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A large number of old-timers and seniors have esged a deep resentment and surprise at the way
Nitish Kumar and the JDU and Lalu Prasad YadavB Rdve embraced each other and gone over to
the Congress camp. These veterans are unable a@ptabe fact that the same party which threw
Jayaprapakash Narayan in prison because he wishpteserve the democratic ethos of India is
today being pampered by JP’s erstwhile followengchSpolitical opportunism — to see political
disciples of the late Lokanayak join hands with gaty which treated him so badly and in such
cavalier manner — has not gone down well not onti these people but also with the vast majority
of the people in the state for whom “JayaprakadbuBatill remains a revered icon and symbol.

The Bihar elections and the entire debate it hasemgged on the issue of “development” versus
“jungle raj” has caught the attention of the enticeintry. Prime Minister Modi and the BJP speak of
the need for Bihar’s all-round development and artat it is imperative that Bihar be lifted uprfro
her present state of neglect and marginalization.decades, Bihar has suffered neglect. Both the
RJD and the JDU have in fact invested little tinmel &nergy in Bihar’'s upliftment or in evolving
opportunities for the youth of Bihar. The aspiraoof Bihar's youth remain unfulfilled and
unaddressed. Interestingly whenever BJP has besgling component in Bihar, the state has seen
growth in a number of fundamental areas and hashmdrahead. The BJP’s record of performance
has outshone others by a large margin.

The Bihar election is being widely followed. Mr. éexvatham Achary, BJP Member from Tamil
Nadu, who was active in the strategy committeenduthe 2014 General Elections took interest in
the debate and has come up with a report whichlglewlicates that it was only because of the BJP
that Bihar saw some progress and forward marckingithrough statistics and data and making a
comparative study of various years and parametshary has come up with the finding and
conclusion that the Bharatiya Janata Party is ¢isseio the progress of Bihar and its rule is
necessary for Bihar to emerge out of its presexte sif neglect. The Congress, JDU and RJD have,
between them, ruled Bihar for the longest period @&onically they speak of Bihar's neglect.
Achary’s finding clearly establishes that on thesimorucial development parameters, Bihar has
improved only when the BJP was there to direct gumece and development. His study comes at a
crucial time and needs to be widely read.

It is important that a large section among thelligentsia takes note of the study and recognige it
findings and evolve opinion in that light. Afted &he larger objective is to see Bihar, a statén\ait
great legacy, mighty history and huge potentiaboboee one the most rapidly developing state of
India. Prime Minister Modi’'s model of developmegtpwth and opportunities is the only way out
and forward for Bihar.

- Dr. Anirban Ganguly
Director,
Dr. Syama Prasad Mookerjee Research Foundation
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List of states with rank and scores for Ease of Doing
Business (September 2015)
Rank State N Score Rank State Score
1 Gujarat 71.14% 17 Himachal Pradesh 23.95%
2 Andhra Pradesh TO.12% 1is Kerala 22.87%
3 Jharkhand 63.09% 19 Goa 21.74%6
4 Chhattisgarh 62.45% 20 Puducherry A7 72%
S Madhya Pradesh 62.00% 21 Bihar 16.41%
6 Rajasthan 61.04% 22 Assam 14.89%
7 Cdisha S2.12% 23 Uttarakhand 13.36%
a8 Maharashtra 49 43% 24 Chandigarh 10.04%6
= Karmataka 48.50% 25 Andaman and MNicobar Islands 9.73%
10 Uttar Pradesh 4T .37% 26 Tripura 9.29%
11 West Bengal 46.90% 27 Sikkinm 7239
12 Tamil Nadu a4 58% 28 Mizoram 6.37%
i3 Telangana H42.45% 29 Jammu and Kashmir 5.93%
14 Haryana 40.66% 30 mMeghalaya 4.38%
15 Delhi 37.35% 31 Nagaland 3.41%
16 Punjab 36.73% 22 Arunachal Pradesh 1.23%

Source: The Workd Bank

According to World Bank Gujarat emerged as number 1

Ease of Doing Business with 71.14%.

state in




&# &

&# %

&Il

* 1
9
? * 1
6. 2 %+E
ll%
1 (
. ( ;2
& $33
- B
6
* 1
* D< 2
3.

$$$




&"% ;2 > 16 -
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Number per 1000 households treating drinking water by any method during 2012

State/UT rural urban State/UT rural urban
Bihar 22 119 Raj:_asthan 611 703
Chhattisgarh 451 697 Uttar Pradesh 17 195
Gujarat 854 879 West Bengal 104 315
Madhvya Pradesh 500 725
Jharkhand 303 2= T P Y6 T
Karnataka 397 627
all-India 323 544
Source: N&SO
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Indicators on households with sanitation facilities during 2012
number per 1000 households
without latrine
State/TUT facility
rral urban
Bihar 728 208
Gujarat 587 62
Kammataka 708 90
Madhwva Pradesh 790 140
Maharashtra 540 69
Rajasthan 730 142
Tlttar Pradesh 753 107
West Bengal 397 54
all-India (2012) 594 88
| Source: NS
&,+ ? 1 12 Q%o
$3$ > %D $3$
9 - 1
&, & 7 1 2 ? K
1. - 1
* ’) .
& 1 " *
&' 7 > -
$B3 -




&'" C #5958  #$" 7

&'+ 7 #3$& 4 F - ? > . %
#$" +#

State-wise Infant Mortality Fats (per LO0O0 live berth)
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STATEWISE LITERACY RATE
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GROSS ENROLMENT RATIO
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