
 

 

 

APTI Q 

The Hindu Dt: 13/01/2018 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. State whether RTE (Right to education) Act’s enabling provisions can radically transform school 

education? (Social Issues)(Editorial) 

2. How important Israel-Palestine peace process is for India to restore its influence in West Asia? 

(International Issues)(Editorial) 

 

                                                            DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS 

                                                                 MODEL ANSWERS  

1. Context: Free and compulsory education of children in the 6 to 14 age group in India became a 

fundamental right when, in 2002, Article 21-A was inserted in the 86th Amendment to the 

Constitution. This right was to be governed by law, as the state may determine, and the enforcing 

legislation for this came eight years later, as the Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education 

(RTE) Act, 2010, or the RTE Act. 

Provisions: Since its enactment, the RTE Act has been lauded and disparaged. But there has been 

concern not only over its provisions but also about the lacunae in the school education system. 

However, there are clauses in the Act which have enormous catalytic potential but that have gone 

largely untouched and unnoticed.  

A focus on three of these provisions can result in an immediate and discernible impact. 

Focus on retention: 



 

 

Though the Act envisaged that the state, i.e. State governments and panchayats, would aggressively 

ensure that each child is brought into the schooling system and also “retained” for eight years, it has 

been business as usual. Unfortunately, tracking dropouts and preparing and mainstreaming them 

into age-appropriate classes has been subsumed into existing scheme activities. Even seven years 

after its enactment, there are still children on the streets, in fields and in homes. Therefore, the 

problem now is more about dropouts than children who were never enrolled. Strategies to ensure 

retention need to change from the earlier approach of enrolling the un-enrolled. As children out of 

the fold of schooling are the most hard to reach, such as girls, the disabled, orphans and those from 

single parent families, the solutions have to be localised and contextualised. 

Pupil-teacher ratio: 

The most critical requirement, which has also got the least public attention, is the pupil-teacher ratio 

(PTR). It is impractical to expect quality education without this. According to the Education 

Department’s data, under the Unified District Information System for Education (U-DISE) database 

2015-16, 33% of the schools in the country did not have the requisite number of teachers, as 

prescribed in the RTE norms, for PTR at the school level. The percentage of schools that were PTR-

compliant varied from 100% in Lakshadweep to 16.67% in Bihar. This did not factor in subject-wise 

teachers at the upper primary level as this is treated differently in each State. All other forward-

looking provisions of the Act such as continuous assessment, a child learning at her own pace, and 

‘no detention’ policy are contingent on a school with an adequate number of teachers. No 

meaningful teaching-learning is possible unless trained teachers are physically present at school. 

Teachers also need to avail of leave or undergo training, so that ‘two teachers per school’ is a basic 

requirement. 

Think decentralisation: 

The third provision is that the academic calendar will be decided by the local authority, which, for 

most States and Union Territories, is the panchayat. This provision recognises the vast cultural and 

regional diversities within the country such as local festivals, sowing and harvesting seasons, and 

even natural calamities as a result of which schools do not function academically. It is socially 

acceptable that priority will be given to such a local event and not schooling. Not all festivals and 

State holidays declared by the the State headquarters may be locally relevant. So if panchayats, 

perhaps at the district level, decide the working days and holidays, this would not only exponentially 

increase attendance and teaching-learning but also strengthen local panchayats, being closest to the 

field, to take ownership of their schools. They would be responsible in ensuring the functioning of 



 

 

the prescribed instruction days. For inexplicable reasons, the educational bureaucracy has not 

allowed the decentralisation of academic schedules even in districts. 

Way ahead: A law is as good or as bad as its implementation. It is unfair to blame legislation alone 

for the sad state of affairs without implementing it in full measure, especially its enabling provisions. 

Open-minded adoption of these provisions, keeping the child in mind, can go a long way in radically 

transforming our school education sector. 

2. Context: At a Non-Aligned Ministerial in September, calling India’s support to the Palestinian 

cause a “reference point” in its foreign policy, Foreign Minister Sushma Swaraj affirmed that India’s 

“expanding relations” in the region will “only strengthen the Palestinian cause”, not weaken it. And 

in a letter ahead of the UN International Solidarity Day with the Palestinian People in November, Mr. 

Modi wrote that India’s vision for the creation of a separate Palestinian state remains, and called for 

an “early resumption of dialogue”. 

Israel-Palestine peace process:  

The biggest shift from what seemed to be a set trajectory for the Modi government, however, came 

on the floor of the UN General Assembly (UNGA) on December 21, when India chose to vote for a 

resolution criticising the U.S. for recognising Jerusalem as the Israeli capital, and also called on Israel 

to end its “occupation that began in 1967”. The Foreign Ministry defended its decision as consistent 

with past policy, but in fact the reverse is evident. In the past three years, barring a vote at the 

UNGA in 2014, India has turned from its traditional pro-Palestinian stance, to one of abstention. In 

2015, India abstained on a UN Human Rights Council resolution criticising Israel for an aerial 

bombing of Gaza that had left 2,200 people dead. It repeated its abstention in 2016. Also in 2016, at 

UNESCO in Paris, India changed its vote from voting ‘for’ to an abstention on a resolution criticising 

Israel for encroachments at the Western Wall and near the Al-Aqsa mosque in Jerusalem. 

As a result, India’s position can only be explained by a desire to reassert its leadership role on the 

multilateral stage, and to regain its leverage on the Israel-Palestine issue, a re-hyphenation of sorts. 

This is in keeping with the special place and moral position India has always assumed on the peace 

process, and its support to a just solution. It is also a rejection of the false equivalence often built 

between Palestine and Kashmir, or comparisons between de-hyphenating the India-Pakistan 

relationship and the Israel-Palestine issue. De-hyphenating relations with Israel and Palestine can 

only follow a peaceful resolution of the issue, which even Israel’s founding fathers believed was the 

two-state solution. “The future of the Zionist project depends on [Israel’s] embrace of the two-state 

solution,” former President Shimon Peres wrote in his memoirs. “The danger, if Israel abandons this 



 

 

goal, is that the Palestinians will eventually accept a one-state solution. Because of demographics, 

this would leave Israel with a choice: stay Jewish or stay democratic.” It is this solution that Prime 

Minister Yitzhak Rabin was assassinated for espousing, and Mr. Peres died hoping for — but Israel’s 

current dispensation is moving away from this long-standing consensus. 

Influence in West Asia: 

Weeks after winning on principle at the UNGA to have its candidate overwhelmingly elected to the 

International Court for Justice, India could not have been seeing bowing to pressure or to the diktats 

of ‘realpolitik’ on the Jerusalem vote at the same forum. More to the point, the government appears 

to have affirmed that in calculating the national interest, it is necessary to value the role of India’s 

leadership on the international stage as well. If there is a realpolitik calculation to be made, it is that 

India’s influence in West Asia cannot be squandered away so casually, and advocating the peace 

process with Mr. Netanyahu will be an important step. The road to India’s prosperity may well run 

through Jerusalem, but the road to its leadership aspirations on the world stage cannot bypass 

Ramallah either. 


