Manifestos are underrated and are not given the due importance. Nowadays, manifesots are being taken up by the civil society intervention groups. 

■ Voters are not really getting alternatives now, in the policy promises in manifestos. Manifestos are written in a way that keeps no one unhappy. Manifestos do travel to the people during the campaigns in different forms.
■ Manifestos promise neo liberal reform with a human face. Not much of the representative institutions are found in the policy making and the manifesto forming desks. There is a commonality of interest between different sections, where the big corporations come to play a role. 
(ii) Discussion by Suhit K. Sen [Centre for Studies in Social Sciences, Calcutta]

On “The Indian State, Nehruvian (Anti-)Nationalism, and the Question of Belonging”
· Paper by Benjamin Zachariah [Visiting Scholar to Calcutta Research Group]
The discussant initiated the discussion by reading out his comment. The entire discussion centered on the issue of nationalism, developmentalism, and theology and their interface. While some of the participants had a view that nationalism and developmentalism are related in some ways, the other saw they are separate issues and the question of theology became important. The author was unable to attend the workshop. The discussant argued that the author had tried to convey the question that if civic nationalism needs a theology? Does development come first or the question what is to develop? The salient points of the discussion were:
■ Does developmentalism need some kind of theology? If it does then why the Indian way of building up civic nationalism in India seems to be a failed project? The overarching theology of Nehruvian era is missing in the Manmohon reign. Is it really finished due to unnecessarily putting up the concern of nation?  This observation was substantiated by the comment that nationalism was present particularly in the context of north east India and Nehru was continuously trying to come to terms with different versions of it. Some sub nationalisms fitted within Nehru’s nationalism. The one’s which did not fit into it, Nehru wouldn’t mind the army to march into such territories. Also, Nehru had definite image of the nation and what would be developed.
■ There is a positive link between civic nationalism and developmentalism as far as Nehru was concerned.  In Nehru’s mind both goes hand in hand. Developmentalism brings in to context the people who are not developed. If devlopmentalism is a theology, identity is required to cope with it. So, civic nationalism would be a part of developmentalism. 
■ Building the state, retaining nationhood, and developing the country are not the same. Marking out the territory was as important as building the Bhakra Nangal. Why is it that a particular kind of governing would not like to take the strident of the nation, unite their voice and say that let us develop the nation? Nationalism of CPI(M) in West Bengal has promoted the paternalistic pattern, where Darjiling will be taken care of by Calcutta. 

■ Karl Schmit makes this point that politics at one point of time takes the shape of a theology. How one kind of politics gets transferred from one situation to another is important. At any given point of time, there is also the regional pull and push factors, e.g., tug between two kinds of nationalisms, identities in Mumbai. 
(iii) Discussion by Bishnu Mohapatra [the Ford Foundation, New Delhi]

On “Citizenship, Popular Constitutionalism and Social Transformation: A PreliminaryExploration”
· Paper by Kalpana Kannabiran [The Chityala Ailamma Centre for Interdisciplinary Research, Hyderabad]
The first draft of the research paper did not reach before the workshop. The discussion was on the research proposal and the proposal was summarized first by the author. Then it was followed by the comment from the discussant and the general discussion.

The reason why the author began to think about insurgent constitutionalism was the disability rights movement and the movement for adivasi rights. She looked at the response of the judiciary and the government to these movements. The movements were locating themselves quite firmly within the constitutions. It struck the author as something that one needs to explore at greater lengths. Part of the author’s concern was what were the possible ways we could field out the constitutional concerns. The judiciary continuously draws on articulation of movements. Adivasi movements did not have the kind of impact of constitutional articulation as one might like to see. The author looked at the idea of non discrimination within the constitution taking examples of the anti untouchability anti caste discrimination movements. How does this anti untouchability translate itself in law? This is very much part of the frame of equality in the constitution. Beyond constitutional courts and popular movements, there is not a great deal of jurisprudence on Article 17. How does an insurgent constitutionalism express itself? The notion of the freedom of movement is indented. 
Comments, observations, and questions raised on the proposal were as follows:
■ The discussant delivered that there was a glorious negligence in reflecting politics in constitution. In 1990s, when students started politics taking interest in real politics, interpretations of the constitutional provisions have seemed to be fantastic. The contradiction between the constitution and the IPC could be looked at. Lot of the social wants in the country has a greater faith in the second constitution. Lot of petitions comes from people who feel discriminated against.

