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Sushil Vachani is IIM-B director 

New Delhi, Nov 12, 2013 DHNS:, Deccan Herald 

 

Sushil Vachani, professor of strategy and innovation at Boston University School of Management, will be 

the new director of Indian Institute of Management-Bangalore (IIM-B), with the government clearing his 

name for the post. 
 

His name was cleared by an appointment committee of the Cabinet, headed by the Prime Minister. “We 

received  orders on Tuesday,” a source in the Ministry of Human Resource Development said.  

 

An alumnus of IIM Ahmedabad, Vachani has been a frontrunner for the top job since chairperson and managing 

director of Reliance Industries Ltd, Mukesh Ambani, who is also the chairperson of IIM-B’s board of 

governors, recommended his name.  

 

Vachani, who is a BTech in mechanical engineering from Indian Institute of Technology, Kanpur, was a 

consultant at the Boston Consulting Group in the US for about a year before joining Boston University as a 

professor of strategy and innovation. 

 

He was a finance manager with Tata Motors in Mumbai between 1977 and 1980, before moving to Boston. He 

had also been a member of Tata Administrative Service, the core management cadre of the Tata group. He 

worked on internal consulting assignments for the Tata companies in the automobile, electronics, hotel and tea 

industries. 

 

Vachani, who earned a DBA (doctor of business administration) from Harvard Business School in international 

business, also worked as a consultant for American, Japanese, German and British multinationals during his 40-

year career. 

UGC's move to grant autonomy to colleges can only be disastrous in 

the long run 

Wednesday, Nov 13, 2013, 7:00 IST | Agency: DNA 

Arti Minocha   

http://www.dnaindia.com/authors/arti-minocha
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In a moment of, perhaps, honest self-reflection about the impact of British intervention on indigenous education 

systems, GW Leitner, one of the architects of liberal education in colonial Punjab, confessed, “It is not desired 

to take the masses out of the masses by converting them into aspirants [for jobs]…. The indigenous education of 

the country, instead of being preserved and developed, for its own sake, will then give way to a pretentious and 

shallow system of preparation for office-hunters” (1882). While it may be supremely ironical to refer to Leitner 

to discuss contemporary higher education policy-making in India, one wishes, nevertheless, that this self-

reflexivity had characterised the thought processes of the arbiters of the destiny of higher education in India.  

 

On the contrary, what is being seen is a confident assertion of neo-liberal market practices as the direction in 

which higher education should go. State policy-making bodies are aggressively intervening to push private 

capital into public universities and yet withdrawing from their role in maintenance of institutions of higher 

education. Therefore, public-private partnerships and autonomous educational institutions are being legitimised 

and normalised as an inevitable future.  

 

The UGC XI plan document on the grant of autonomy to colleges affiliated to universities presents autonomy as 

a much-desired upgradation that will make ‘colleges with potential’ exclusive domains of modern, innovative 

education if they delink from the ‘structures’ that weigh them down. It almost represents universities as 

lumbering behemoths that are collapsing under their own weight, and, therefore, affiliated colleges need to be 

accelerated towards qualitative curricular modernisation and procedural efficiency. 

 

Affiliation to institutionalised systems is said to impede academic freedom and liberation from mediocrity. The 

suggested panacea to all these ‘problems’ is autonomy to constituent colleges of universities that entails 

freedom to design courses, evaluate them and make them worthy and ‘relevant’. Mentioned in the margins is 

the game-changing fact that the scheme also grants financial autonomy to a college, that is, the responsibility to 

finance itself and freedom to charge fee as deemed fit by the college administrators. In short, couched in the 

smooth language of aspirations, efficient delivery and academic freedom is the transfer of academic and 

financial control to the new industry of ‘educational entrepreneurship’. 

 

It is anybody’s guess that to sustain these colleges, pedagogic and curricular practices will be suitably tailored 

to meet new norms of market-worthiness, relevance and employability. Many of us, as part of the university 

community, have strong disagreement with the above diagnosis regarding what ails the university system and 

even more so with the measures suggested as resolution. Surprisingly, the industrial and corporate sectors, 

which employ a very low percentage of the total human resource of our country, has come to have an important 

say in formulating the future of education. 

 

The evolution of higher education in India is a highly embattled and contested terrain. The issue has been 

debated amongst educationists, academicians and administrators and has produced much scholarship. 

Necessarily implicated in the question of autonomy and policy-making for the future is what we envision as a 

university. If the university is envisaged as a space for free, creative and critical engagement with structures of 

society and thought itself, it cannot be expected to cater to the demands of profit-making. The vibrancy of 

critical thinking, disagreement and dissent cannot be structured into skill-imparting, modular capsules that 

semesterisation and autonomy demand. With the kind of turbulence that we see in our societies, what is needed 

is an education that equips us to question given structures, challenge ideas and revel in their heterogeneity. We 

can ill-afford institutions that will discipline minds into the conformist logic of private capital.  

