
NEET and Institutional 
Murder of Anitha

Anitha was a 17-year old dalit girl, daughter of a 
daily wage labourer, from Ariyalur district, Tamil Nadu 
(TN) dreamt of becoming a doctor after her mother died 
of lack of medical treatment 10 years ago. She killed 
herself on 1st of September afternoon after she lost her 
medical seat due to National Eligibility and Entrance 
Test (NEET) exam, in spite of getting very good marks 
in state board exams (1176 out of 1200). She would 
have got admission easily if it would have been based 
on the Plus Two examination marks as until last year in 
TN.  She took part in the fight against NEET and had 
impleaded herself as one of the respondents in a 
Supreme Court case challenging NEET in TN. 
Though the Central government introduced NEET last 
year, TN was exempted from it. However, it got reintro-
duced after betrayal of the Central govt., State govt. and 
the Supreme Court. This step has made the admission 
tougher for the downtrodden sections as most of them 
are from state board schools and the NEET exam is 
based on CBSE syllabus. If we look at the numbers, 
Maharashra board alone has more Class 12 students 
than the all-India strength of the CBSE. Researchers 
from IISc showed that students of many state board 
performed better than CBSE students in science 
subjects (Current Science, 2009). Still, CBSE syllabus 
“pattern” has become the standard, which benefits the 
minority well-to-do, urban, largely upper-caste Hindu 
males from Hindi-speaking areas studying in 
Delhi-headquartered school boards. Now the question 
arises, is NEET part of the RSS-BJP's agenda of 

Hindi-Hindu-Hindustan, the agenda of complete 
centralization? 
After introduction of NEET in TN, where the state 
board biology syllabus is about 70% different from 
that of the CBSE, only the rich elites who can spend 
lakhs of rupees at coaching centers can now enter 
the medical education. India signed the 
WTO-GATS agreement in 1995, and after that, it 
has become the responsibility of the govt. to open 
the sectors like education and health for profiteer-
ing to the foreign and domestic corporates. The 
NEET is just a cruel symptom of a larger disease, 
the commodification of the higher education, which 
is spreading throughout the Indian education 
system. 
While the Brahminical hindutva ideology of the 
RSS-BJP has caused the institutional murder of 
Rohith Vemula, the anti-people agenda of the 
government (both central and state) has killed 
Anitha. In Anitha’s own words, “When nobody gets 
equal opportunities, who are they deceiving by 
saying single exam for all..?.” To initiate move-
ments against the filtering exams such as NEET, 
which are brought in the interest of corporates and 
those who deny the social justice, will be the best 
way to pay homage for Anitha! And only by initiat-
ing movements against these bhraminical-feu-
dal-hindutva forces we can make sure that we do 
not lose another bright star like Rohith or Anitha.
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Privatization of Defense 
PSU BEML       

The Employees of Bharat Earth Movers Limited, a 
profit making defense PSU (DPSU), have been, for the 
last few months, protesting against the government’s 
decision to sell 26% stake and transfer management 
control to a strategic buyer. Successive governments at 
the centre since the early 1990s have embarked upon 
the course of privatizing one PSU after the other. While 
the initial justification was based on the claim that 
PSUs are a drain on the exchequer, soon the focus 
shifted to privatizing profit-making PSUs, thereby 
completely exposing the real intention. Interestingly, 
this is the first instance of a DPSU being held up for 
sale to private capital. Fig. X indicates that the current 

phenomenon is not by chance, but by design; it had 
been probably planned long back, to be implement-
ed in a phased manner.
India has quite a few defense labs and manufactur-
ing units (Refer Fig. Y). Why do we then import 
approximately 70% of our defense equipment? 
Why is India still handicapped with no actual 
technological or strategic advancement even after 
70 years since 1947?
In 200 years, British plunder had liquidated the 
indigenous mercantile class; a class of wealthy 
elites and big land owners took its place as brokers 
and intermediaries to colonial masters. Historically 
incapable of developing into an independent class, 