■ The question was raised that whether it is possible to include something that looks at unwritten customary considerations? In relation to this anbservation was made that some kind of writing are considered as unconstitutional. In Allahabad, small movements have been started based on community rights. State puts all these into one category and calls them ‘naxalite’. The argument may be such that in popular constitutionalism, when a certain kind of movement is given legitimacy, that could inspire others.  

■ It was mentioned that there are certain articles which have not been activated, e.g., Article 355 and 365.
■ How to cope with the fact of the practice of untouchability in an urban setup, where the intention is not to practice it, but it exists?
Session II “Science, Technology, and the New Style of Governance”
     Chair: Kalpana Kannabiran

(iv) Discussion by Prasanta Ray [The Institute of Development Studies Kolkata (IDSK), and Calcutta

Research Group] 

On “Development and E-Governance: Reflections on India’s Democratic Experience”
· Paper by Dipankar Sinha [Department of Political Science, University of Calcutta, and the Institute of Development Studies Kolkata (IDSK)]
The discussant read out his discussion comment. Then the paper was open for general discussion. The general observations on the paper are as follows:
■ E – governance is a way of reducing transaction costs to the state and this is a major area of investment for the corporate capital.                                                                    

■ UID could be taken up for introspection; improving the executive functioning of the government instead of looking up the provincial government like Karnataka E- governance. Service delivery mechanisms need to be distinguished between E- governance and e government.                                                                             
■ There may be a gender dimension of the research. Impact of the e-governance on poor women should be looked at. Rather gender and e-governance may be an interesting research topic. 
■ What the government is promoting is a franchise model in the name of e-governance. The critique emerged is that they make a distinction between services that re-productized for instance railway ticket, birth certificate. But, e - governance can only work not through productized but also through a lot of local mobilization. Franchise model is a limited model.
■ Unless seen from regional requirement e-governance produces another kind of divide that is digital divide along with other divides.

■ Each department of the government has ICT component. Therefore, the question of logistics - a new language of governance has come into prominence.
The author responded on the observations. According to him there is no such e-governance in India. The only thing that is present in India is e-government. But e-governance and e-government are not similar. Government hasn’t read prolific literature on e-governance. The policy on e-governance is itself confusing. That policy should include local knowledge and local skill, which may vary from one part to another. Government relies on only the formula of commonality of ICT policy. ‘E-governance’ or e-government in India may reduce transaction costs to the state but on the other hand may increase social cost and that is substantially higher. Also, there are a lot of information kiosks but lesser people to utilize those. Surveillance in connection with UID is another dangerous thing to be imposed, which will increase the social cost. Digital divide imposed by the ‘e-governance’ has certain linkages with social divide. On the whole e- governance has to be citizen driven rather than citizen-centric. In dis-informed information society people do not matter much.

(v) Discussion by Bidhan Kanti Das [The Institute of Development Studies Kolkata (IDSK)] 

           on “Whose Breach was it? Disaster and the Development Experience through Embankment

          Eyes”
· Paper by Manish Kumar Jha [Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai]

