February, 2009, agreed without any amendment to the Prevention of Money-Laundering
(Amendment) Bill, 2009, which was passed by Rajya Sabha at its sitting held on the 19th
February, 2009."

Sir, | lay a copy of the Bill on the Table.

STATUTORY RESOLUTION

Disapproving the Central Universities Ordinance, 2009 (No. 3 of 2009) and the Central Universities
Bill, 2009 — contd.

S1. 39 FHre (gRarm): swmmaf off, F wgE e & W@ SR srEeT e & o wst
&3 &) WA 1 Fee agd) g3 v & fory st Rreafeerer & sim Frafa smasas &1 smor
qRe # amw 315 favafderem &, 18 & o Ha Rvafieres & siiv 120 & $99 deemed
universitites & AR 16,000 ¥ 3@ science and engineering college g, fooe oY wa & dsnfie
3R oAt @ He=m &9 o & ol ST 160 €, ST aga &4 ¢ a9 2003 7 A5 SR gofifafa
#F yRd H 6,318 AN A Ph. D @), wiafeh <) arald % N9 7 12,238 @ A Ph.D @ US | 28,900
South Korea # 3,531 31X UK 3 9,150 Ph.D U&T §U1 Engineering ¥ WX 3 780 Ph.D (IR §U, forrds
qbtaet I 3 8,054, US 7 8,400 Ph.D TR §UI 59 X8 &9 59 &4  Miaw fig ged v &) =gt
% 1 1005 TH TR F AT 9§ 3P Ph.D TR BT &, SAfdeT 3ot Rerfer Swes faudia &1 =t e
research publications T E11996 ¥ BT 2006 TP 91T rescarch paper LK grq%, SThlEfe | fgﬁ'ﬂT
F MR 124 &of R & 3R f%a B e publications 7 HRA BT ATETT 2,04 RIS €, Safd 7 &1
5.61 T €1 =T ®E=t &7 IR 9% € 1 &9 Sa1aT & SGT universities AR, SfthT 3FR &9+
AT &1 AHR HIAT & o 59 59 a1 &1 axth W) ST ST 9S M b §9Y universities T 31T &
T wR g7 ETEIEEEQ?I’CF%T:‘T# 2005 ﬁfgﬁﬂfﬂﬁ@ univeristies @1 ranking ®Teft, foras fawa &1
gEelt 500 universities ¥ WG ffﬁQ‘Cﬁ afy university @l AT A1 @Ml Indian Inistitute of Sciences T @I
250-300 & #1F ST ¥, TAfF IT TSR 3R el 450-500 & = % €1 fasg @Y ueeht &9
universities 7 & PRSI Bt & 3R 2 Uk @t # F aroeft 7 aeom f6=ft T ranking @ STER WX TR
g-IT-T dTe<dT] Times Higher Education = world universities ranking, ST 2008 § TR @Y, S gEat!
200 universities ¥ 154 T U= IT faeeft, 174 T/ = 7= 1T T3 oft 3iR 50 SR a1 &t Bis
existence S 81 81 fgﬁ?ﬂ T TEell 100 universities o SAR®T BT 1/3 %\", gl 50 universities o
K@PH @1 9 universities %\", oifeh EiC th T wEe Usdl 2 fop 5 st Th i} university a2t &
S1afds &I @1 N universities SW feree 3 sl €1 3t e wid siard gfatidt = 2008 ¥ fasan,
500 universities @1 ranking P, s'ﬂ'ﬁ 1} %@T‘ﬂ? P! et university ol aﬁé T T8 81303 | elex
401 % = 7 Indian Institute of Science T Indian Institute of Technology SITAT &1 Web Metrics
Ranking of World Universities, ST 374 g7 21 % Siadl, 2009 ¥ TIP3 g €, SO gell 500
universities ¥ IT S 455 THY TR &, TGP A A P 5, TSATT BT 10, TG BT 5 universities
218 TR ®Y 21 universities T @1 WITT, o &3 IaH W) 10d 9y Uz &1 30 e+t ®l sl ag
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& o 59 59 83 4 PR fiws w© €1 5oel sR aF 721 ¢ 1% g o ufow @t it €, afew
SHGT BRI IE & [th 54 Sa1U®] & I8+ e O T 9196S 6 SWIHTel BT et 47, 899 a8
et fopam Fita fvafaener wnfid 3 & v 951 7= SRV a7 & 6 5 B 7 wrar e
ATEd © 3% AT feafaerer & srwwn & o v siest fsafienas & w9 # wigd S e
1311 oTa # 59 4T @) a9l B BT §, 79§ a5 HgE® 9N & qd wer 7= @l off wsfla
iEft @1 TRV AT ARl g1 3 AU drlbrel A BRI B Sl W AT, 39 WX Challenge of
Education & <141 ¥ Ueb g¥aiid el e febam 2, ot Ferea ura e o site o wosran & fo awn
S qet @ TR B e T, foraet T 2rsfia et o) st ot Stamy Ben & wN o S
TR & T &9 39 T | B B B TR T ASTSA Had IF & 4G | Tt okt 9wt €,
afcr ST agd ST AT favafierert @ marErert #t ot €1 59 AR I weaT § A1
frdeT 7% € 1% 919 WBR Lecturers FRIT BT <, T1 59 911 &1 &4 @ fF 99 aigx ¢ @t
udlert arfyard g1+t anfavl gat standard @1 dilute o, wiq g9+t ag war fb Alua €Y. sk v fbar,
& forT oE st €T €, Research Laboratories ¥ Y 511 e & 7 3w, 3+1ds foro < & adlew
T T AP BT AR U

