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Quality control and India’s manufacturing growth

ndia needs firms that can grow, integrate into

global value chains and compete

internationally. To make this happen, the
Quality Control Order (QCO) reassessment
exercise needs to move forward.

Concerns over India's QC0Os and other
non-tariff barriers also surfaced during the WTO's
eighth Trade Policy Review of India, held in July
2026, and were raised not only by major trading
partners such as the European Union and the
United States, but also by fellow BRICS members,
including Brazil, China and Indonesia.

The number of products covered under QCOs
expanded rapidly after 2019, from 88 products in
2019 to 765 by the end of December 2024.
However, the pace of expansion slowed
considerably towards the end of 2025. This was
driven by an important shift in the government’s
approach, with several QCOs being revoked or
suspended, particularly those covering
intermediate goods, as mandatory certification
had raised concerns about input availability, costs
and potential supply-chain disruptions.

The government’s new order
Recently, the government introduced the
Transition Facilitation (Quality Control) Order,
2026, notified by the Department for Promotion
of Industry and Internal Trade (DPHT) on June 25,
2026, The order seeks to ease regulatory
bottlenecks by allowing eligible firms facing
difficulties in obtaining BIS Scheme-I certification
to source products temporarily from BIS
Scheme-lHicensed suppliers in specified sectors,
including toys, footwear and air conditioners.
Access to this transition mechanism is subject to
prescribed eligibility criteria and approval by a
committee constituted by the DPLLT.

These developments are welcome steps
towards reducing the risk that quality regulations
inadvertently disrupt supply chains or constrain
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domestic manufacturing. More than 600

chemicals, s snee[, textiles, machinery and and
electrmms, and rubberandplashu

Existing regulations can place a
disproportionate burden on smaller industrial
players, both by constraining their access to
critical inputs and by imposing relatively high
compliance costs. Given the extensive

duwmmli_nmwufﬁmein&ts,the

Findings of a recent study

In this regard, a recent CSEP study examined this
question in detail for firms that use chemicals.
Chemicals are critical intermediate inputs for
downstream sectors such as rubber and plastics,
pharmaceuticals and electronics, among others,
The first QCO for a chemical product was
introduced in 2018, and the number of chemical
products covered rose (o 52 by 2024.
Consequently, the share of chemical-using firms
exposed to regulation on the input side rose from
11.8% in 2019 to 56.6% in 2024.

When examining the impact of QCOs on
chemicals on downstream user industries, the
study finds that the effects vary considerably by
firm size. Among larger firms, input QCOs are
associated with a 9.6% increase in production
alongside a sharp 37% decline in gross value
added (GVA). This suggests that while larger firms
can sustain and even expand output, this comes
at the cost of lower value addition, potentially
reflecting higher input costs and their ability to

pass on at least part of these costs through higher
output prices.

For smaller firms, input QCOs have no
statistically significant effect on production or
GVA but are associated with a steep 47.6% decline
in profitability. This points to their more limited
ability to absorb rising input costs and bear the
additional compliance costs associated with
QCOs.

The empirical evidence makes it clear that the
adverse effects of (QCOs on key inputs are not
confined to smaller downstream firms. Even
larger firms, which are better placed to absorb
regulatory and input-cost shocks and are often
able to sustain production, can experience
significant declines in value addition.
Supply-chain implications should therefore
become an integral part of both the design of new
QCOs and the reassessment of existing ones,
Finally, the disproportionate burden on Micro,
Small and Medium Enterprises (MSME) requires
specific policy attention. Smaller firms need
dedicated assistance Lo meet certification and
compliance requirements, alongside
appropriately designed exemptions or transition
periods where compliance costs are particularly
burdensome.

Quality standards, greater scale

As India works towards the ambition of Viksit
Bharat 2047, achieving greater scale in
manufacturing will be critical. Quality standards
have an important role to play in that journey,
but their success should ultimately be judged not
by the number of products brought under
mandatory regulation, but by whether they
improve quality without constraining the scale,
efficiency and competitiveness of Indian
manufacturing.