Murder of Gauri Lankesh: 
attempts to silence dissent 

continues
Asking questions to the establishment, demanding 
accountability and standing for the voiceless and 
oppressed was what Gauri Lankesh carried out 
through her journalism and activism. She was threat-
ened, sued and finally, when she refused to be 
silenced, killed in cold blood on September 5, 2017. 
Soon after her death, across India thousands of people 
are protesting at the murder of the gutsy woman 
who, carrying the legacy of her legendary father P. 
Lankesh, stood in forefront of any progressive activi-
ties that happened in Karnataka. She worked as an 
editor in Lankesh Patrike, a Kannada weekly started 
by her father, and ran her own weekly called Gauri 
Lankesh Patrike. 
Her Patrike had a wide impact throughout Karnataka 
as it used the local language and not English. She used 
it staunchly as a weapon against the Hindutva 
politics. She actively participated in the movement 
against the attempts of the Hindutva forces to 
Hinduise the Sufi shrine at Baba Budangiri. She vehe-
mently criticized the exploitative system of hierarchy 
in Hinduism where “women were treated as second 
class creatures”. She headed Komu Sauharda Vedike, 
an anti-communal front in Karnataka. She also strong-
ly propagated a view that the followers of Basavanna 
were not Hindus. The Hindutva forces had huge accu-
mulated grudge against her and they spoke it out 
many a times. As the pattern of murders of Dr Naren-
dra Dabholkar, Govind Pansare, and M M Kalburgi 
clearly reveals, she is another prominent victim of 

the Hindutva zealots. Like Gauri they also were 
votaries of rational thought and secular tradition. 
And they all wrote and spoke in their own 
languages. This enabled their ideas to reach far 
and wide, in the villages and the hamlets, and 
countered the blind faith of ordinary citizens, 
fostered and encouraged by communal forces.
In the wake of these events, if we look at recent 
figures, from January, 2016 to April, 2017, India 
has witnessed 54 reported attacks on journalists, 
at least three cases of television news channels 
being banned, 45 internet shutdowns, and 45 
sedition cases against individuals and groups. 
India has a poor record when it comes to freedom 
of the press and ranked 136th among 180 coun-
tries on this year’s World Press Freedom Index, 
published by Reporters Without Borders. Last 
year, it had ranked three spots higher. This over-
all scenario of shrinking liberty, poses questions 
and weakens our faith on the hallow of “democra-
cy” that India proudly flaunts about. From bans, 
use of colonial laws like UAPA to killing of activ-
ists like Gauri, the ruling class seems to have 
efficiently coordinated the legal and illegal means 
to curb dissent. 
However, every time the reaction that such 
incidents receives, shows that peoples of India 
has not yet chosen ‘silence’ as an option. People 
will learn from fearlessness of activists like Gauri 
and will fight back for freedom and democracy.

The Compulsion for 
Aadhaar

The central government has been vehemently push-
ing for Aadhaar card for Indian citizen and has directed 
to link pan card, mobile sim-card, bank account and 
many other details with the Aadhaar. In our country, we 
already have ration card, voter card, pan card, driving 
license etc. Then what is the reason for making another 
card by spending so much amount of money? The card 
also incorporates biometric details such as fingerprints 
and iris scans, which are of high importance to an 
individual. The logic given by the government is that it 
will help giving direct social benefit to the actual needy 
by direct money transfer and curb down terrorism. But 
is it so?
The history for the conception of Aadhaar dated back to 
2000 when the Kargil Review committee headed by K. 
Subrahmanyam submitted its report to the then Prime 
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee. It proposed identity 
cards for the people in border villages and later border 
states. In 2001, the Ministry of External Affairs 
proposed for a mandatory national identity card. After 
this, the Unique Identification Authority of India 
(UIDAI) was established in 2009 and Nandan Nilekani, 
the co-founder of Infosys, was made the Chairman of 
UIDAI by the UPA government. UIDAI launched an 
online verification system in 2012 and the then Prime 
Minister Manmohan Singh launched an Aadhaar-linked 
direct benefit transfer scheme.
On 23 September 2013, the Supreme Court issued an 
interim order saying that "no person should suffer for 
not getting Aadhaar" as the government cannot deny a 
service to a resident as Aadhaar is only voluntary. In 
another interim order on 11 August 2015, the Supreme 
Court of India ruled that "UIDAI/Aadhaar will not be 
used for any other purposes except PDS, kerosene and 
LPG distribution system" and mentioned that even for 
these facilities Aadhaar will not be mandatory. Howev-
er, On 11 March 2016, the Aadhaar (Targeted Delivery 
of Financial and other Subsidies, benefits and services) 
Act, 2016 was passed in the Lok Sabha and subsequent-
ly notified in the Gazette of India. On 27 March 2017, 
the Supreme Court affirmed that Aadhaar cannot be 
mandatory for availing benefits under welfare schemes. 