qEIGH, T S Gudl 9T I8 ST o1 arfey {6 amer Red i ifd 9 985 inbreeding 81 7ET
&1 U SITHU B TS HATaTsi W Aasia wira 9 JeT 81 e 59 M e At # wee g e
Teh poor academic carrer [ FA 2k ﬁ?ﬁﬁ DT g0 g1 STUNTE 2l S 3T B R CE AR R
rfEm) e & appointment 3k promotion o T ¥ 84 STt thad A7 S Joumals ﬁﬂ'ﬁg’q‘ﬂﬁ
=1 BT FeeT ARy, T & @1 impact factor B11 3 fRerfy @1E & 5 e & v Fux o+
Fellbel T impact factor 63.342 &, 9 & 246.481 & 31X Chemical Review I 26.054 &1 olfe &
g@aaw bedl E% Ir%rgg,wld & foTe STel %1 |aW SATET impact factor ¥, SHHT highest impact
factor 1.224 21 E_rrcmﬂ\ﬁmpact factor 63 WISC & 31 89T Indian Journal Medical ®T highest impact
factor 1.224 WIgE €1 THW Egwa & T9IR] 31 IEmrT Wi srft €1 7 sroeft a1 Shaat w1
HTISH & A STISH B 8T §, a2 3R § I3 spectrum I o, 1 ard ATaT ofdl &1 Sreh e
fevgwaT & Bt areft oier ufrmrait % % R impact factor 0.5 W S € AT 0.5 €, ST A=W
Rirds 11 8189 19 -3 Journals &, @19 -31 wiier u=1 &, Forich S ux g9 sredeh| ol Ffibar o
%Sﬁ'\'mw\fﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁglﬁ'\}ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂgﬁseriouslyﬁﬂTﬂT%‘QSﬁ'\’f}FI'\}Scientiﬁc
Journals TriepT impact factor ST %\‘, 38 4% ®¥ < arfam sﬂ’c}? wre ) gd 9 dld ol WY T
HRAT AT {5 T Journals T GGTaT 1T, § WA § 1% poor quality research T IS Herm
TG YT 2

AEIed BT ft Scientific Award S5 W9TF T8 ST W17 A1t T fob 71 =i 91 B9 &, ST impact
factor FT €1 A1$H 7 3 Rurd amavad &, ux v &) 4w W Afe fi9-ar= 9 Saat authors €, € 98
T foar ST AR 5 individual T fBTET FIRTGTT 21 Merit Promotion Scheme @ T U= &9 aut |
o1 ¥\ 1 gel 32 &, S Merit Promotion Scheme T HeTeh 8141 AT b arm s69t To(eh o
o &R PRT & araer 87
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ARG, ST 9T B FHI B TG o AT §Y F AF TH-aT a1 ST B qed g b a9
@ ot oRREfEl @ Swey s ot BIE model AR weAT wiRv s #
e g T e T 51T S model €1 ok €, 9 MR @1 €1 FaR Te e W1 e g,
et Bt Imar T 700 sq.km. 8 ST et smaret Rid 45 @R €1 a8t 120 S & 86,000
faremefi frem wewr @wdl € ofiv ST a<ar agi <1Raet &1 S 2, 98 U SmuhT WiMrSel TENH
BT &1 S 36X FOT <oie el & fp o= < 'l el ft s v £, o e o awt
STy Ugrd &, femeft ft ear &, Wit st 9 wie agt ugd &, dftet w=T el craven ®1 8, fraw
qIEX BT T 31T &, ST B BRI & 3 B & 915 el ol &1 §9 universities BT TTOMTR
HRAT B el Ueh WP A WT-Teb G 3 apurarir i ob oty s e oot W eeAr anfav, aifép i
3R 9QTHR el ST R &4 SH1 T Bl universities a1 &, T1 &4 GorTd IV § ST So®,
faar Eb?ﬁi Fﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂ S U @TW EIW‘CF, S Challenge of Education & W
Trofta el Sft 3 el aew &1 et B o, s ave 9 oo R 99 Re @t 98w &1 Feam
o IR & W B Sar S Ay, R & w6 o Srar dear anle ofiR o wed o 9w} g8
T €, SHHT FABRIT &7 &7 g1 AT o7 AT 5721 31651 & |1 # SHBT §7ef Bl g

