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SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE :
He pointed out that although the Minister
says on the floor of the House that ‘pau-
city of funds will not be a problem’. Yet,
there has actually been a problem of
paucity of funds,

SHRI A.B.A. GHANI KHAN CHAU-
DHURI : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I repudiate
the charge of the hon. Member. Only
yesterday I spent the whole day with the
General Manager of this Metro Railway.
At no time in 1983 did they ask for more
money than what we have given them.
I can assure the House that I am not
misleadjng the House. Paucity of funds
will not stand in the way.

weow wgtew - WA aifaw | @@
ore U 7 WA @ !

SHRI M. RAM GOPAL REDDY :
Sir, Calcutta city is an overcrowded city ;
it is also a very congested city. [ want
to know from the hon. Minister, in spe-
cific terms, to what extent, and by which
time, he is going to complete it. This is
my question. Let not the CPM and the
Opposition people think that Calcutta
belongs to them only ; it belongs to the
entire nation, The city must be relieved
of its huge congestion in traffic.

. MR. SPEAKER : That question has
been answered. He has already answered
that question.

Next question.

Deemed University Status for Birla
Institute of Technology, Mesra, Ranchi

#226. SHRIMATI GEETA MU-
KHERIJEE : Will the Minister of EDU-
CATION AND CULTURE be pleased
to state :

(a) whether Bihar Government have
recommended to Union Government that
Birla Institute of Technolgy, Mesra,
Ranchi, be granted deemed University
status ;
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(b) whether opinion of Ranchi Uni-
versity has been taken in the matter ;

(¢) whether in violation of the re-
commendation of Education Commission
of India (1964), the autonomy of B.LT..
Mesra, conferred in 1972 has never been
reviewed although Ranchi University
Senate unanimously resolved in 1979 to
review its autonomy ;

(d) whether Government and the
U.G.C. received numerous complaints
from various organisations of teachers,
students etc, regarding gross abuse of
autonomy by this Institute ;

(¢) ifso, action taken by Govern-
ment thereon ; and

() whether Government propose to
get the autonomy of this Institute, review-
ed before considering to enhance the
status thereof ?

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF
THE MINISTRIES OF EDUCATION,
CULTURE AND SOCIAL WELFARE
(SHRIMATI SHEILA KAUL) : (a) Yes,
Sir,

(b) Central Government has no in-
formation.

(c) On the recommendation of the
Education Commission, the University
Grants Commission, has formulated a
scheme for granting autonomy to sclected
colleges, The scheme visualises a perio-
dic review and assessment by the con-
cerned University of the performance of
such colleges. Accordingly, the review
of the performance of the BIT, basto
be made in accordance with the provi-
sion of the relevant rules under which
the institute was granted autonomous
status by the Ranchi University/Govt, of
Bihar, The Central Government have
no information so far about any such
review having been made.

These repre-
to the

(d) and (¢) Yes, Sir,
sentations have been brought
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notice of the University Grants Com-
mission

(f) The responsibility for review of
the autonomous status rests with the
Ranchi University/Government of Bihar.
However while considering the proposal
for deemed University status, the Uni-
versity Grants Commission is expected
to make an independent assessment of
the performance of the Institute,

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERIJEE :
Sir, though the question is long, yel,
the hon. Mipister has succeeded in giving
insufficient and incomplete answer even
to that, And I seck your protection,

MR. SPEAKER : Am I to protect
a lady from a lady ?

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERIJEE :
Sir, in answer to my question, the hon,
Minister said two things., She said that
the Bihar Government has recommended
that Deemed university status may given
to the B.1.T., Mesra, Ranchi, She has ad-
mitted also that something is required to
be done under the UGC scheme. Now,
Sir, according to the recommendation
of the Central Education Commission,
the performance of autonomous cell ages
has to be reviewed from time to time.
The Central Government has no such in-
formation whether that kind of reyiew
has been made in regard to the B.L.T. In
the last part of the question about con-
ferring the status, she says ‘UGC is ex-
pected to make an independent assess-
ment of the performance of the institute,
That is to say, necessary review will
have to be made before giving a Deemed-
university status to the institutibpn My
question is only this. The Central Edu-
cation Department and the Ministry of
Education obviously are in close coope-
ration with the UGC, Will the Minister
at least take it up with the UGC that
before the proposed status to the BIT
is conferred, such a review of the per-
formance of the said institution will be
made, and without that review, this
question will not be considered ?
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RIMATI SHEILA KAUL : In
March, 1972, the Birla Institute of Tecn-
nology was declared an autonomous in-
stitute,.  This autonomous status was
conferred according to the guidelines
from the UGC, That period is only for
S years ; it is not a whole-time affairs.
After 5 years a review should take place,
as you say. Actually, it should have
In June 1983, the UGC re-
quested the Vice Chancellor of Ranchi
University to review the autonomous
status of the Birla Institute, And again
also, the UGC wrote to the Vice Chan-
cellor to set up a Committee to review
this thing but no reply has come so far,
though another letter has been sent to
the university, We are awaiting the

reply,

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERIJEE :
I am sorry, you have not answered my
specific question. Will you request the
UGC to review the thing first and then
only consider this? To that she has
not answered,