The discussant of the paper was unable to attend the workshop. However, his discussion comment was read out. It was followed by the general discussion. 
■ It has been suggested to look at the literature dealing with the circumstances under which government declares disaster and the conditions under which certain kind of calamities are termed as natural disasters. Also, developmental legitimacy will not be complete without integrating a section on drafting the national disaster policy. In this connection the nature of disaster management authority and the logistics of the disaster management are important.
■ Generally in Bihar, the principal parties are based on ethnic politics, caste politics, and the politics of the patronage. In this context a new kind of leadership (‘Naya Neta’) is emerging to deal with the issue of the beneficiaries of disaster management.
The author took part in the discussion and added how the local micro politics is affected by the national politics. He put forth one example. Micro history of Kosi river refers to patronage politics and the lineage that is followed in recent Bihar politics. Kosi barrage always got the family patronage of Jagannath Mishra. Dr. Rajendra Praasad was personally against large dam project yet came with the national agenda of large dam for national cause. On the other hand, BSS was particularly a creation of the Planning Commission. Responding to the observation he has said that the ‘naya netas’ are emerging as powerful leadership. The paper deals with the governance around the Kosi river from 1920 to 2010 keeping in consideration the politics at micro and national level.
(vi) Discussion by Indira Chowdhury [Archival Resources of Contemporary History (ARCH), Bengaluru]

On “Science and Technology for Governance and Coordination”
· Paper by Parthasarathi Banerjee [NISTADS, New Delhi]
The first draft of the research paper did not reach before the workshop. The discussion was on the research proposal. The discussant has initiated the discussion with a note that the proposal is an ambitious proposal covering wide range of issues. In the discourse on science and technology as input to government process, there has been an emphasis on innovation. Innovation as model has been borrowed from capitalist countries. It would not be out of place to explore what are the aims of science policy resolution. They may be cultivating, promoting and sustaining scientific research, encouraging growth of technology and creating atmosphere for academic freedom. Perhaps, this paper would offer the opportunity to discuss how science has come into our society and the implicit conceptual framework of our country. Therefore, institutional history of TFIR should be taken into account as well as the absence of the recognition of indigenous knowledge. What kind or role the bio technology based enterprises (MSME) in India could play is expected to be addressed in the paper along with the meaning of innovation and institutionalization of innovation. Roles envisaged to bridge organizations like NGOs need to be addressed. Difference between executive and governance is crucial. It is also interesting to look for how the ideas of justice and the science and technology are linked together. Whether this research in science and governance will facilitate justiciation and how will the author look at justiciation (through what parameters) is to be looked at further.
Responding on the question asked on the difference between executive and governance, the author has said that the separation is legitimized on the ground that people would be asking for governance as issue of governance is related to demands for governance. Role of the executive is a small part of the government. On the connection between science and technology and justice, the author has argued that his basic postulate is based on the notion of well-being and that is a prime function of science and technology. Science and Technology in contemporary time creates act of justiciation. In this respect one can compare the Chinese local government with what the India has. SPR was introduced fifty years back. But we never enacted it. U.S. provincial state governments also can check monopolistic acts. 
(vii) Discussion by Sudeep Basu [Centre for the Study of Social Exclusion and Inclusive Policy, National Law School of India University, Bengaluru]
            On “Between Growth and Sustainability – The Illusions of Environmental Governance in India”
· Paper by Sutirtha Bedajna [Calcutta Research Group]
The discussant has initiated the discussion on a note that the paper starts with the theoretical framework and has concentrated on the risk based method than adaption based method. The general discussion on the paper has evoked the following comments and questions.

■ Discourse on sustainability is based on a theoretical literature. It would be interesting if the paper deals with the neo-classical resource management principles and the neo-classical perception regarding ecosystems functioning and environmental governance.

 ■ Social governance is different from the environmental governance because the latter has been accused of appropriating only ecological concerns. It would be interesting to take into account the issue of social institutions here.

■ Question has been asked that whether environmental governance in India is going towards regulatory means. EIA, water related legislations all are showing a drift towards regulatory framework.
■ Can anything there be called environmental sustainability? Keeping on increase in consumption and putting economic value on environment is it really possible to go for sustainability? The management of environmental resource is simply a process of transferring costs not a process of mitigating costs. The role of technology also should be addressed in this context. Gandhian principle has been recalled to put stress on environmental sustainability in place of demand management.
The author has responded to the comments and questions by saying that the paper has dealt with all those aspects that have been raised during discussion. 