The views expressed are personal
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India and the plausible multilateralism of BRICS

RICS gatherings always trigger heated

debates in India. The primary reason

is the importance that the strategic

and policymaking community,
comprising both optimists and sceptics, attaches
to this platform, of which India is an integral
pillar, While optimists argue that BRICS could
function as an institution capable of
multipolarising the global order, or expediting
that transition, sceptics highlight the grouping’s
internal divisions and worry about its possible
domination by Russia and China. A third group
writes off BRICS altogether, dismissing it as little
more than an annual gathering that generates
strategic noise. They argue that India should be
wary of close association with the grouping and
instead focus on preserving and expanding its
partnership with the United States, which, in
their view, is the only viable path to India’s rise.

The 18th BRICS summit, held in New Delhi on

September 12-13, 2026, attracted greater national
and global attention because of its timing and
location. Tt was the first BRICS annual summit
since the U.S. and Israel launched their
unprovoked war against [ran, in India’s extended
neighbourhood, on February 28, 2026. The
summit, which brought together the Presidents of
Iran, Russia and China, among other leaders, was
hosted by India, a close strategic partner of the
U.S. and Israel.

Consensus in Delhi
Despite its internal contradictions and the
broader chaos enveloping international politics,
the summit can be seen as a success on multiple
levels. That New Delhi could forge a consensus
among the 11 member-countries, including the
United Arab Emirates (UAE) and Iran, which are
involved in an undeclared conflict, was itself an
hi . The Delhi Decl shows that,
despite their differences and even disputes,
member-countries continue to find value in
supporting a BRICS worldview rooted in the
pursuit of a more representative global order.

The consensus was reached through
compromises by all parties. Consider India’s
position. Prime Minister Narendra Modi was in
Israel just two days before Israel and the U.S.
started bombing Iran. India initially refrained
from condemning the attacks or the assassination
of Iran’s Supreme Leader, Ayatollah Ali
Khamenei. This created an impression that New
Delhi was siding with the U.S. and Israel. India
also watched from the sidelines as Pakistan seized
on the diplomatic opening created by the war
and stepped in as a mediator between the U.S.
and Iran. But India quickly repositioned itself as a
traditional balancer in West Asia.

Multilateral platforms such as the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation (SCO) and BRICS
provided New Delhi with space to restore that
balancing posture without causing strategic
d to its bil relationships. India
strongly endorsed the Bishkek resolution of the
SCO in September, condemning the strikes on
Iran and expressing condolences to the country

K. George

Stanly Johny

The very
structure of
BRICS offers
India space to
pursue strategic
autonomy amid
intensifying
great-power
rivalries

over the killing of Khamenei. It also hosted Iran’s
President Masoud Pezeshkian for the Delhi BRICS
summit, even as the war in West Asia grinds on.
The image of Mr. Modi walking hand in hand with
Mr. Pezeshkian is unlikely to fade any time soon
in Washington or Tel Aviv.

Second, while there is no immediate resolution
to the border problems with China, which
continue to simmer, there is momentum in
efforts to reset ties. Multilateral forums such as
BRICS provide a platform for India and China to
remain engaged even when high-level bilateral
visits are not taking place. Their differences are
not going to disappear; they have to learn to
manage their troubled relationship. History
suggests that a lack of engagement between
competing major powers can only deepen
mistrust, while deepening mistrust, combined
with the security dilemma stemming from their
competition, could have dangerous
consequences. So, it is impaortant for India and
China to stay engaged, bilaterally and
multilaterally, creating guardrails for competitive
coexistence.

Third, on all the major global issues of the
present — artificial intelligence regulation, the
rules governing global trade and finance, climate
change, border conflicts, and the role and status
of multilateral bodies — BRICS members may
have different approaches and priorities, but they
converge on the point that unilateralism by any
bloc or power is detrimental to their interests and
to the planet.

The Washington predictability

The context in which the Delhi summit was held
is also crucial. The total predictability of the U.S.
approach — rather than the unpredictability that
some commentators labour to establish —
towards the rest of the world is that it does not
care much about anything other than its own
dominance. Several BRICS members have had
their own difficult experiences with the U.S., and
they are trying to chart their own paths forward.
India, a few months ago, was slapped with
varying tariffs by Washington. India was also one
of the countries most affected economically by
the U.S.-Israel war on Iran. On September 16, the
U.S. House passed the Russia sanctions Bill,
seeking to impose tariffs of up to 100% on
countries including India.