In another significant move, on 24 August 2017, the 
Supreme Court upholds right to privacy as a funda-
mental right.
There are also issues of great concern associated 
with Aadhaar. Firstly, there is a serious breach of 
privacy and individual liberty. Important personal 
information is being collected by private agencies. 
The digital document itself is self-signed by a 
non-internationally recognised certificate authority 
(n)Code Solutions, a division of Gujarat Narmada 
Valley Fertilizers Company Ltd (GNFC). There is 
also concern for security as several cases of data 
leaks have been reported. This can become a gold 
mine for hackers and criminals. In May 2013, 
deputy director general of UIDAI, Ashok Dalwai, 
admitted that there had been some errors in the regis-
tration process and some people had received 
Aadhaar cards with wrong photographs or finger-
prints.
International experience shows that this type of 
card has been issued in only few countries. In many 
countries this could not be implemented due to 
resistance by the people. However, in spite of so 
many drawbacks, the government is implementing 
it forcefully, without hearing people, and even the 
Supreme Court. It may be noted that the work of 
Aadhaar card was started from Maharashtra and 
Chhattisgarh. The tribal people in those states have 
resisted the corporate loot of minerals and other 
natural resources and have stalled several private 
projects involving mass eviction and loss of liveli-
hood. Many villagers and tribal people in those 
areas have been denied ration for not having 
Aadhaar. This indicates that the main purpose of the 
government is not to give services to the people but 
to curb any form of dissent against the ruling class. 
By linking Aadhaar with other details, the Indian 
state can now keep an eye and track movements and 
activities of each person very easily. It can take 
steps against any person who raises voice against it. 
It appears that the reason behind the compulsion for 
Aadhaar is to implement its policy of repression 
through surveillance.

Outcome Based Education 
(OBE)

Since 1991, the Indian rulers are opening the market 
of this country, in the name of ‘economic liberaliza-
tion’, ‘globalization’ etc., such that the big corporates 
can invest in India freely and directly, and loot the rich 
resources, both living and non-living,  without any 
hindrance. The massive blow is indeed the privatization 
of education sector. In the context of engineering educa-
tion, the ultimate goals of this privatization are mani-
fold, such as – turning education into a commodity, 
making the ongoing miserable education system into a 
more pathetic one, and produce some cheap sophisticat-
ed labors to feed the demand of global capital.
Outcome Based Education (OBE), as it is popularly 
known worldwide, is the next big thing which the 
Government of India (GOI) wishes to implement for all 
engineering qualifications, in order to improve the ‘qual-
ity’ of the nation’s workforce. At the very superficial 
level, OBE claims to be “a student/learner-centric learn-
ing philosophy that focuses on empirically measuring 
student performance, which is called outcomes”. In a 
nutshell, the traditional education (TE) system is 
criticized as a system where a teacher teaches, provides 
resources to a student, and assessments are done in form 
of written exams, therefore, the TE system is indifferent 
on whether a student understands a concept correctly, 
whether he/she is able to develop something using this 
concept, or not. While, on the other hand, OBE system 
claims to bring a “radical shift” in the whole approach 
by making it ‘student/learner-centric’ from ‘teacher-cen-
tric’ perspective, where “direct instruction of facts and 
standard tests”-based TE is discouraged, and innovative 
content delivery methods, assessment based on 
constructive methods are appreciated.
Undoubtedly, there are limitations in TE, especially in 
the part where the system assesses a student. Scoring 
‘marks’ in exams is the primary ‘motivation’ behind 
study in TE system. Naturally, most of the students lose 
interest on study, and involve themselves in an unjust 
competition of getting ‘highest marks’. The 
decades-long bourgeois education system was success-
ful in bringing a near-permanent psychological change 
in the middle-class mindset, that ‘marks’ is the only 
way of achieving ‘success’ in career. Here, comes the 
internal contradiction of this model. In the era of global-
ization, where global capital demands a consistent 
stream of cheap skilled labors, the earlier ‘marks’-cen-
tric assessments have started acting as barriers to this 
demand, especially in engineering education. Thus, 
suddenly the global leaders of capitalist economy have 
started crying, and becoming critical to the TE system 
they have proposed to replace it with OBE, which is 
now suddenly have started realizing “quality should not 
be judged from any narrow perspective”. It is interest-
ing to notice that their sudden concerns and realizations 
regarding the effectiveness of the present educational 
model coincide with the emergence of economic liberal-
ization across the globe.
The proponents of OBE system openly states - “in 

