Comparison:  RRG proposed Right to recall/Right to reject, Any DAY (RTRecall) Vs Team Anna proposed Right to reject ? (None Of The Above Button to be used every 5 years)
When some public servant is recalled by the public, he/she is also rejected by the public. The main point here is that whether the procedure can be used every five years or ANY DAY. The people of India twice rejected Congress. In 1977 it rejected Congress and brought a new party, Janta Party to power. And majority of people were new faces . But since people could only reject once every 5 years, there was no deterrent for the public servants not to sell out.
Similar thing happened in 1999 when people rejected Congress and brought new party , BJP to power.Thus, without a deterrent that they will loose their job ANY DAY, the new faces loose their job.
We have power to recall or reject our house servants/factory managers, etc ANY DAY and so they do their job properly. Similarly,the common citizens need power to recall or reject our public servants- MPs, MLAs, judges, PM, CM, Lokpal ANY DAY for real deterrence against selling out of public servants and the Common citizens do not have to wait for 5 years. 
Comparing to find which gives better result?  
If we chose less result giving strategy and find it less effective when implemented,  it has wasted all activists’ time and reduced moral.

Please edit, add any advantages, defects, if we have missed. Spread, so that we can decide which is better.   

	Question/Issue 
	Right to recall Group proposed Right to recall MLA/MP  
	Anna`s Right to reject ? (NOTA usable every 5 years )

	1) What is the procedure?
	A. Voter citizens give transparently collectable opinion by physically attending govt office, ANY DAY, 
and gives 2 opinions

 1. ask present  MLA/MP to step down if s/he doesn’t meet your expectation
  
2.Shows at least one more popular candidate for the same post and so can REPLACE  the presently elected MP/MLA  if  an election occurs 
3.RRG proposes Right to recall  and Right to reject over other positions like Judges, Lokpal, PM, CM, police commissioner, Education officer
( There is no need to prove any reason, only sheer number of such opinions is enough. Eg,No need to prove in court that MP has black money in Swiss. If citizen feel MPs work is less than citizen’s expectation, that is enough.)
Full Procedure-

1) Right to recall – M.P/M.L.A

Chapter 40,

www.righttorecall.info/301.pdf
2) Right to recall-lokpal-

www.righttorecall.info/405.pdf 
	Citizens  can as part of election procedure EVERY FIVE YEARS, reject all the candidates by pressing a proposed button for `None Of The Above` (NOTA).

If NOTA votes ar more than votes the winning candidate gets, elections will be done again. 
(I couldn’t get anna hazare teams RT reject definition. If you find a better definition- please update)
very nearer definition is None of the Above (NOTA) is a ballot option that can allow the voter to indicate disapproval of all of the candidates in a voting system. If no candidate deserves your vote you may choose ‘None Of The Above’ option as your ‘RT Reject’. Ref : http://www.facebook.com/pages/None-Of-The-Above/102930359793946
Team Anna supports Right to reject only over MLAs/MPs/ Corporators and that too via a button to be used once every 5 years.

	2) How long citizens need to wait if the elected candidate becomes corrupt to stop him further?
	0 to 3 months 

	5 years


	3) Who has this procedure at present ?
	The commons use a similar procedure to reject their public servants via elections every 5 years.
	The elite have this procedure to reject their servants ANY DAY at home,office or factory. 

	4) Will it reduce corruption and poverty? Will it reduce indiscipline/inefficiency in the system and society?
	YES. Because citizen have control on any day from election result day till 5 years.
Eg. Any day removable house servants/ office managers work better than the 5 year contract fixed house servants/ office managers.  

(Ref: doc no: 0164

http://www.facebook.com/#!/groups/rrgindia/doc/327027214013393/  )
	NO. because  

1.no control for next 5 years 

2. even when re-election done, no control over new candidates, just as there was no control of common citizens over old candidates.Even if all the old candidates are rejected, the new faces will sell out in absence of deterrence of loosing their job ANY DAY.
Example- In1977 , Janta Party came to power with more than 350 M.Ps and more than half of the M.Ps of the parliament were new faces  but they sold out. So, there is no deterrent for the new faces selling out if the citizens can recall or reject their representatives once every 5 years only. (Ref: doc no: 0164

http://www.facebook.com/#!/groups/rrgindia/doc/327027214013393/  )

(IF YOU FIND ANY ADV , PLEASE EDIT )

	5) Which is expensive per one MP?
	LESS Expensive.

1.5 lakh +Election cost( 2.25 crore)=2.26 crore
if 15 lakh citizens X 10 Paisa per SMS= 1.5 lakh
Initially cost will be rs 45 lakh/MP recall. But when Govt builds transparent, SMS/ATM based system, the cost will reduce to 1.5 lakhs.
(A typical MP constituency has 15 lakh voters. So even if all 15 lakh voters were to file for

Approvals at Village officer /Civic Center Clerk/Talati’s office, the cost will be about Rs 45 lakhs. When Collector or PM or EC

implement the system by which approvals can be taken on ATM or SMS, the cost per citizen per

Approval filing decreases to few paisas. So even if all 15 lakh citizen-voters were to file approvals, the Costs would be below a few lakh rupees. The cost of recall election is same as cost of election --- about

Rs 15 per voter as disclosed by EC.