India’s foreign policy under Mr. Modi has been
interpreted by a section of the strategic
commentariat as an evident tilt towards the U.S.
camp. Statements by Mr. Modi himself in the
early years of his premiership that India had
overcome its “hesitation of history” in ties with
Washington gave further impetus to this view,
though there has also been the parallel official
formulation of ‘sabke sath’ foreign policy, or
multi-alignment. India has always had a more
complex view of history. And even if it has
overcome its “hesitation of history”, it has not
abandoned the hesitations of its strategic realism.

When India looks back at history and looks
around the world today, it sees that countries that

become frontiers in great-power rivalries often
pay a huge price. If Pakistan’s story is not
instructive enough, there are two live battlefronts
that illustrate this every day — the UAE and
Ukraine.

The UAE and Iran would have been better off
dealing with each other than facing the situation
in which they currently find themselves. The
UAE-Tran bilateral meeting on the sidelines of
BRICS in Delhi marks an acknowledgment of this
lesson and a quest to use multilateral platforms to
address bilateral challenges. Ukraine, which,
backed by the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO), has been fighting Russia for more than
four years, does not have any such platform to
maintain direct contact with Moscow — which
leaves Kyiv’s diplomatic options totally
dependent on the whims and wishes of Brussels
and Washington.

India’s learning

This is not to argue that India should downgrade
its relations with the U.S. The strategic
partnership with Washington is extremely
important for India’s progress and development,
but what India must not allow itself to become, at
any cost, is a frontline in the U.S.-China
competition. BRICS enables India to pursue that
path without having to champion an anti-U.S.
agenda or undermine its cooperation with
Washington. The U.S., which had come to terms
with India’s firm adherence fo strategic
autonomy, has recently been pushing the
envelope to draw New Delhi into a more
subordinate relationship. For Washington, this is
an ongoing theme. But India should pursue
multiple pathways to its rise rather than succumb
to the temptations of unequal great-power
alliances.

While it is true that there are serious internal
divisions among BRICS members, there is also a
larger reality of external convergence of interests
among them. BRICS is not an organisation like
the G-7, where American primacy and the
western order are accepted by all
member-countries. Nor is it the case that every
multilateral or plurilateral grouping is converging
on all points.

The divisions within BRICS, to a certain extent,
prevent any one country from dominating the
grouping, while the external convergence of
interests — their shared belief that the post-war
international system is unfair and that a more
representative order should be built — could hold
the group together as it lays the foundations and
builds the blocks of a new order. The dialectical
relationship between internal contradictions and
external convergence could ultimately produce a
synthesis, which is i ingly evident in the
case of BRICS. The contradictions within are
therefore not a reason to question the grouping’s
existence; they are, in fact, part of the reason
why it should exist and flourish.

varghese. g@thehindu.co.in
stanly,johny@thehindu.co.in
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Trading smart

India-NZ FTA shows how smaller deals
can complement big-bang trade pacts

he India-New Zealand Free Trade Agree-
ment (FTA), set to come into force on Oc-
tober 20, is a good example of why India
is right in simultaneously pushing for trade deals
with smaller trade partners along with the major
global economies. On the face of it, it would be
easy to dismiss the $1.1 billion of bilateral goods
trade between the two countries as being less
than 1% of India’s total goods trade. A doubling by
2030, as envisaged under the deal, is still a mi-
nuscule amount. Yet, trade is not simply a ma-
croeconomic indicator. It is also a source of liveli-
hood for lakhs of businesses, nearly half of which
are micro, small, and medium enterprises. These
exporters need all the help that they can get in
the current trade environment. Adverse develop-
ments related to tariffs or the closure of trade
routes can be mitigated to an extent by a nimble
rerouting of trade to other countries where In-
dian exporters receive an advantage. With 100%
U.S. tariffs looming and a trade deal with Wash-
ington remaining elusive, India needs to open up
as many alternative channels for its exporters as
possible. The New Zealand FTA delivers — India
has managed to receive duty-free access on 100%
of its exports, a historic concession. India has a
good mix of capital- and labour-intensive exports
to New Zealand that stand to benefit. Textiles
make up about 14% of India’s exports, while
pearls and semi-precious stones constitute
another 5% or so. On the capital-intensive side,
one-third of India’s exports are pharmaceuticals,
parts of nuclear reactors, vehicular parts, miner-
al fuels, electrical machinery, and iron and steel.
India has also done well in its handling of sen-
sitive sectors. While the opening up of India’s dai-
ry sector was a major demand by the New Zea-
land negotiators. India held firm and excluded it
from the deal. In total, nearly 30% of India’s im-
port lines have been kept outside the tariff con-
cessions. On labour mobility, India has won some
valuable concessions on visas for workers and
students. At a time when several western coun-
tries are clamping down on foreign worker in-
flows, such alternative routes provide relief. India
has also extracted a commitment from New Zea-
land to facilitate investments of $20 billion in In-
dia over 15 years, smaller but along the same lines
as in the agreement with the EFTA bloc. India
needs foreign investment not just for its econom-
ic growth but also to manage its balance of pay-
ments. This FTA is a good blueprint on how India
can use its growing international heft to negotiate
overwhelmingly in its favour.
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Tulu’s ‘official’
tagin Karnataka:
What this means

