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Establishment of a State - Corporate Platform for Funding Special 
Education Projects 

lobalization and GATT have taken the scale and 
quality of educational services to unprecedented 
levels.  The entire education ecosystem is 
challenged to adopt to continuous waves of new 
teaching and learning technologies which even 
most education institutions find difficult to 
assimilate in their academic culture. Under 
these circumstances, education institutions 
in backward areas cannot be allowed to lag 

very far behind to avoid consequent social issues of unemployable education and skill 
training. Despite challenges, the government stands fully committed to provide equal 
opportunities to all students alike in the state in their march towards a knowledge based 
national/global economy. 

However, the costs involved are enormous and participation of corporate, reputed 
industrial houses and philanthropists through PPP/CSR has become inevitable. 

In this context, it is proposed to create a State Partnered Corporate Funding House for 
Education (SCFHE) to prime the state education ecosystem to transform it into 
competent knowledge and skill delivery systems to the students. The proposed State- 
Corporate Education Funding House may include the following functions: 

It is fashioned to bring together the government and potential donors on one platform 
with specific goals of capacity building of education services in the state 

The government may place before the meeting of the donor members a list of education 
programmes for which donor partnership is invited. Some examples are: 

a. Capacity building of educational institutions in backward regions of the state 

b. Infrastructure for thematic institutions in modern areas of Artificial intelligence, 
Alternative Energy, Metallurgy, Nanotechnology, Sustainable Development and 
Climate Change, Biodiversity Conservation and Management, empowerment of 
disabled students and/or disability services, Medical Bio-technology, Rural 
Development, Water recycling, Solid waste management, Design and 
development of novel delivery systems of education services, including 
deployment of EduSAT connectivity etc., 

c. Alternatively, the donor members may bring their own innovative programme, 
subject to clearance by an expert committee. 

 



 

3. Donors may have the option to: 

a. Donate funds directly to the government corpus fund 

OR 

b. Execute the project themselves under the guidelines issued by the government 

4. Donated funds management shall be strictly monitored and subjected to all the 
transparency mechanisms in practice in government. 

Relevance to NEP: 

NEP envisages two types of resources mobilization to augument government 
financial allocations: 1) Public-Private-Partnership and 2) Private-Philanthropic- 
Partnership; the second type of PPP offers additional avenues for resources 
mobilization. 

The relevant sections of NEP discussing these two types of PPP are mentioned below: 

Analytical comments: 

To translate the recommendations of NEP within the time frame set therein, the 
resources allocated by the central government and those mobilized by the state 
government may fall short of the requirements. It is inevitable that alternative resources 
will have to be explored to carry forward the planned programmes. 

One example is school education. The transformational changes envisaged by 
NEP are all pervasive, involving physical infrastructure, digitization, recruitment and 
training teachers and mentors, establishment of nodal agencies at the state level to 
coordinate smooth translation of new policy initiatives by the central government, 
innovative student support programmes, establishment of special education zones 
(SEZs), online education resources for teachers and students, design and development 
of text books for the new ways of teaching-learning activities etc. 

My recommendation for enlarging the scope of adoption of government schools 
for development of MLAs, MLCs and MPs (including Rajya Sabha members) from the 
state is a novel initiative, perhaps a first in the country. Given that there are about 
48,000 government schools in the state and thousands more needed to keep pace with 
the increasing demand for access to education from the students and the proverbial 
policy push to increase GER, additional avenues for development of existing schools 
as well as construction of new ones will be necessary. Efforts are on to bridge this gap by 
involving higher education institutions: universities, colleges-autonomous, affiliated, 
professional (engineering, medical, law etc. 

 



To harness the PPP resources to full potential, a Government-Corporate House 
would go a long way to fund special education projects ranging from school education 
to higher education and research in key globally prioritized areas such as development 
of socially relevant technologies. 

 

Recommendations: 

1. A Government-Corporate House may be established to invite philanthropists 
and institutions to fund special education projects in the state 

2. In addition to the widely known Public-Private-Partnership, the version 
recommended by NEP i.e., avenues for Private-Philanthropic-Participation 
channels should also be vigorously explored 

3.  A list of globally prioritizes and locally relevant themes may be identified for 
inviting participation.



 