■ The paper starts with a theoretical framework that first of all mentions the axiom of material value and axiom of abundance in connection with the environment-economy interactions. Then by appropriating entropy school the paper has gradually dismissed the economic growth oriented, market and technology based solutions for environmental degradations. The paper establishes that the asymmetry of technology fails to deal with the question of irreversibility, uncertainty and integrity of nature. That’s why the market based approach doesn’t take into account properly the issues of intergenerational equity. In that sense the paper has dealt with the neo-classical aspect of environmental governance though it categorically denies the underlying principles of neo-classical thought.

■ Environmental governance in India, especially after the advent of neo-liberal paradigm, is showing de-regulatory drift rather than the trajectory of regulation. Several instances can be presented supporting this view, e.g., the process of reforms in Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), drafting National Environment Policy 2006, Coastal Management Zone Notification 2008, Biodiversity Bill etc.
■ Environmental sustainability is a possibility if there is a constraint on ever growing consumption path. ‘Sustainable growth’ is an impossible and paradoxical choice. Everything cannot be solved by technological advancement.    
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Session III: “Governance and Production of Subjectivities”

      Chair: Bishnu Mohapatra 
(viii) Discussion by Pradip Kumar Bose [Calcutta Research Group]

            On “’Developmental Democracy’ through Education: Production of New-fangled Subjectivities and

            Corpulent Psychic Economies”
· Paper by Anup Dhar [The Centre for the Study of Culture and Society (CSCS), Bangalore]
The discussant suggested that the paper could have written backwards. His comments were restricted to the seven sections as those could reach the discussant in time. He told that neither the Indian higher education is understood from enlightenment principle nor the genealogy of higher education be looked from this framework.  A genealogical approach on its own could be sufficient to understand higher education. Calcutta University for instance was a fiefdom of a particular family for long years and till recently continued to be fiefdom of one person in the ruling left party. What universities have become in India does not relate to the enlightenment principle. Higher education is a system which gets integrated into the system. Following are the general comments on the paper: 

■ Europe never neglected its past. Even during pre- colonial time we had good faculty in law but today we do not have. China on the other hand has studied jurisprudence over the past four to five decades therefore social structuring is based on that study.

■ Distinction between IITs and university system is that university produces a kind of knowledge and the applied knowledge is practiced by law schools, IIMs and IITs. The question has been asked that whether the earlier systems of education were e-commensurable with later forms of education? Success of management of IITs lies on its command over resources. There is a struggle of control over resources in earlier systems. Gouri Vishwanathan’s study between intent and consequent views this in a similar way.

■ Why are we ignoring the pressure from below to get education for instance the dalit demand for education? How does it factor in the larger scheme of things and the question of reservation, the question of resource at whose expense is the public money is being used and allocated? The predicament is both capital centric and post-colonial.  What about recent government’s initiative to privatize universities? The recent conflicting debates should be taken into account and what kind of subjectivity is produced should be explored.
■ Education is a tradable commodity under GATT. So, everything has now become competitive in education. 
■ While looking at higher education the factor of the political patronage in appointment of teachers in educational institutions is an important aspect to deal with.

Author responded to the comments by saying that there is no single history of Indian Universities. Multiple histories of education have produced multiple subjectivities. A threefold mode seems to be at work. Governance in higher education insists relevance and accountability and education and governance relates each other when the education has been reduced to employment. 
(ix) Discussion by S. Anandhi [Madras Institute of Development Studies, Chennai]

On “Culture, State and Governance: A Study of NCZCC, Allahabad”
· Paper by Badri Narayan Tiwari [G.B. Pant Social Science Institute, Allahabad]
The discussant was unable to attend the workshop. But, she sent her comment on the paper and that was read out in this session. Following questions and observations have been raised during the discussion.