AkramM
Bengaluru, September 23

THE D K Shivakumar-led Congress government in Kar-
natakalast week decided to accord Tulu the status of sec-
ond additional administrative language in two districts
of coastal Karnataka: Dakshina Kannada and Udupi. The
announcement came during aspecial state Cabinet
meeting in Mangaluru.

A Dravidian language

Tuluis classified among the five Dravidian languages,
the others being Tamil, Telugu, Kannada, and
Malayalam, It is spoken mainly in the coastal districts of
Dakshina Kannadaand Udupi in Karnataka, and parts of
northern Kerala. The language has astrong oral tradition,
rich folklore, and cultural practices like Yakshagana,
Bhoota Kola, and others. Although it had its own seript,
today itis largely written using the Kannada script.

Although there has been migration of the Tulu-speak-
ing population to metros such as Mumbai and Bengaluru,
around 1.8 to2 million people are native speakers.

Behind the demand

The special status for Tulu means government offices
in Dakshina Kannada and Udupi districts can now use
the language for official communication alongside Kan-
nada. The state Cabinet also decided togrant Rs 82 lakh
every year for translation, training, and activities related
tolanguage use to facilitate implementation.

For decades, Tulu-

WHOSPEAKS TULU?

® Tuluis spoken mainly in the
coastal districts of Dakshina
Kannada and Udupi in Karna-
taka, and parts of north Kerala,
@ Although a large number of
the Tulu-speaking population
has migrated to metro cities,
around 1.8 to 2 million people

speaking communities
have sought recognition
for their language from
the government. They be-
lieved that despite its cul-
tural depth and sizable
speaker base, Tuluwas
notaccorded the same
statusas otherregional
languages such as
Konkani or Kodava.

are native speakers.
Over the years, several

legislators from coastal
Karnataka have raised the demand in the legislature.
Amongthe key argumentsis that Tuluspeakers were not
granted aseparate linguistic state during the reorganisa-
tion of statesin 1956, as it was done for other Dravidian
languages. There has also been a sustained social media
campaign by Tulu speakers for recognition.

Challenges inimplementation

Official status also allows for including Tulu in educa-
tion, signage, and cultural promotion. As of now, only a
few signsin the region are in Tulu. The primary
challenge inimplementation is that not many know the
Tulu seript. Although it has been revived in recent years,
the language is nortaught in schools and colleges, mak-
ing it harder for the general populace to read it.

Political significance

For years, coastal Karnataka has been the BJP's bas-
tion and is known for its communally charged politics.
Efforts by the Congress to make inroads into the region
by consolidating castes have been futile. The decision to
hold a Cabinet meeting in Mangaluruto accord Tuluthe
special status is seen as an attempt to reach out to voters
by appealing to their cultural heritage and practices.
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ointment: Why SC
matter before CJI

AMAAL SHEIKH

A TWO-JUDGE bench of the Supreme
Court on Wednesday referred petitions
challenging the 2023 law on the appoint-
ment of the Chiel Election Commissioner
(CEC} and other Election Commissioners
(ECsh — which excludes the Chiel Justice
of India (CI11) from the process — wothe CI1
o consider forming a Constitution Bench
(which has a minimum of five judges).

