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Udaipur, 
March 2nd 2008 

 
To, 
The Hon’ble Minister, 
Ministry of Human Resource Development,  
New Delhi 
 
Subject – National Policy on Information and Communication Technology (ICT) in School 
Education  
 
Sri Arjun Singhji, 
 
This is regarding the ‘National Policy on Information and Communication Technology (ICT) in 
School Education’ workbook that is being currently drafted by the MHRD.  
 
We, the undersigned, would like to express our concerns about the procedure being adopted to 
develop this policy as well as some aspects of the policy itself.  
 
The group drafting the policy has a predominance of technology companies, including the largest 
software company, the largest computer chip manufacturing company, the largest IT training 
company and some of the largest education content producing companies. The conflict of interest 
in involving these private sector companies is very obvious, since elements of the policy would 
have a direct bearing on their business interests. In our opinion, such a process is akin to asking a 
pharmaceutical company to draft the drug policy of the country.  
 
On the other hand, the drafting group has too few representatives from the education community 
and non-governmental organisations.  
 
As a result, the draft document does not have adequate linkages to education policies of the 
Government of India. Documents like the National Curriculum Framework (NCF) 2005, whose 
preparation was led by NCERT, should provide the guiding principles for any ICT in education 
policy. It is our view that “ICT in School Education” policy should directly be derived from, and 
contribute towards achieving education policy goals. 
 
The draft policy document takes a narrow perspective of looking at education exclusively as a 
process of creating “an efficient workforce which can contribute effectively to the global 
knowledge economy”. It ignores the larger social context and objectives of education that are 
especially critical to Indian conditions.  
 
We request that the policy-making process be re-examined. The ‘conflict of interest’ in involving 
private technology companies in policy making must be recognised. The process should have a 
greater involvement of public interest groups, including those with expertise in education. 
Institutions such as NCERT and NUEPA should also be closely involved. 
 
We look forward to your response and will be pleased to provide any clarifications. 
 



   2 

Copy: 
Secretary MHRD 
Joint Secretary, MHRD 
Director, NCERT 
Director, NUEPA 
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Signatories to the letter addressing the National Policy on ICT in Education 
 

Scanned copy of signatures is attached below the table 
 

Sl.No Name Institution 

1. Jacob Tharu Independent 

2. Amman Madan IIT, Kanpur 

3.  Manoj Kumar Digantar, Jaipur 

4.  Anusha Ramanathan Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

5.  Lekha Nambiar Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

6.  Chhaya Sawhney Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

7.  Disha Nawani Gargi College, Delhi 

8. Sujata Sriram Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

9.  Rajani Konantambigi Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

10. G.G. Wankhede Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

11. R.K. Agnihotri University of Delhi, Delhi 

12.  Meera Oke The Centre for Human Growth and Development, 

Chugrad 

13. Hriday Kant Dewan Vidya Bhawan Society, Udaipur 

14. Padma M. Sarangapani Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

15. Maxine Berntsen Pragat Shikshan Samithi, Phaitan 

16.  Jane Sahi Bangalore 

17. Anjali Noronha Ekalavya, Bhopal 

18. Indira Vijaysimha Poorna Learning Centre, Bangalore 

19.  Rohit Dhankar Digantar, Jaipur 

20. Padma Velaskar Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

21. Chayanika Shah K.J.Somiya College of Science & Commerce, Mumbai 

22. Sadhna Saxena Faculty of Education, University of Delhi, Delhi 

23. Yemuna Sunny Ekalavya, Hoshangabad 

24. Ranu Jain Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

25. Rakhi Banerjee Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

26. Farida Abdulla Khan Jamia Millia Islamia, Delhi 

27. Nandini Manjrekar Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 
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28. Denzil Saldanha Tata Institute of Social Sciences, Mumbai 

29. Sunil Batra School Development Facilitator, Delhi 

30. Archana Mehendale Independent Researcher 

31.  Gurumurthy Kasinathan IT for Change, Bangalore 

 