SHRI MATILAL SARKAR (Tripura): Sir, | thank you for giving me this opportunity to take part in
the discussion. At the outset, | support the Bill, but, at the same time, | would like to emphasise on
the amendments circulated in my name. Sir, today, it is a happy occasion for me to see that the
Saugar University is included in the list of the 16 universities. | am an ex-student of this University. |
obtained my Masters' Degree from that University. | take pride in saying that the University is getting
the status of a Central University. However, Sir, what is the goal for higher education? In the year
1948-49, the University Education Commission was there. It was called, the Radhakrishnan
Commission. Its goals were defined. | quote, "The most important and urgent reform needed in
education is to transform it, to endeavour to relate it to the life, needs and aspirations of the people,
and, thereby, make it the powerful instrument of social, economic and cultural transformation
necessary for realisation of national goals.” This was enunciated as the goal for higher education in
the University Education Commission, which is called, the Radhakrishnan Commission. The goal is

there, but, what is our achievement?

It is mentioned in the Statement of Objects and Reasons of the Bill, "The present level of Gross
Enrolment Ratio is 11 per cent.” But in the developed countries, the Gross Enrolment Ratio (GER) is
more than 54 per cent. In China, our neighbouring country, the GER is 22 per cent. So, where do we
stand? Our goalis on the one side and we are proceeding to the other side. The goal of education is,
"Education for All"”, that is, everyone should get education. But we have not been able to achieve
this. This is the irony of the system. What is the scenario”? About 15 to 20 millions of our young kids
are working as child labourers. They have left these institutions, or, they never came to these

institutions. They are out of the educational periphery.
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Sir, in the Common Minimum Programme of the UPA Government, it was mentioned that six per
cent of the GDP would be allocated for education in the Budget. But what has been allocated is far
below the target. | think it is about three per cent or like that. So, a provision of six per cent of the

GDP could not be made for education.

Sir, previously, education was State subject. But taking advantage of emergency, during that
period, it is known to everyone here, it was made as Concurrent subject. That is why education has
lost its ground realities. It is not life lias. What is the reality? Those who are living in rural areas, their
conditions, what their necessities are, find no place in the sylabi. These things are not at all

mentioned there.

Sir, now, | come to the points where | would like to propose some amendments. In clauses 21
(2) and 22 (2) which relate to Executive Council and Academic Council respectively, what is the
formation ? It is stated in the Bill that members will be from among the elected members of the Court
of University. That does not suffice, Sir. There are various categories of members in the Court of
University. If yvou take them into the Academic Gouncil and the Executive Council, representation may
not be there from all categories. That is why | have moved this amendment. Specifically, it should be
mentioned that they would be selected from among the teachers, employees and students. None of

them should be left out of this. So, thisis one lacuna which should be rectified.

Sir, | think, there is some hesitation in extending the democratic right of education to the
students. There is still hesitation. That is why this has been by-passed. Our children who are
receiving higher education, who have attained the age of 18, or even beyond 18, are the citizens of
this country. They are able enough to serve, or, to take up jobs. They are also able enough to take
up the responsibility of their families. They can do everything. But when it comes to taking them into
the management of the University, we just hesitate to give them this responsibility. This is the wrong

mindset and we should get out of it.