What the joint order said

The 2023 EC appointment law
excludes the Chief Justice of India
from the process. A challenge tothe
law has divided a two-judge bench

*THE2023 LAWAND THE CHALLENGE INTOP COURT: ATIMELINE

1950: Article 324{2) of the Constitution s framed. It
provides that the Chief Election Commissioner and ather
Election Commissioners are appointed by the President,
subject 10amylaw Padliament may make on the matter,

lzw on this,

Appaintrrents 1 the

Election Commission

{EC}are made under the
i .

1950-2023:
For 73 years. Parliament
does not enact any new

. 2015; A writ petition is filed
che 32, challenging

bere-

Dattaand heid that the chall

feredtoad fon Bench. H
the Supreme Court isexamining the Conse-
tutional validity of the 2023 Act for the first
time. “There is no authoritative decision of
uuscourr.ulld:ueummunmlgomhewn
walidiy of the said A" he said

under Art
theabsenceof alaw

I theEC.

2018: A two-judge bench
refers themattertoa

EXECUT

Atwo-judge SC bench delivers a splitverdict on
petitions chalienging the 2023 Act. While Jus‘nce
dbe

Dipankar that the chall

Justice Satish Chandra Sharmasays itraises

While Justices Dipankar d

Ish Chandra Sharma werespliton refemng
the matter to a larger bench, they agreed
thait itshould be placed before the CIL They
said sending the issue first toathres-judge
bernich wolild beof* 'Inuewonh andwould

and novel C: fuestions.
Both judges issued a joint order ref
matter to the Cli to constitute a Cen
Bench toavoid further procedural delay.

—
DECEMBER 2023:

Parliament passes the Chief

MARCH 2023: Eight years
o, a five-judge Constitution
Bench defiversits judgment in

adding: “The devisiononthesewrit petitions
would be the first of its kind and it isall the
more necessary that a reference is made.”

The petitioners, however, had argued
that the central legal question that the se-
lection must be an independent proces
has already been declded by the 2023 Con-
stitution Bench nuling.

M:u Justice Shmrma the key question

Election C:

and theA B | case,

other Election C

Act, 2023, The law replaces the
Chief lustice of india witha
Union Cabinet Minister
norminated by the Prime
Mirister, resulting in a panel
with a 2:1 executive majority,

g 15 to
the EC should be made by a

wasjustified inre-
placing [hL( I with a Cabinet minister
nominated by the PM. He sald: “Whether
arnogk wils justified in not in-

prising the
Prirme Minister, the Leader of

cluding A neutral selector in the selection
is%an i

the and the Chief
Justice of India until
Parlizment enacts a law,

m'gfmhe?..m i o™, Since

hasnat withiin
precedent”, he said, Article 145(3) lefi “no
S — AT

onlydelaya firal decish

Cx)rlstll‘lllmrm qur:suons miwrhcm
Thej

ciding Constitutional references. They noted

that the Ancop Baranwal case (2023) 100k

eight vears to reach a final judgment and

cited other references that ined pend-

tated from executive infl

Parliament subsequently cn'mr_(! thie
Chief Election Commissioner and Other
Election Commissioners {Appaintment,
Conditions of Service and Term of Office)
At 2023, But the law replaced the CllL.on
mn[‘ahu

g for years. Calling such delays“asource of
institutional embarrassment ™, they urged
the CJ te consider sestingupa

netm
ister. mgovernmem themfore BOLIWO

five-judge bench for Constitutional cases.

The Anoop Baranwal’ case

The challenge 1o the Chief Election
Commissumr and Other mmmm
T AL "

on the
panel; alongldethel&ndcrm’ Opposition.

Constitution Bench issue:
What Justice Dutm smd

Split verdict
Justice Datta
said the petitions
could be decided
by the present
bench. He said
the top court had
already \E[I't\d

th

isternominared by the PMand the Leaderof
Opposition, he observed thar a minister
bound by collective responsibility “cannot
beexpected to defy hisown nominator”,
Thins: thiepresence of the Leaderof Op-
position in the Selection Committée be:
comes “largely ornamental”, hcsand'hr!:
notmwlrwmgwwbemmendem.
on

st al

& of
Heviewed the govermment's anzumeinss
on separation of powers and the compari-

required examination by a larger bench.

