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S0 dbmURAEHRAL, 2012 4RRR, 58179 BT

©® ZUWEIEEZM, http: //www. elections. in/
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WA A S BEIF LA . © N4 R Z 8% T4 0 M B WA (degree-
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3. 3% By R BUR S RANERI T4 . 2010~2015 4E[], Jb)7 FRRIE T FA 7 2%
RS A NBOANT 700 T3, T2 37 2R ARG B 2 A B WDk > T 260 07, @

B R OB AR T W6 ORI UG 7%, il v ok BROBC3% 3 3 T B B8 < T
SR A5 B RO S A O R R . S T DA B /N B AR AR AR TR
0 B BTG SR, B A e sl BB A B A B U ) IR £ dle D Wk R B
BAC MR, e e IR Bk, db Oy IR T 3R I R B AR S BT B
B, A AR R (2002~ 2007 4E), db 7 3O 0 B 4G B ik
A5 EMEZ W E—AHAFETRIA 81% FHFZE 63%. 2002~2004 4,
LT A 35 vh Je 48 Bh 8 4 227. 33 f5 He, UN & E K 42% @
FE 2014 AFEN NS LA 8] P A0 34 i A 4 B K e i, b 7 3 0F R Ak 4 5 S AL
rb ok 3 D) b A B A B B 2 R . 2015 4R, b 3 T A I B B A T — 4
FEW AT 89 %, e AR T 12%6 @

HARF| By PSR, 2008~2015 F50E Wk, BIBBUMF K #GE L
BT T A WA A b e i R 3590, B ARAX 2096, i 4 [ SF H K F

@  Srinivas Goli, Anu Rammohan and Moradhvaj, “Out-of-pocket Expenditure on Maternity
Health Economics Review, Vol.8, No.1, 2018,

”

Care for Hospital Births in Uttar Pradesh, India,
pp. 18-19.

@ Geeta Gandhi Kingdon, “The Private Schooling Phenomenon in India: A Review.” The
Journal of Development Studies, Vol.56, No.10, 2018, pp.1803, 1805-1806; Rajendra P.
Mamgain and Sher Verick, “The State of Employment in Uttar Pradesh: Unleashing the Potential
for Inclusive Growth,” Report of International Labour Organization, 2018, pp.37-41. https: //
www. ilo. org/ wemsp5/ groups/ public/-asia/-ro-bangkok/-sro-new _ delhi/ documents/ publication/ wems _ 6146
93. pdf

®  Golam Rasul and Eklabya Sharma. “Understanding the Poor Economic Performance of Bihar
and Uttar Pradesh, India: A Macro-Perspective,” pp. 230-232.

@  Pinaki Chakraborty, Manish Gupta, Lekha Chakraborty and Amandeep Kaur, “Analysis of
State Budgets 2017-18: Emerging Issues,” National Institute of Public Finance and Policy, 2018,
p. 7. https: //www. nipfp. org. in/media/medialibrary/2018/12/Analysis _of _State _Budgets 2017-
18 _web. pdf
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H35% . FeE ik 40% (WLER 4P dur IR RN BT R 3K 1195 45
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BBEFSEUN “EP R - A7 (Janani Suraksha Yojana, JSY) 2419
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T4 2008~2015 FILFHETIEZTESHIE (B4 TAAL)

2008~2009(2009~2010{2010~2011|2011~2012|2012~2013|2013~2014 |2014~2015

BT 4904 5720 5950 6177 7344 8143 12346
o R 1624 2623 2435 2244 3959 2949 3086
BEy7 B A
iR 6528 8343 8384 8421 11303 11092 15432
(TGHB)

B
*iirﬁ 24.9% 31.4% 29% 26.7% 35% 26. 6% 20%

PRI IR . Peter Berman, Manjiri Bhawalkar and Rajesh Jha, “Tracking Financial Resources
for Primary Health Care in Uttar Pradesh, India,” p. 18.

@ Peter Berman, Manjiri Bhawalkar and Rajesh Jha, “Tracking Financial Resources for
Primary Health Care in Uttar Pradesh, India,” Harvard T. H. Chan School of Public Health, 2017,
p. 18. https: //cdnl. sph. harvard. edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/2031/2017/01/ Tracking-Financial-
Resources-for-Primary-Health-Care-in-Uttar-Pradesh-India. pdf

@  Victoria Y. Fan et al. » “Review of Inter-Governmental Fiscal Transfers for Health: Lessons
Learned and Looking ahead,” Center for Policy Research, 2015, p.17. https: //www. cgdev. org/
sites/default/files/CGD-A1% 20Consultative % 20Review % 200f % 20IGF T % 20for % 20 Health. pdf

@  Victoria Y. Fan et al. » “Review of Inter-Governmental Fiscal Transfers for Health: Lessons
Learned and Looking ahead,” p. 12.