Sir, in clause 28, | register my strong opposition to the words "other agencies”. This gives an
opportunity to the business class or to some MNCs and other organisations for making backdoor
entry into the system. That is why the words "other agencies” have been mentioned here, and |
strongly oppose this. | demand that this should be deleted. Sir, in this connection, | may guote what
the Standing Committee had said in this regard. The Standing Committee also put their reservation
there. Sir, | quote, "The Committee reiterates that the words "other agencies” leave ample scope
for associating with agencies which might be private commercial and detrimental to academic
standards. Necessary safeguards may be taken to ensure qualitative aspects of higher education.”
This waming has been given by the Standing Committee, and proper safeguards were nesded to be

taken here. But| see no safeguards here, and, therefore, | demand that this should be deleted.

Sir, now | come to clause 32. It is one thing that the hon. Minister has brought this Bill. But how
can the autonomy of the university be preserved? We are creating universities. There are eminent

persons on the Board, in the Academic Council. They are efficient enough to shoulder their
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responsibilities. Sir, why has such a clause been brought? Sir, it has been brought to overpower that

university ; it has been brought to interfere in the working of that university. ...(Tfme-beﬁ)...
Sir, | will take only three minutes more.
MRB. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No; no. Please conclude.

SHRI MATILAL SARKAR :Why should we interfere in the affairs of a university ? So, | think, this is
an instrument to interfere in the matters of the university. So, | demand that this clause should be

removed from this Bill.

Sir, the Standing Committee has also given their strong reservation in this regard. At the end of
the recommendation, it has been said, "With such a power, the autonomy of a University is bound to
be adversely affected. In the absence of valid justifications for having such a provision, the

Committee recommends deletion of Clause 32(1) of the Bill."

The Standing Committee has already sought the delstion of this clause. But even then it has
found a place here. So, | put my strong objection in this regard and | demand that the

recommendation of the Standing Committes should be accepted, and this clause should be deleted.

Sir, in Clause No. 6, sub-clause 2 (\/II), | have seen that the process of accreditation has found
place there. Sir, many a time, the process of accreditation takes place without transparency, and
this process is mired with corruption. It has been found in many places, and many times it has also
come in the newspapers in this regard from time to time. Some extra academic concerns rise in the
way to stall some of the activities of the universities. By repeated accreditation, by persiste
accreditation, what you are doing is that you are putting a bar to the progress of the university so that
they have to halt here and there. Whenever they try to do something, items such as accreditation are

put to them.

'Do this. Maintain this. Fulfil this condition. | shall send it for enguiry. | shall get it done whether it
is correct or not. If this is allowed to continue, there would be problems in the functioning of the
university. So, | would like to hear from the hon. Minister, how she intends to protect the university
from all this. ...(7ime-bel)...

MRB. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You have explained all your amendments.

SHRI MATILAL SARKAR: Sir, the right to admission is being taken away from common people.
By taking recourse to privatisation, the education process is being put out of reach of the common
people. You are minimising the opportunities for people at large. Sir, what do we see? Education has
become a commodity. If one has money, he can get a Medical seat. Even if one's name is not in the
Joint Entrance list, he would pay money to some private institution and get an Engineering seat. How

can this be prevented 7

MRB. DEPUTY CHAIRMANM: Mr. Sarkar, you have taken the maximum time. There are a number

of Members yet to speak.

268



7.00P.M.

SHRI MATILAL SABKAR: Sir, the question is of quality. We are talking of excellence. | listened to
what hon. Member, Shri Apte, spoke. Quality comes from quantity. If you can expand the field of
education, you can make education available to people at large, quality would come from them.
\When heat accumulates, water vaporises; the boiling point is reached. So, it is the general principle

that guantitative change leads to gualitative change.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAM: Please conclude. You have taken double the time allotted to your

party, Mr. Sarkar. Please conclude.
SHRI MATILAL SARKAR: Sir, | am concluding.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No. This cannot go on like this. Please conclude.