 

Teachers in autonomous educational set-ups have increasingly become providers of pre-determined knowledge 

capsules and burdened with generating data that proves their efficiency. The mirage of academic freedom is 

belied with increased class strength, online lessons and minimal time for human interaction. We will, indeed 

“need to go back to the foundational debates on the ideals of a University,” as the XII plan document 

promisingly suggests. The move towards autonomous colleges needs to be an urgent and intense part of public 

discourse, and indeed, among constituencies that have been left out of dominant public discourse.  
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Financial autonomy to colleges threatens to make the university a hierarchical, competitive space where 

exclusive brand names will be accessible only to the wealthy. Equal access to higher education that is in the 

process of being realised after long years of social intervention will stand eroded. The diversity and plurality of 

classrooms will be compromised for insularity. According to the XIth Plan document, one of the criteria for the 

identification of colleges for grant of autonomy is the “academic reputation and previous performance” of the 

college. If academic reputation and performance have been built over long years with public resources, why 

should access to such institutions be denied through high, differential amounts of fee charged?  

 

In fact, the very ‘affiliating structures’ that are seen as a hindrance to the academic development of colleges can 

become resources for their intellectual growth. A large and diverse peer group and the possibility of wholesome 

exchange of ideas that perpetually questions and shifts intellectual foundations may not fit into ideas of 

corporate ‘efficiency’ but can be very liberating for students and teachers. Curricular changes and pedagogical 

practices in such scenarios may emerge out of experiential needs and expertise of the academic community 

rather than as top-down ‘radical reforms’ that suit market needs. The extent and terms of State intervention in 

education, the burgeoning demand for education across class, caste and gender and future policy need to be 

intensely debated at this juncture rather than losing the moment to the naturalised inevitability of privatisation 

and autonomy. 

 

The challenge to make higher education socially and economically productive is indeed a serious one but are we 

willing to let our huge resource “be subject to market risk,” as they say? 

 

The author is an Associate Professor in the Department of English at Lady Shriram College, Delhi University 

Zee News 

States not doing enough for higher education: UGC chairman  

New Delhi: State governments have not shown enough commitment for strengthening higher education, UGC chairman 

Ved Prakash said on Tuesday, stressing that the challenge before the Centre was to take them on board.  

 

Batting for public-private partnership in higher education, he said that the UGC is going to support private initiatives in 

this sector in a big way and added that a suitable model of collaboration needs to be evolved in which public resources 

can be synergised with the private philanthropy.  

 

"This is a huge challenge. We regulators want to say that we are not adversaries, we are companions as the goals remain 

the same. While they should make the most out of the regulations that we are coming out with, they should not 

consider them as infringement on their autonomy," Prakash said at an event today.  

On state higher education system, he said it has to be provided much greater support academically, administratively 

and financially.  

 

"While the central government has displayed enormous amount of commitment to strengthening the higher education 

system, that kind of commitment is not displayed by provincial governments," Prakash said.  

 

He maintained that the central government has already allocated 25,000 crore under Rashtriya Uchtar Shiksha Abhiyan 

(RUSA) to boost up this sector in states.  

 

"We have allocated Rs 25,000 crore under RUSA. We never had a centrally sponsored scheme in higher education sector 

in the country and this is the first time in higher education. The purpose of the scheme is to strengthen the state higher 
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education system," Prakash added.  

 

Prakash said according to his projections, the country's Gross Enrolment Ratio (GER) will reach 30 percent by 2017 

despite some people saying that it will reach that percentage by 2020.  

 

"Although people are setting goals that we would be hitting 30 percent GER by 2020, I am of the opinion that we would 

this by 2017 and by the end of this current five year plan," he said.  

 

Citing figures, Prakash said that currently there are about 20 million students enrolled in the formal sector of higher 

education while 4.6 million are enrolled in the open and distance learning system of higher education.  

 

"This number is going to increase from 20 million to 29 million in the formal sector and from 4.6 million to 6.5 million in 

the distance learning sector in five years from now. So we are going to hit 30 percent GER," he added.  

 

Prakash said it will also be extremely important to invest greater resources in research and innovation intensive 

universities.  

 

"We have identified some but we are not happy at the national level. We would like at least 30-35 such universities by 

the end of 2017. We have schemes and programmes to do that," Prakash said during his inaugural address of 'Engaging 

Canada and India: Networking for Quality Improvement'.  

 

The UGC chairman said that it was not only about setting up of new educational institutions, but also about directing 

students to the right kind of schemes.  

 

"There are huge variations in the total enrolment. If one looks at the enrolment in medicine, it is only 3.5 per cent, in 

teacher education, it is less than three percent of the total enrolment. Therefore we need to increase the capacity of the 

existing institutions," Prakash added.  

 

He stressed the need to set up newer institutions in areas which are low density areas and said the present day calls for 

creation of enabling conditions so that the existing institutions can operate at the optimum level.  

 

He stressed on the need to make higher education more inclusive by participation of students coming from marginalised 

sections of the society. The challenge is to identify and nurture that talent, he said.  

 

He said that India has made massive investments in higher education in the recent past.  

 

"In the last five year plan, we had increased our allocation to nine and a half times. No nation on Earth has massified 

higher education as India has done, he added.  

 

"When the world was shivering with global financial crisis, we did not make cuts into our budget. No nation in history 

would have set up as many as 151 public institutions of higher education which we have done in the last plan period," 

Prakash said.  

 

Talking about collaborations with Canada on higher education, Prakash said that India is looking forward to working with 

its institutes of higher learning. Both the nations are welfare states and we have almost identical system of school 

education, he said.  
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"We have forged linkages with several institutions of higher learning with US under Singh-Obama knowledge initiation, 

UK, Israel, New Zealand, Australia and Canada," Prakash said.  

HT Jaipur 

 

HT, New Delhi 
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