SHRIMATI SHEILA KAUL: I am
answering ; let me finish, Let me reply.
No recognition can be given without a
review as you mentioned,

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERIJEE :
Thank you. Then my second supple-
mentary is this : Sir, lam very brief gene-
rally and I don’t take much time, My
second supplementary is this. In part
(d) I wanted to know whether Government
and the UGC received numerous com-
plaints from various organisations of
teachers, students, etc. regarding gross
abuse of autonomy by this Institute. In
part (¢) I asked ‘If so, the action
taken by Government thereon’. The
Minister has replied that these represen-
tations have been sent to the University
Grant Commission. Nothing more. 1
would like to point out the serious na-
ture of these complaints The Minister
herself received a letter dated 16th May,
1983 from the B.LT. teachers association
about the very serious irregularities. It
is an eight-point memorandum, and |
would not like to go into that, because
it will take a long time, I would only
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like to mention, that these complaints
are. about admissions, questions, about

rs and other things. For example,
for admissions, no test marks are given
out ; 157 failures were given in the list,
and subsequently that list was withdrawn,
end only one failure list came. Like
that, there are many other kinds of cor-
ruption. The whole thing was received

by the Minister as early as May this year,

and it was expected that she will come
out with some concrete action about the
very specific instances of corruption
given in this memorandum, but she has
not. I would like to know whether the
Minister has personally gone into the
specific charges of corruption, and if so,
what is her reaction ? If not, will she
herself go into these matters and see that
this corruption is uprooted ? She should
not refrain from taking action simply
because the Birla family is involved with
the B.L.T.

SHRIMATI SHEILA KAUL : The
Committee of the Uaiversity Grants
Commission which considers the question
of grant of deemed university status to
the Institute will certainly keep in
mind what the hon. Member has said.

SHRIMATI GEETA MUKHERIJEE :
What about the complaints ?

SHRIMATI SHEILA KAUL : These
would be looked into.

PROF. K.K. TEWARY: My im-
pression about the Birla Institute of
Technology at Ranchi is slightly diffe-
rent. This autonomy granted by the
Commission is just a euphemism for
captivity. This institute is a captive in-
stitute of the Birlas. There is rampant
corruption in the matter of appointment
of teachers, there promotions, misuse of
funds, admissions etc. and these. have
been reported from time to time by the
various teacher organisations. I was
also a member of that organisation, We
had been submitting memoranda after
memoranda to the authorities for a
thorough enquiry into the functioning
of this institute, but nothing has happen-
ed so far. The hon. Minister has also
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admitted that the autoromy granted to
th.s institute has not been reviewed even
after five vears. That is a serious lapse.
1 would like to know, whether the hon,
Minister has any plan, or she is thinking
of instructing the Government of Bihar
or the Education Commission, the UG.C,
for taking steps for the takeover of this
institute or converting this institute into
a copstituent unit of the Ranchi Univer-
sity, so as to rescue this institutiod from
the clutches of the Birlas.

SHRIMATI SHEILA KAUL: As |
have mentioned, a Committee of the UGC
will go into these aspects in detail,

ste nfwa gwre Agar : w=aE qE-
7a, fazar gedsge & svam & AT
¥ wwfg, & ot fawer eiegz @
aran 1 fawan gtsgz A @
@1, IIET G ATy gH A
foaor oo fadga & ama sfiwelt A
gesl Wi gto faardy st & & @,
Fa%7 yafags s &, g W 9 AW
F 1509z § @ foast ¥ 2022
fras @@ ¢, ST 39 & azew g o
fasgia gears s & )

off TETEATT @At 0 4 REAIN
T AR

e wiwa gare dgan : faegw 5t
1 ®|ar 20 ar 22 fawwy & 9 gwww
FaTaT § a7 A4 & WY go-gs famwi
#t ar w wYE e A & 7 Fat for
faai % fod Se2oa &Y w=f @ agw
¥t aE 3, ¥ fomd Prardi @ 7w
a@TF ag wrw &y fagre &
foay Gotfirafen srfafas §, o &
¥ ot ox wifas gedt A ¥ WA
wgr & ot Forr ot ot vt & G-
frafcn w1faa wg1 an awan & 4 G-
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frafor sifafas &1 ot 4 & w0
¢, ag naAdez wrfafow ¥ ¢ ar 7 a=
& qur grar & afew ot oF wfaw @
forg & srqaas & werAT #7197 FHAT
¢ WY wgt 4 v w1 fadaw g @19 #
quEE

i gfrafedy o a=i g€ 5 3w
Foggumr AT Earadi A @y & @w-
1T &7 ST femrar AgAr 321
zuw qga o ghrafedt & & @
wifersr w1 frvgfrafadt w1 2zv 27
& fou godt vl anfgz &t o, &
adf aww a1 @ § f& s afefeafaat
¥ aur g g aar § ?

PROF. K.K. TEWARY : With due
respect to the Hon. Member, I must say
that he is representing the establishment in
BIT. He is not speaking on behalf of
the teachers and students, We and the
people of Bihar feel concerned about it.