SHRI MATILAL SARKAR: In the name of quality and excellence, the downtrodden people are

being deprived from education. Please take all these points into consideration.

ot gorEe fERt (ST wRen): STl weiea, IF e e wews @ amr g, sed
fopeft @1 st Tt &, i R ot & Bty e faemem 2 €, 59 wot 7 B e
foremert @1 e et € s wie <t faea e 9 €, Rt S=ftex e T faE At
i &1 R T S | ST A T el €1 U A1 9% € 6 9q 9% W @ §F B 8, Snfadt aw |
I e ST TR ()., SELT AT 599 98 © b I S WA €, S ATaer of St
STeqare! # |iGed §s €1 I8 a1d 9el € fiF R ST &9t 1 50 = wrot 1k =4t @ o o
TR off, SE T AR B HIRe 1 €| 5 W ag f ard 59 35 S €1 59 fadaw & At &
ST HTOT G R, T8 A€ & 1o 971 W9 seRiae Y9 &, a8 S9N 11 Wi 81 o fawtia a9
&, 3ol 54 ufrerd &, g oil giforer dellor & asi v 34 ufdrera € siix i 4 22 ufdera &1

AR, § S HaT ¥ He aredl g 6 36 9 9 e9R 291 & e sreh o, Penfas o, @ vea
I T o 9 1% arR B § Torar et €, a1 Wit srfaer s e o Sdfes ©, v ara
B9 &, Hael Sel B qTRger &= sy, T} R & oraar a3 &1 @ 59 919 &1 Te A 2

g g W) Al A 9, g A WY e 9, g9 ol o ag fRvare e sl g ol A
Wt et 2 fob et e sfacn, vl Rien, aleda @ gt adlen’| sror g ag TEv @ @ &
feb w1 &Y A1 SRTete ¥oal €, a8 MR g 99l & 4l &4 I oI X81 81 4% Sl &l der
T 21 Tora= amued), et 7 9 g g PR @rawen €, 9% elitis 81 9, S R 9 9 8,
3R Sel & forn fren &t oy, +fifaa siRaer gt ome, W T g1 S, | S e €, 98 T @iid
SRR F STt W= SR SATEE B ST YA € SR I T SNER, Tagad SR fere €
o Tele, Rt gfe, et arad 9 TR e 72 ot € #fe ST 7 a1 vl Jier
foreran &, 7 aRast frer € sii 71 Hme e 2