@ Peter Berman, Manjiri Bhawalkar and Rajesh Jha, “Tracking Financial Resources for
Primary Health Care in Uttar Pradesh, India,” p. 8. “EFEE={Af@RETR)” 9 ke BUF T 2005 4EF

B LR A OB A LR SE TR, R S 7 2 i e OR8] T A SE 4R R 100 96 B4
MR ST, R R R R IR S R 4 5% 8% S A3 R (conditional cash transfer, CCT), ZEUK
ATKPRAR 3, AR A0 4o 9 3 A S AR il 1400 A HG/ N, BRT I 40 1000 A E/ A5 AR A K
SRR IR L AT IE L R T I e B e B S A B 50 DR 700 5 EE/ R 600 5 HG /N L SR A S B
WATRE R oy 1 2 00 o 3 LAl 3 4% 8% S fF . See Srinivas Golis Anu Rammohan and Moradhvaj,
“Out-of-pocket Expenditure on Maternity Care for Hospital Births in Uttar Pradesh, India,” Health
Economics Review, Vol.8, No.1, 2018, p.7.
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@ Lakshmi Priya, “Labour Sector Reforms in the GCC and Challenges for Indian Expatriates.”
MP-IDSA Research Paper, November 27, 2020, pp.5, 7., https: //idsa.in/issuebrief/labour-
sector-reforms-in-the-gcc-Ipriya-271120; Rajya Sabha, “Question No. 1369 Evacuations under Vande
Bharat Mission,” Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India, September 22, 2020.
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Fiscal Transfer Payments, Nation Building and Political Party Identity:
Center-State Relations and the Evolution of Indian Party Politics

By Zhang Qianyu

ABSTRACT: 1990s and 2014 marked key moments of transition of Indian
party system as overseas financial remittances increased significantly and as

“nation building” movement.

the Modi Administration launched its great
India’s central ruling party and the country’s residents across its states
have seen three phases in the development of the basic trade-off central to
Indian politics between the need for fiscal transfer payments to the states
from the center and the need of the center for a strong party identity. These
developments correspond to the cycle of change seen in Indian politics since
the country’s independence, which might be described as “centralization-
devolution-recentralization”. Initially in the absence of alternative sources
of revenue, local populations were forced to rely on transfer payments from
the central government in order to meet needs for public services. While the
localities lacked a strong popular identity, in exchange for needed transfer
payments from the center, they would passively express loyalty to the
central ruling party. The emergence of overseas remittances changed these
dynamics between the central ruling party and the localities, leading to
localities emphasizing narrow and often extreme demands for self-identity
that prioritized family names, class, nationality or religion. Local political
parties been responsive to these demands caused a shift away from

centralization within Indian party politics. The Modi Administration’ s
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“nation building” movement aimed to mold a unified national identity based
on Hindu nationalism by emphasizing differences between “them” and “us”.
This led to strong and proactive support for the BJP in both national and
local elections, causing another shift in Indian party politics towards “one
major party” .

KEY WORDS: Fiscal Transfers; Nation Building; Party Identity; Bharatiya

Janata Party; Hindu Nationalism

Lessons Learned from the Failed Merger of the Nepal
Communist Party (NCP)

By Tang Xin & Zhang Shubin

ABSTRACT: One of the most critical issues in the contemporary Nepalese
communist movement and in Nepal politics more broadly was the decision of
the Supreme Court and the Election Commission to rule the merger of two
Nepalese communist parties: the United Marxist-Leninist Party and the
Maoist Party as invalid, thereby reinstating them as two separate parties.
The direct cause of the failure of the merger between these two Nepalese
communist parties was the deep rivalry between the Oli faction and the
Prachanda faction, which ultimately resulted in the party’s split. At the
same time, the Supreme Court’s ruling on the attribution of the communist
party’s name further resulted in the declaration of the invalidity of the
merger. Fundamentally, the merger’s failure was a result of a stalemate
vis-a-vis three key issues: power-sharing, guiding ideology and state governance.
There were also a number of important external factors, including threats
from and efforts to fracture the party by India and the United States. Key

lessons learned for the Nepalese communist movement were; that Marxism-
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