recent years, there have been increasing calls in the 
West for greater attention to be paid to the outcome 
of education, so that the return on investment in 
education can be evaluated”. Thus, it is evident that 
the education is treated as a field of investment in 
OBE system, or in other words, the OBE system 
encourages the commodification of education. As a 
part of this we are witnessing the sudden emergence 
of Massive Open Online Courses (MOOCs). The 
world-wide commercial providers of MOOCs, such 
as – Coursera (founded in 2012), Udacity (founded 
in 2012), Canvas Network (founded in 2008), 
WizIQ (founded in 2007) etc., are selling education 
in form of online courses, online certifications, to 
individuals, and thereby turning education in a 
profit-making commodity. 
The monopoly of commercial MOOC providers, 
mostly headquartered in USA, and the growing 
trend of imposing the culture of video tutorials will 
definitely reduce the importance of teachers in 
private universities and colleges. The OBE system 
openly claims that the role of the teachers in this 
new model will be of managers, whose primary 
responsibility is not teaching, rather managing or 
guiding the students. In other words, teacher will 
provide the video tutorials bought by the respective 
college authority, or instruct the students to register 
the courses online by their own, and only discuss 
the doubts faced by the students. At one end, the 
OBE system targets the assessment method of TE 
system, and on the other end it hardly justifies or 
validates the effectiveness of video tutorial method. 
This not only shows the internal contradiction 
present in the OBE system, but also exposes the 
pressure of oligopolistic MOOC providers to create 
a worldwide market for them. In such a model, even 
if we ignore the quality of understanding of the 
fundamental topics at students’ end, the threat on 
the teachers’ community is also clearly visible. 
Evidently, this will in turn force the qualified 
individuals to join the pool of skilled labor in some 
company, abandoning their desire of choosing 
teaching as a profession.
Implementing OBE is a long-term project taken by 
GOI and it is openly stated that its’ objective is “to 
reduce the barriers between Industry and Institute 
and to make students employment-ready”. But, 
where does the scope of research and innovation 
stand then? The recent shrinkage in funding R&D 
projects, the huge increase in semester fees etc., are 
the different frames of the ongoing movie on privat-
izing education sector. The proponents of these 
policies are boasting about the availability of educa-
tional loans, without even explaining its implica-
tions. Therefore, it is the need of the time to expose 
the GOI-sponsored eye-wash regarding OBE 
system in the context of economic neo-liberaliza-
tion and the privatization of education sector.
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The Industrial Policy Resolution, 
1948, restricted the entry of the 
private sector into this industry.

Government of India 
permitted 100% 
equity with the 
maximum of 26% 
FDI component.

Clamor for disinvestment; 
another` committee 
cleared 15 companies 
including L&T, Tata Power, 
Mahindra, Godrej, Bharat Forge, 
Infosys, Wipro and TCS for 
Raksha Udyog Ratna (RUR) status.

Clamor for disinvestment 
and increasing the FDI 
cap from 26% to 49% in 
the Indian defence 
indusry is suddenly on the rise.

Clamor for privatization of the 
defence industry in India 
has started.

Govt. Committee 
recommended the 
selected private sector 
companies should be 
given permission to build 
major defence platforms 
such as tanks, aircraft and ships.

% cap on FDI has 
failed to attract any substantive 
FDI in the defence sector, 
with only approximately 
Rs.70 lakh �owing in as 
FDI between 2001 and 2009.

Cabinet Committee 
approves privatizing BSML 

the Indian bourgeoisie, instead of wanting a decisive 
victory over imperialism, decided to become its slave 
and sub-exploiter.  This class was oriented in the sphere 
of circulation, and not production. Hence the focus on 
research and product development was largely missing. 
Similar thought process is present within the govern-
ment and the state machinery also, they being agents of 
the same class. This prevented India from actual indige-
nous technological  development.
The Indian economy is far from healthy; most 
macro-economic indicators point to this fact. Inflation 
adjusted public spending has been in an ominous situa-
tion, affecting the country’s poorest the most. However, 
there has been no cut in defense expenditure.
India is the world’s largest importer of arms, making 
arms trade with India an extremely lucrative business. 
To get a share of that pie, arms corporations are 
wriggling their way into the system. The deliberate 
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attempts to drum up hyper-nationalism and create 
the bogey of imminent wars with our neighbors are 
in perfect consonance with the policy of allowing 
the private sector in DPSUs. All this is only to build 
up public opinion in favor of gifting private capital 
a huge chunk of taxpayers’ money in exchange of 
arms; while on the other hand convincing the 
masses to accept the fact that spending in healthcare 
and education as a percentage of GDP remain lower 
than many sub-Saharan African countries.
It is well known that the big arms manufactur-
ers-state nexus in the US provides the impetus for 
militarism and the US wars of aggression. India by 
adopting a similar pattern will be fuelling demand 
for more armaments and aggressive national chau-
vinism. The privatization of defense production in 
India is thus fraught with serious consequences.

Fig X