What is a Constitution Bench
As per Article 3)a f.‘mmmuuon

Benchof five or more judg

stantial question of law” mmluug thein-

the petitioners” ¥

appointments; hesaid it “does appear 1o
have substance”, while stating that these

1e ! the( Acasedoes
not go 1o a larger bench merely because it
involves the Constitution. The question
muﬂ:lhe mmemm [113! Lﬁ.ancllwmun

Justice D

peti
berich

Serviceand Term of Office) Act. 2023 traces

in A;a_ap Baranwalv. Union af fdia in
March 2023 T that raling. a C

itself According to him, the top court had
already semed the governing Constitu-
tional . which
P . s

Anoon

Berm}mdflmdlat Pal’ﬂmhadrm

the Election Cnmmlsslon despite Article

mainunder “exclusive executive control™
Thequestion now, he said, waswhether the
2023 law compiies with that principle. That

24 0fthe C

It laid down an interim mechanism under
which appointments would be made by a
committee comprisingthe Prime Minister,
the Leader of Opposition in Lok Sabha and
the Chief Justice of India — until Parlia-
ment enacts a law,

The bench had underlined the impor
tance of anindependent Election Commis-
sion and observed that those entrusted
with conducting elections must be

tsewas “nomore than the application
ofthesettled principles of law to the facts of
thecase” and did not require a Constitution
Bench, he said. Justice Datta, therefore,
held that “neither any Constitutional bar
nora precedent precludes hcuarin@: of these
petitions by the present Bench®.
Atthesametime, Justice Dattaexpressed
furaly s thestructureofth
committee under the 2023 taw. Referringlo
the panel comprising the PM, aCabinet min-

Constitutional
principlein
Anoop Baranwal.
®

Justice Sharma
saida
Constitution
Bench should
hearthecascas
theSCis
examining the
Constitutional
validlity of the
2023 Actforthe
first time,
e ——)

Justice Datta also rejected the govern-
ment’s comparison between the EC selec
tion process and the collegium system for
judicial appointments, He said judicialap-
pointments Involve the executive at
multiple stages and described the popular
notion that “judges appoint judges™as a
“myyth”. He ralsed concerns about the se-

Constitution Bench mlmg.s also carry
greater weight than ordinary judgments.
Split verdiets often trigger referrals.
‘When two judges cannot agree, the matter
goes to the Chief Justice, who decides
whethertosend ittoa largerbench, But the
spli itself does not automatically warrant
4( onstimtion Bench —thecount nuust still

lective impl fon of C rec-
ommendations and said the absence of a
neytral memberin the Collegivm could not
justify the absence of a neutral member in
the EC appointment process, He described
the comparison drawn by !hL’"c)\me\"m
as "disingenuous, evasi |

ed the di: (B
n.ﬂ(mlqmutmna]qummntu;ulmq,a ath-
oritative determination.

In October 2022, the top court delivered
asplitverdict in the Kamataka hijab case,
The matter was referned to? targer bench

Constitution Bench issue:
What Justice Sharma said
Justice Sharma disagreed with Justice

and ALL VERES
later, Earlier this vear, another spiitverdict
arose on Section 174 of the Prevention of
Corruption Act. That matter, 100, wentioa
larger bench,
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4 states out of Uttar Pradesh? Politics behind demand to split most populous state

Vikas Pathak
New Delhi, Septentber 23

UTTAR PRADESH minister and Suheldev
rtiva Samaj Party leader Om Prakash
Rajbhar has claimed the state will be
vided into four, and that the Purvanchal re-
gionwill geta “Rajbhar Chief Minister”. At
apublic meeting Sunday; Rajbhar claimed
that Prime Minister Narendra Modi told
him thar the division could happen after
the ongoing caste census.
UttarPradeshRIP brushed itoff

anyState orby
orparts nf‘ilates erbyunitingany territory
toapartofany State... provided that no Bill
for the purpose shall be introduced in
either House of Parliament except on the
recorimendation of the Presidentand un-
less, where the proposal contained in the

i ¢ i nameot
anyof theStates, the Bill hias been referred
by the President to the Legislature of that
State for expressing its views thereon
within such pu:ind as may be specified in

as pre-poll posturing, "Heperhaps wants
1o energise his cadre by making them be-
mmhsmbemiefmmmdmey
e
sider who did not wish'to be named.

