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 Higher Education

 Low Quality Yet Unavailable and Unaffordable

As a part of new economic policies designed by the imperialist financial institutions, education system
in India had been “reformed” with claims of improving quality and availability. Since then the successive
governments argued that allowing private sector in higher education would provide scarce capital for the
expansion of higher education facilities in India, and competition ensues rea-sonable costs and improves
quality of education. With these claims of objectives both the state and central governments allowed expansion
of private educational institutions in the last two decades. How far these claims are valid?

According to All India Survey of Higher Education done by the Ministry of Human Resource
Development, there are 712 central and state universities, 36,671 colleges and about 11,445 stand-alone
diploma level institutions across the country. While the government owned institutions for higher education
increased from 11,239 in 2006-07 to 16,768 in 2011-12 (49 %), private sector institutions recorded 63%
growth in the same period from 29,384 to 46,430. This decade saw the expansion of higher education
mainly by the private sector.

The National Sample Survey data of 2014 reveals to some extent the actual effects of this expansion.
Private expenditure on education for general courses (basic sciences and humanities) has increased from
Rs.2461 per student in 2007-08 to Rs.6788 per student in 2014 (175%). The same report reveals that the
fees for technical education increased several times, often running into lakhs of rupees, more than those
charged by the public institutions.
      The Private sector accounts for 74 per cent of the enrolment in technical education and pro-fessional
courses, while its share is only 39 percent in under graduate and post graduate general courses. So 53 per
cent all the college students were forced to enroll in private institutions because there are not enough public
institutions.
      The same NSS report revealed that as many as 44.8 million – that is 15.6 per cent male and 9.5 per cent
female – undergraduate students aged between 17 and 24 years are too poor to pursue higher education. In
contrast, only 34.2 million students were enrolled in higher education in 2014-15, and out of them 22
million in private sector (65%). So it is very clear that privatization has deprived millions of aspirants from
higher education.
    Now let us come to the quality of higher education supposed to be imparted by the private sector. The
TSR Subramanian committee report on New Education Policy, submitted in 2016, admitted that privatization
has not resulted in the enhancement of quality. The report says: “While there are few (institutions) which
can be identified as ‘centers of excellence’, both in private and public sector, there are a large number
which are mediocre, some of them would well be described as “degree shops”.

Yet the successive govern-ments believes that the private investment in education, particularly foreign
private investment in higher education to be the panacea for all the ills of education in India and continues
to promote it despite their own surveys. The foreign investment in higher education opens its branches
here, makes franchisee arrangements and takes participation with public sector institutions. Whatever may
be the form they take, it does not  yield positive results to say the least. This is asserted by the mission
document of National Higher education Mission (called RashtriyaUchchatarsikshaAbhiyan – RUSA) when
it said: “Global experience also suggests that higher public investment in education yields positive results”.
     Private investment keeps the costs of education high as it is driven by the thirst for profit. Lower public
investment pushes the students towards expensive and low quality private education. The foreign investment
is much more insidious as it tailors the higher education to suit the needs of international market not to the
needs of Indian people and their development. It trains the students with low wage-earning skills that will
make them either “exportable
products” to the global market or cheap labour for foreign investment in other sectors in India.

The so-called advanced technology perpetuates our dependence on it as it wantonly neglects the
inculcation of basic sciences among the student which are alone could meet the needs of the people of
India.
     This is what we have been saying in these columns since the New education Policy was pronounced
under the Rajiv Gandhi government. And our criticism proved to be correct even by the official reports.
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