■ Is focus of the paper government efforts to market and fashion culture and the functions of government along with the criteria as mentioned in the paper like – a) the ‘Showcasing culture of city audiences’, b) the packaging, processing and labeling of culture?

■ What does ‘Showcasing culture of city audiences’, as depicted in the paper, mean? Does it mean that the zonal culture has been frozen? Or is it that the structure has become frozen?
■ The cultural institutions very often use to standardize one particular culture. In doing this they are also refining cultural practices. What roles do the zonal cultural centres play in this regard?
■ State’s engagement with culture is an interesting aspect. Government has been spending crores of rupees on these though they organize programmes which have specific cultural agendas. Regional experiences should be taken into account and it cannot be said that those experiences don’t contribute.

 ■ Absence of local governance and local people could be seen along with the continuous erosion of government level functioning regarding the tasks of marketability of cultural products. The reference of Delhi Haat has been drawn in this context whereas Bollywood has become a successful marketable form of cultural expression.

The author has said that the focal point of the paper is how politics is creating hierarchies of cultural forms not how the State intervenes. According to the author the discussant hasn’t commented on the third segment of the paper which deals with the fake kind of audiences for whom politics of display has no meaning. Market is a force in the cultural realm or cultural hiatus. Politics of space is guided by urban or elite kind of looking at culture. With Rajiv Gandhi’s intervention market entered within the domain of culture. Therefore, there should be the system of auditing as well as some norms for auditing. How market plays its role in cultural governance is an interesting angle to observe along with the hierarchy within the system.

    (x)     Discussion by Pallav Kumar Goswami [Calcutta Research Group]
              On “Governing a Democracy and Guiding Development – Recent Policy Explosion in India and Ethics in

              Governance”
· Paper by Rajarshi Dasgupta [Department of Political Science, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi]
The discussant commented basically on ethics in governance referring to policy explosion and administrative commission reports. The paper is discussed from the west Bengal perspective. Therefore, Instead of ‘semiotic’ understanding, a ‘semantic’ understanding could be better suited. The comment is restricted in a specific area of administrative reforms - the relation between overhauling of governance and the bureaucracy. The Second Administrative Reforms Commission unworked this idea. There is a clear perception of a trust deficit and that is looming very large. The next stages of liberalization are going to aggravate this deficit. The discussant also commented on the transition from law and order to development through Shastri Commission, Vohra Commission etc. This processual shift has dealt with the shift from government to governance. Experts and specialists were brought in making lateral entry possible at certain very specialized areas. Lately there have been attempts at extracting from Indian texts to introduce ethics of governance.  
The following observations have been made during the discussion.

■ There should be mention in the paper about the information commissions and the RTI processes. This opens up the functioning of the government to the public. Reforms are often very contradictory to each other. Neo liberal governmentality and the right to development are happening together. There is a trust deficit. The central information commission is amazingly taking up the case of information dissemination. 

■ Governance is not gender neutral thing. Suggestion has been made to accommodate how the gender question has been addressed by the reforms.
■ Administrative Reforms Commission reports do make a distinction between trust deficits. One is that which triggers off violence and the other one keeps the violence limited in one area, and be the state’s machinery. How does the government initiate development processes in a situation which is visited by crises whereas the people still trust the state especially the middle class? 

■ There is no dissolution of the state in the question of governance. More the government tries to recede; the more people try to find it out. How the ethical question is caught in two conflicting worlds - the world of capital, which will subvert any trial at having transparency, and the world of violence. The governmental politics is caught between a war model and a model of development.