But sucha demand is not new. During
her tenure as chief minister from 2007 to
2012, Mavawari created ripples by backing
adivisionof the state,

How is astatedivided?

‘This iswhat Article 3 of the Constitution
states: “Parliament may by law... forma
new State by separation of territory from

asthe President may allow and lhc period
sospecified orallowed hasexpi

Insimple terms, this means Ih:l[ the
President must ucha Bill —

= The 2011 proposal
fordividing UP

Paschim Pradesh
2B districts Ao

T 17 districts

Lucknow

o

thus showing the intent of the Centre —
and thestate Assembly must be consulted
and given a finite period to express its
views. What is crucial here is that the
latter’s views are not binding on Parlia-
ment. And what is reqmrm to alter the

Tdistricts

23 districts

dinary legislation even without the consent

thed d for Bundelkhand has been
raised from time to time, even that has

coaled down in the past few years.

Why was there a demand for division
of Uttar Pradesh?

Tn November 2011, the Mayawad ov-
emment

inte Purvanchal, Bundelkhand, Awadh

inthe eyes of voters,

Whar further worked for Mayawat] in
2011 wasthat the Yadav population in Uttar
Pradesh — the coreof then arch-rival SP —
wus not evenly distributed in terms of its
political hefl. The SP had two major belis

h-M

national stature is that he has been Chief
Minister of India’s most populaus state, For
that advanrage to continue to accrue to
hitm, UP must remain 2 single state.
Forthe BIP, too. the factthat it has won
Untar Pradesh consistently — with adipin

—theE
beltinthewest, and lhe ¥; adm- beltin east-
em Uttar Pradesh around Jaunpur, Azam-
garh, Ghazipur and Mau. The move could

the20241.

political heft over the years. Because of its
size, its centrality to many Hindu cultural
symbals and holy sites, and its being the|

Pradesh and Paschim Pradesh (seemdp).  have splittheSP's Yadav belts and pushed  core of the ‘Hindi heartland', UP has hiad
The state sovernment arglied that Uttar ~ Muslims into voting for the BSP. However,  tremendous political heft inTndia even'if |
P’radeshs vast size made administration  the BSP declined overti propo-  ithasbeen lly alargely under-
diflicult ller yalthiscouldhappen,  developed state.
states could lead to betrer governance. AT s[ngh nt the Raqhmyn Lok Dal Itis often said that the road to D
The resolution was senttothe Centre  (RLD) hag a "Harit Pra- Lucknow. Indeed, absolure|

but was not pursued further by the Sa-
imajwadi Party (SP) government that came
to power in 2012.

At Mayawati’s peak, such a split would
have favoured her. All four regions of the

boundariesof justasimy jor-
ityin bothits Houses.

This makes it refatively casy for Parlia-
ment woalter boundaries of the state by or-

ofthestate’s Assembly. state have a sizabile Dalit population, be-
The four 1sin 000, tween 16% and 28%. The Scheduled e
Ut Jharkhand, Chhattisgarh,  population inall of Utrar Pradesh saround

and Telangana, all saw strong people's
mevements demanding a separate state.
Thatisnot the case inUttar Pradesh. While

21%. Her Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP) could,
therefore, have emerged as a force in four

desh” anElem Uttar Pradesh. L"hel'esr

F
majorities of any party — be it the BJ2 or

son: his paity’s.

theC —artheC I

the region: their: ren't high out-

side western Uttar Pradesh.

‘What about Rajbhar’s claim?

kof strong perform-
ances in Uttar Pradesh. No party has ever
won a Lok Sabha majotity in India on its|
oown after 8 poor showing in UP, though

hile for nedabove,
the ¥ would not want UP to be divided
any suchideawould not work for Yogi Adi-
tyanath as well. Right now, apart from his
Hindutva image, what raise:

fityanath's

stafes, If asanational party

there ov-
emments coming to pmeraﬁer amodest
showing in the state. Rajbhar’s claim,
therefore, is not one that the BIP, or even
the P, would want toback,




