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Hon'ble Minister for Human Resources Development, my distinguished colleagues from
other States and friends:

| deem it a great privilege to participate in this very important Conference and at
the outset | wish to congratulate our eminent Minister for Human Resources Development
Thiru Arjun Singhji for two things - (i) For convening this Conference at the most
appropriate time when the Eighth Plan is being given final touches and (ii) for his
pragmatic approach and for his open mind to the various issues.

| would also like to take this opportunity to convey the greetings of our dynamic
Chief Minister to all of you and assure you that Tamil Nadu will be second to none in
supporting the progressive policies and programmes of action of the Government of
India for Human Resource Development which is one of the most critical areas.

| would like to make a few general observations which are applicable to all the
States before | go on to mention some of the special problems of my State. We are in
total agreement with the principal concerns which guided the NPERC particularly the
following two viz. (i) ensuring equity and social justice in Human Resources Development
and (ii) decentralisation of educational management at all levels. As my colleague
Dr.Janardhana Reddy who is an eminent educaticnist himself and who chaired this
important Committee has observed in his overview, these concerns are unexceptionable
and are in consonance with the National Policy on Education.

We agree that many of the ideas and concepts had remained on paper without
being translated into action and therefore, a time has come when we should make a
conscious effort to give a well defined thrust to the “key result areas” as enumerated
in National Education Policy. We also agree with the JRC Report that the
recommendations of the NPERC require very little of policy reformulation and that the
programme of action (POA) needs to be revised considerably. | would also like to
endorse the views of JRC regarding Vocational Education, NCHE and AICTE.

Regarding the other issues, | would only like to suggest certain improvisations in
the light of the global trends particularly on the kind of education that we should have
in the 21st century. We are in total agreement with the views of the NPERC on the
need to have an integrated design of vocational education to be operated from class
IX to XIl. We also agree with the NPERC and JRC that two Committees, one of the
Ministers and the other of the Secretaries, would be adequate to perform the functions
of the National Council of Higher Education more effectively without any overhead

expenditure .

AICTE

Regarding AICTE, | would like to stress with all the emphasis at my command, that
the AICTE Act appears to have been drafted overlooking the fact that we are in a
federal set up and that education is in the concurrent list. So we suggest
immediate steps be taken to amend the AICTE Act taking into account the
recommendations of the Ramamurthy's Committee Report, the JRC Report and the
Kalyanakrishnan Committee Report and the views of the various State Governments,




to make it an advisory body on the lines of the UGC and Medical Council of India and to
ensure that not only the maintenance of proper standards but also to design new courses
in the socially relevant and emerging areas of technical education. AICTE should not only
ensure that proper standards are maintained by the constant review of the syllabus and
also ensure that high degree of competence on the part of the teachers and that there is no
mis-match between the investment on technical education and our manpower requirements,
at various levels, in the 21st century. We strongly urge that the AICTE should have
regional offices headed by senior functionaries with adequate delegated authority to function
effectively and speedily in total coordination with the state authorities.

Besides this issue, | would also like to suggest certain other improvisations on the
other recommendations of the NPERC which do not involve major departures from National
Policy on Education. The NPERC Committee has pointed out that many of the ideas and
concepts remained on paper and a time has come to modify the programme of action and
implement it without delay.

UNIVERSALISATION OF ELEMENTARY EDUCATION

We are in total agreement with the Janarthana Reddy Committee report and we feel
that UEE is better achieved by an integrated single system of non formal education. We
totally endorse the views of JRC in para 9.18 on the programme of action for achieving the
UEE.. One point | would like to make here is that reduction of drop out rates to 20% and
40% in Classes | to V and | to VIl respectively, had already been achieved by Tamil Nadu
thanks to the many progressive measures implemented by the Tamil Nadu Government
under the legendry stewardship of Dr. MGR and the dynamic leadership of our present
Chief Minister Dr. Jayalalitha, out of our own funds. | would like to underline the words
‘our own funds'. We have successfully implemented the noon meal scheme, free distribution
of uniforms, foot wears, books, bus passes and other incentive measures in Tamil Nadu.
We would like to set ourselves a more ambitious target in this regard and achieve it to set
an example to other States if the Government of India would come forward to extend a
helping hand.

ADULT EDUCATION

The JRC's views on adult education is in conformity with our State Government's
thinking with the following exception of the modus operandi adopted for implementation
of this Scheme.

We are in the process of implementing the first phase of this programme. We
have received a very serious complaint that the volunteers engaged for this work are
attempting political prosylitisation particularly in places like Kanyakumari District where
some ex-card holders have been engaged as volunteers. The literature printed for
this pupose does not fully reflect the goals which the national Policy on Education had
laid down. When we enquired into this matter further, we find that these complaints can
be attributed to wrong selection of non-Governmental organisation as the State Resources
Centre, wrong selection of the Chief Coordinator and the misplaced sympathy of
some bureaucrat in charge of the programme at the centre, who without consulting the
State Government at every stage has gone about his work in a questionable manner.
Before this problem snowhballs into a big issue as has been in Gujarat and Pondicherry, it
would be prudent to take an early corrective measure. We propose to work out