■ The paper can be misleading if the idea of policy explosions is not introduced for the readers. Indian state wants to claim itself as a developmental state and then fails to deliver. There is nothing called a pure neo liberal model. Empirical research in India shows a much hybrid form. The ethical argument is internally generated. One should look at how ethics has been generated within the government.
        (xi) Discussion by Subhas Ranjan Chakraborty [Calcutta Research Group]
On “Governing the Minorities”
· Paper by Ranabir Samaddar
The discussant briefly highlighted the salient points of the paper. Then the paper was open for general discussion. There are several observations raised during discussion on the paper.
■ Hunter has reflected in his essay the animosity against Muslims though Muslims were the previous rulers of this country. There are also strategic issues regarding the Indian Muslims. 

■ While developmentalizing the minority question the politics of representation became very much important. The practice has been so far to homogenize the entire Muslim community. There are many constituencies in India reserved for scheduled castes. However, in these constituencies muslims are in large number. Generally candidates from scheduled castes have been selected for the constituencies. This is another way to ensure the under-representation of Muslims in the legislative bodies. Basically the question of minority in contemporary times has not been treated properly. The question remains that how can anyone reconcile demands of communitarian claim of the system. One category may be ethnic and other may be religious. Classification and sub-classification of groups in the realm of governmental policies have helped in electoral gains.
■ Colonial State dealt with the minority in a comprehensive way. Then, minority was numerically defined. However, today ‘tribals’ are not defined as minority. That practice is same for the dalits. There is an ongoing tussle also regarding whether the Christian community could be called minority. This is perhaps the politics of recognition.Therefore, minority question in India is unresolved.
The author has agreed to rethink in the manner that colonial period gave birth to a minority question. It is important to find out discontinuities when the democracy has found out that there was a minority group it had to deal with them. It is also true that the question of religion is much more sensitive. But, question may be raised regarding the post colonial consideration for minority groups. Why does the State confine minority question to religious groups and why the government is not willing to speak about other kind of minority communities? At some level recognition is given through representation. However, globalization sys that representation is not enough for solving the minority problem. Recognition is required and that can be addressed only when development is addressed. So, debate between recognition and justice points towards a scholastic debate. Internal dilemmas and contradictions are shown here. Government tries to sublimit the minority question. Ranganathan Committee and the Sachar Committee have shown how to sanitize the question of minority but this has to be kept in the internal level. So, question of security and development should be put at virtual level.
Session IV: “Identity Needs, Developmental Needs and the Securitized Response”

      Chair: Samir Kumar Das
(xii)  Discussion by Sabyasachi Basu Ray Chaudhury [Department of Political Science, Rabindra Bharati University, Calcutta and Calcutta Research Group]
On “Identity Needs, Developmental Needs, and Governmental Responses Reflections on India’s Democratic Experience”
· Paper by Amit Prakash
The discussant read out his comments. It was followed by the general discussion. Following observations have been made on the draft paper.

■ One of the main bases on which Jharkhand and other small states were created is the issue of development, democracy, administrative efficiency etc. The states themselves have become economic burdens. 
■ Politics of recognition is also about substantive equality.

■ There is a discourse on resource curse. A territory has lots of resources, but very often becomes subject to control of big corporations etc. Large number of cases are there where local governments do not have any revenue base and to have that they develop the land. The local competition creates the market which heightens the price of land. Notion of governance and how it is related to development is relevant here.
(xiii) Discussion by Manabi Majumdar [Fellow in Political Science, Centre for Studies in Social Sciences, Calcutta]

On “Governing the Economy of Rural India”
· Paper by Ratan Khasnabis [Department of Business Management, University of Calcutta]

The discussant read out her comments. Then the paper was open for discussion.

■ On question of governance the permanent anxiety has been how to pacify and keep governments quiet. The way in which Gramsci uses hegemony is permanent hegemony. Would it not be more appropriate to see how muscle men have been deployed when disturbance occurs in four major districts of West Bengal to tame down the rapidity in which discontent spread?
■ Clarification is needed on ‘predator growth’. Partho Chatterjee’s article has been referred to view on predator growth and governmentality.

■ Economic and political argument are not in parallel tracts. There is always crisscrossing of two arguments.

