dear friends,

i think it is an excellent synthesis, and thank shekhar and others who have

done so much work on it. naturally, each of us have our specific points of

emphasis, therefore it cannot be that we fully aree wuth every word. and

that is not necessary.

i still had a few thoughts:

- to me the greatest weakness of the land acuisition act is that the alleged

'public interest' of the acquisition does not have to be explained by the

govt, nor the justification that less displacing and non-displacing

alternatives are not feasible. this needs to be amended, and informed

challenge to the public interest and necessity of the acquisition shd be

explicitly built i nto the design of the law.

-in the principles, i still feel that the formulation that the first right

to the benefits of the project must be of the PAP shd be explicitly

mentioned.

-the draft states that acuisition of land in the command for rehab of PAPs

is 'a sound principle'. this non-mandatory exhortation will ensure that it

iwll rarely be applied. it must be mandatory that a proportion of the land

above holdings of 5 acres in the command must be acuired to the extent that

land for the rehab of PAPs is necessary.

-for the urban poor, an explicit reference that the overwhelming majority

have no legal title over their shelters (if they own these at all) or their

livelihoods, therefore both compensation and rehab shd not be related to

legal title, but to current sources of shelter and livelihood. also the

minimum standards of shelter must apply to all homeless.

-a year round employment guarantee programme at all resetllement sites for

10 years after resetllement is also an important protection against

destitution.

i am desperate to return. i cancelled all later speaking engagements . but i

find now that there are no seats on my cheap ticket until 21 nov. my heart

is with the work there, but i am not there physically.

love,

harsh