269



ot a1 e & 6 o= fren & A o et el &, sud an # Wt g iflkar 9 fER s
arfeul g favafdencrl o) w@nasr df e <), uewy oF fAvafdenreai @) Ry g €2 s Av
farsafaerer a1 291, <fT 371 7 fvafaerert 7 wwmer 7€ ST w1 snft s T & T @
ury & o syt wd fber ser 21 wion) sifler @t ag RrerRer of) i gt S 1 6 wftrer
318 X T B 3T A% B9 S OIS Bl WIS TET B UTT €| S O & ArTet 7 o 59 iR &
i wd 2 &1 3R &9 &w dar wd o, ol 7 Afes a7 urofl, 7 € gord e a9 arddl) i
TSt €, @ Wt gEfoud e e a5 qwiwTerd §, S i raitd RIS B S 1 SR
faenfért o1 st glaard TEt 29, STe! o= WNET Suee el oI, 9f had 9 &
favafderer g 3t &1 Suaifin, g wrefear wfaa 9d ki o woa & fvafaeney &, sa@!
ferfer 1 o off gt &1 o Rt wierr €, st Ry o ik oft seeflg &1 smor e fsft
fawafaencr werd o @ &, S fenfr ol ot ) wfaend e aifey, @ sl A€l fve ur <@l €
ST ST AT B | M7 ST AT Hed € [ & 9q WR & Jerfirs HwR a1 ared
£13m7 g arsd & fob 59 U favafaenes e, i wifers WSt @) A o iR g W g
@ it 3 st g S U, el TSt a9 & ferg it uRder €, S araraw €, S g
&, STl Wi HEA BRI B srawreher €1 509 A% wee 9 € o Reafdenerat @t snFre ferfa o
& &1, = o ol & Swal Warad s 8, 99 o W) efwe et anfev e freafenew &
forT 1964 & a15 TS TR TR, SABT M T aF AFSTH WS TE g, BIs TaT Tel g7
ST I€ Teton g & o wreft fsafierey, aRw Rsafierem €, Praet soft =nfy © s
A5 Aig AR Sff gRT Wi feban w2 &, sror sw favafaeren &) ot grif g1l 8, &9
SH® T e A TE B ebd | T8T U= T o1 O 99 ¥, 7 98 14w B9 ° UGTs &, 7 a8 e rer
I Sreel 9IE €1 X8l &1 a8l &l rawR W agd 81 g 81 sl IReR & ave ¥ a8 @iy 1 as @
GECE | R IR ) el M R e e e R ) A A B e e e e R e Y
&, W 3l T WHR 7 IS wivvn 9 @1 €1 F g A ff wear g & wor @l 5w waw 7 sl
Yo BT ARl S & wwer & wer g9 aw ft we ¢ % e B ver fsafrenest &
el @) ara ®E) Sl E.... I8 wE1 S &, S Tiele et T wan fe qet deg Wl
faeafaerem @t smavawar €, UiE TR AETAEne BT SITSIE €, WREGR EHE 310 HHTe
T 3T IUeA) 8, Ueh R A Ul @) 9ikil & fis srw e @t Fsfiewer s fam s, v @ o
ST Y TR | SAvCHT B B BT § Al ST, 1 99, I8 O 96 €, T 59 o6 BT 0T H
wahd &1 &9 59 Sfad T8t ard &, waifs oy sma Bl et 4 frvafere @iem @t sgafa 29,
3R ST & gER 291 & favafiencrt @t emErd st as H e @l somera of s, v ses
ST ofl U el & - qlfh arey & favafdener sl off v &, d g 4dl &4, Renmadiad, @
taa f5ft 21 € o 99 Raft & oTR T &9t S ot €1 e aw # Ie A ae= v B A €, 9 49
& a0 WX S faeneral § s1iaen ey Rt sifra & o €1 afs & s ust & Rvafderen,
weTfaener iR aEt @S e ¥ quear A ared ©, A1 e 3 W TE iR Suds S enl
s¥fifere # ag we aredn g & g it fder &, werrni=t i = W wer i it wrdsiie an ufers
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ST §, UXGR & TRE § 9 (991 8, S AT HAT TS Ar=a, oif e 8, ag de e
for 59 feraie & AR A &1 & B BRI @t 18 €, 1R 3 e 7 waw 93 arvad
@1 ar ag ¢ fob g faemeli uRug &) @ o ot g, Afte el uRug & o siedicrem 8,
IS AT EAT &, I8 Ut Weam ¢ fr S el wae @ o1 afifie T e g s e aw
o[ 9 AT 32 & S ot WY o sta aa st [eneft v wel @) wne 78 g6, ur v wnfia
Tt €1, Renfert &1 SroeT |, SIS, a9 @ ge Tet e, 99 9% e fRvafieney & siew
& U Taver SN Sierfires arcraor ol Tl Y Wb &1 SH thdol a8 BIRE & TS fb baer 9
faemefl, frsaferer @t ot Bitta erft, Sw St & 5t g9 @t & 9 afafie e e, s
faenrari o1 4t wfafaferea g1 sy, @ Sl ard &, uiq # arsdn g & ors we ol e sier 4 8-l
=T 3R BTAT B a8 IER M1 ARy fr & s wewar & SR W ST g S0,
it Tld ¥ SruHT dATa Bl SR ¥ Hob w1 ufthar Tl €W, o ol g weer ared & fb
SHBFCTSOISH, T, AGAAIET 3R S & Arer € ey 51t e & [orar 9¢ 31 4 &et
SRt &, &9 S w6 I T Tl Y Aebadl &1 ST AT A% e & & I 91 {3hd €, S9 e
&1 ft 59 fada® # snfier fsar oy, = ol & wrer 7 ool 9Td wer S 916 §) 9gd-9gd
gIaTg |

MESSAGES FROM LOK SABHA
The Metro Railways (Amendment) Bill, 2009

SECRETARY-GENERAL: Sir, | have to report to the House the following messages received from
Lok Sabha, signed by the Secretary-General of Lok Sabha:

"In accordance with the provisions of rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business
in Lok Sabha, | am directed to enclose the Metro Railways (Amendment) Bill, 2009, as passed by
Lok Sabha at its sitting held on the 24th February, 2009."

Sir, | lay a copy of the Bill on the Table.
STATUTORY RESOLUTION

Disapproving the Central Universities Qrdinance, 2009 (No.3 of 2009) and the
Central Universities Bill, 2009 Confd

SHRI N.K. SINGH (Bihar): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, first of all, let me begin by complimenting
the hon. Minister and the Department for fulfiling two important objectives. One key objective, is the
Prime Minister's vision, the vision contained in the UPA Govemment's programmes, is of
substantially improving access and quality higher education. To the extent that this proposed Bill
begins to try and endeavour to fill these important gap in our education policy, they need to be
complimented. But, let me also add the second compliment to the Ministry that out of the 15
important recommendations made by the Standing Committee on HRD, of which | have the privilege

of being a Member under the distinct leadership and chairmanship of Shri Janardan Dwivedi, who
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