The author has responded by saying that problem lies in the theoretical framework in a parliamentary regime. In rural India of early Nehru era political democracy could not really function. Slowly the scenario changed as State tried to negotiate by adopting a win – win situation, pleasing all sections. It however made the system fragile. The sys is fragile in the sense maoist alternative is taking shape.  How the State would address such issues is an interesting point to explore. Real possibility of power is likely to be replaced by counter power.
(xiv) Discussion by Deepak Kumar Mishra [Centre for the Study of Regional Development, School of Social Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi]
      On “Conflict and Development – Implications for Democracy and Governance”
· Paper by Sujata Dutta Hazarika [North East Centre For Research and Development, Indira Gandhi National Open University, Guwahati]
The discussant put forth the salient points of the paper and appreciated the fact that the paper addressed one of the well known questions of governance that is ‘conflict and development’. Then, the discussant read out own comment on the paper. As the author was unable to attend the workshop the comment was followed by general discussion. Following issues are expected to be reflected in the paper:

■ One important observation is that in many Northeast states there are no Panchayat Raj Institutions (PRIs). So, the context of PRIs should be cautiously dealt with.

■ Also, the Question of women needs a lot of problematization. Women cannot be read out of their situation or location. 

■ At local level, also a gap exists as the domain of customary law has not been addressed in the paper properly. More reading of literature has been advised in this regard. 

■ It was held by some of the participants that the attempt to solve ethnic problem in Northeast through market mechanisms actually reinforces ethnic problem.

■ It was also pointed out that some scholars in the northeast always and justifiably are critical of government initiatives for development describing the latter as “nationalization of space” but they are cheerful at every globalization opportunity.

(xv)  Discussion by Paula Banerjee [Department of  South and Southeast Asian Studies , University of Calcutta, and Calcutta Research Group]
On “Security and Development – Implications for Democracy and Governance in India”

· Paper by Swarna Rajagopalan [Prajnya Initiatives, Chennai]
The discussant initiated the discussion on a note that the paper actually tries to develop the interface of security, development, and democracy. The effort to put all those issues is commendable. The paper has taken the help of five case studies to develop the argument and the focus is female infanticide in Tamil Nadu. It is indeed a security issue as well as the issue of ‘good governance’. But, the question is whether the project should be looked from feminist angle or it should be looked from humanistic angle. It is important to save lives first. On the other hand, democracy is a historical development. It has by this time been beaten to death. There should be thinking outside it as well. 
The following observations have been made on the paper.
■ Infanticide is an extension of the problem. Right to abortion becomes right to selective abortion also. Laws have been very limited, but then what should be the project for feminists? Is there any reason for not dealing with female feticide? Democracy is an imperfect form of government, but then what would be better option than to perfect it? Democracy may be worse but may not be the worst.
■ In Punjab and Haryana, there is single girl child scheme. However, no political party in Haryana took female feticide into consideration. Is it not a softer approach for the state to formulate these policies? The patriarchal nature of the community is not being addressed by the votes.
■ The grand narrative of patriarchy generated multiple patriarchies in society. That should be reflected in the paper. The larger political and policy milieu needs the dissatisfaction to be located. 

■ This is one case where what Foucauldian idea that modern governance is politics of life can be employed. The capillary of insecurity at each and every step is apparent here. The question remains how is it that in the same cusp, where one has security and insecurity, the security is being ensured. This question needs to be addressed.
Concluding Session

Chair: Sabyasachi Basu Ray Chaudhury
This was the concluding session. The following decisions have been taken.
■ Revised papers are to be submitted by 31 July 2010.  

■ The revised papers will be discussed in the Fourth Critical Studies Conference in September 2011.

■ Publication plan: It was decided that, due to research papers of different kind and different intensity, CRG would go for co-authored books, monographs, essays, and special volume of EPW with six to eight select articles instead of single edited volume on the theme. 

■ It was decided that the ‘links’ section in the secured segment of the website would incorporate theme wise documentation of the primary resources as far as possible. 
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