SHRI SATISH AGARWAL : You are
a professor and he is also a professor.
Let us hear him also. He is entitled to
express his views as you are entitled to
CXpres your own views,

w\owfnmim : WT e
frartam @ ¢, ar T o7 &1 fiw
# adf 2wt @ w9 AT SR A aw
#1 = & gy wifge | & oF aw
& wgaT TIEAT E...

wTW WERW . W9 HIY 99

qfed
sto wferr gore dgar ¢ W oAy
agr 7@ fr fagre & a2 ¥ W 3w

LA A CRLEIR SR L L O
N UTH ygEA X wv gfaafor
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wifas warfes fear mar &fsw &g
wifas o gdarsf #1 qu q@ F
aFr | fagre & wror foadr gesdts 2
39§ avg Al areedEee  gSifaad
%1 ¥oT & fod 527 9w aw #r wE-
v 7€ 3 fr favar ¢z W
FFAreTS &1 AWY ATEAl & FEQ
#1 qfr 73 § agraw fag gur 2 7

st siten ®tw ;. FEmw wERA,
qAAg gaeg 7 9t fawrr wwe few
# ag 3w &9z & e § gua ofim
%, g9 o § | 9g¥ WA A A
W17 39 § q17 FHL AAAIG §IEW A
91T 39 & T gET AT qEE A
atug wfgr A @ A oF Aw@ F
oy §, wh far &/ avft #1€ ua
arfege 78 & 1 afz Mo Fgar 7 &
@A A amamaT g 1 Ww@i F
wed ag wgd & fe @i owd s
gt 8, cfmgm w12 & gar 8, =W
q AetaT fAwear 8 W1 § ¥ @
w0 a1 77 &, @ faq Rgaarh &%
& 39 &t foerzd 7 T | o Mar ot F
wg1 & ag 7T qrw Fww R,

=t @& wuae ¢ "9 WAl g
TAATLT | A9 A Aar st w7 A9 T
faar, faard st 1 7 ¥ foar,..

e wge . §T A X AT
ANT HMAT )

PROF. K.K. TEWARY : Mr. Speaker,
Sir, I just want to know what has come
out of it ? 1Is there any commitment for
an inquiry into the allegation?

MR. SPEAKER : That is what she has
said. She has said that she will enquire.
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wit fora wa @y ¢ wEAW WA,
Fgar S ¥ A s & F wife
dgar ot Ayt ¥ § T Fgh ww o
CF@E I w gw g afed
ag ara a@ & fr fag a@ #v amws
fazar fedizgz s FwmaT ¥ @
@t 2.

woaw Wiy : T AW A @ o
2 | ¥aT Wy ®1 Fr€ A% T gUA 2,
ar qfed

sit fora warz Ay - AFAAT, W@
MAFA AT REN

wewe wgtew ; F1E AL a9, Al
qfew

st frr geg ey - & 50 o &
7z w1 Wrear § 1 e agf 9 agr
sqrAty A 1 AE ¥ o941 @ E W
TARTH 0 & ww fear ar @y & AN
frssl & @19 =479 @1 W1 8, 39 9%
Fo 7EIET =TT § W 3T wAw w1
i faeafaareg & q=ig s faar
LI

W WERE : TiAaE, AT A3
ATTY | FTIT Ao 2271

ard@tnT dTemg & faww

*227. ot ATag WEAWM . T
Ataga Wi afcag 50t ag @ 0
1 Foa fF

(¥) F=9 ¥ ardr ¥ e ga-
g w1 feww @ edt duAdiy
gt # fraifa e & s qu
FFA T ETNE ;
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(@) ardmrT qarcarg ® owwEl
o1 ‘gew wrat” gfea wma @
9% fEaar sa7 g1 ¥ gwraar & W%
radIT A T gy fer au § ; O

(1) ¥ ® qATME W Ay wW
fruifer oo & sar qu #wv faar
Frrm, ¥qife 8dt duadfy drwar
wofy ST ATy g et § 7

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND
TRANSPORT (SHRI Z. R. ANSARI):
(a, Atthe ume of the formulation of
the 6th Plan 1980-85) a provision for
development of Vadinar Port with a taken
outlay of Rs. 100 lakhs was incorporated
in the Plan, on the basis of preliminary
justification only. Such Schemes are,
however, taken up only after detailed
analysis is made and their justification and
viability established. Further investiga-
tions have not yet established the full
justification for this Scheme.

() Nill.

(¢) Does not arise.

sl wefag weawn : & woft ot &
ag st Srgat g fw ag g W
™ %7 g¥ gar, few &1 s T
#1T qg WeAuT 9 g% 9 g Fnm’?
W fag sft ot s1 w1 awy
TR |

st famstgam wart ;. T
wgraa, & ag awmr wgan § fs staan
W 7%z & gwedw ¥ s ahr
AR ua ¥ qraw § A\ wtwwr 92
Z€Z A AEE g1 0w wEAr w7 A
o TR P AN a9y ¥ I oA
e w7 faar 0 srie s