Ref: page 302. clause 40.4.3 Cost estimate . http://www.righttorecall.info/301.pdf)

1. Effect on non-recalled neighbouring constituency as well because successful candidate also fear of recall in the next 3 months.

2. Will reduce election expenditure by candidate in the second round, because they don’t spend much as their successful seat is not guaranteed for even 4 months. (eventually all citizen have to bear sum of all expenditure by the candidates)

So, LESS Expensive because of more positive effects.
	Election cost (2.25 crore).


1. It has no effect on the non-reject neighbouring constituency.

2. won’t reduce election expenditure by candidate (eventually all citizen have to bear sum of all expenditure by the candidates)



	6) Any other advantage?
	1. Reduces election expenditure without any regulation. (because candidates realize that even if they elected – their seat is insecure and can be recalled anytime)

2. Better canididate availability( since any corruption indulgence faces recalling, MP/MLA job is not unnecessarily lucrative anymore. Only honest candidates will apply )
3. Free publicity for better candidate (since while giving recalling opinion citizens have to other alternative as well, better candidate will get free publicity)
4. Less corruption(Because of recalling fear, corruption will come down)
	 I can’t see any. If you feel there is some please , edit.

	7) Who proposed this primarily?
	http://www.RightToRecall.info
http://www.RightToRecallIndia.com
(in history –1. mahatma bhagath singh and other freedom fighters 2. VEDA

3.Rajiv Dixithji others Ref: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=50BbpB1EmQo).

4. Right to recall Group-

   www.righttorecall.info/301.pdf 

   www.rahulmehta.com 

· ALSO, 
· ARVIND KHEJARIWAL says in the following video between 7:00 to 7:13 that “Janta nirnay le aur jis din netha aur officer (nirnay ka) palan na kare , janatha panch sal inthzaar karne ke vijay , usi din usko bahar nikal de”
but arvind has not commented on RTRecall, which is essentially same what he spoke, nor has he given any draft for recall procedure he proposes.

Because supporting above draft or giving his own new draft transparently to all the public may be the best first step. 
http://youtu.be/6LX4pdtZLv8?t=7m 


	Anna Hazare and India against corruption, chief election commissioner.
Ref: http://www.iacahmedabad.org/tag/right-to-reject
www.indiaagainstcorruption.org/

	Myths –are they correct?

	(Though these myths are moving around by many sayers, I have given one reference each)
1. MYTH1 “Not practical in big country like india.” –

 (ref : What If We Had the RT Recall Our Leaders - Subhash C. Kashyap, former secretary general of Lok Sabha 23/09/2011                     http://forbesindia.com/printcontent/28332) 
	Possible in big country like  India.

Because
 1. Because of technology it costs only 1.5 lakh/MP. (though initially it will be 45 lakh/MP )
2.RTdoesn’t cost any money for govt. (except for re-election,if any) and citizens pay the expense of giving recall opinion .(why citizens will pay? They will consider paying around 10 paise rather than allow  corrupt inefficient candidate for five years). 
3.RT-Recall is working in big countries like USA

Phone-

+91-9718500606

Email-

Indiaagainstcorruption.2010@gmail.com 

	2.MYTH2 

“RT Recall will destabilise”- chief election commission (CEC) S Y Quraishi Oct 16, 2011
Ref http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2011-10-16/india/30285625_1_s-y-quraishi-elections-rules-valid-voter                         
	Infact RT recall stabilses india further.

Our proposed procedure is called `Positive recall`.An MP is recalled only after another popular alternative is proven to be available in the constituency, even before election and recall are planned(please see www.righttorecall.info/301.pdf, chapter 40). A  constituency is never be without an elected candidate. So no question of destabilisation.

	3 .myth3 recall through a signature campaign is  impractical to verify all signatures (ref : What If We Had the RT Recall Our Leaders - Subhash C. Kashyap, former secretary general of Lok Sabha 23/09/2011                     http://forbesindia.com/printcontent/28332)                                                                                                                                        
	RRG proposed RT recall is implemented by physical appearance  where the person has to go to the nearby Village Officer/Civic Center Clerk to give opinion   and not by un-reliable, un-retrievable, non-transparent signature method.

(We agree, signature is not-verifiable. But we are not proposing recall by signature method for India.The flaws given in the link are of the signature based procedures. In those countries where consitituencies are small and the country has a national database of signatures like US, signature based recall procedures work but in our country the constituencies are large and we have no national database of signatures of citizens, so signature based recall procedures are not practical)

	4.MYTH 4 

RT Reject by anna hazare team is same as proposed by rajiv dixit. 

	Rajiv dixitji proposed RT Reject ANY DAY is similar as RT Recall any day, explained in this column.
 With anna’s RT Reject has no correlation of content except the name. 
(ref http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=W2sj7M9bkNg this is best ref I could get. Please give any more better reference, if you find)

	Myth 5. 
The  politician may not take tough decisions that may endanger his position in the short-term even though they may be beneficial for the public in the longer term,” (M.R. Madhavan of PRS Legislative Research Ref : What If We Had the RT Recall Our Leaders - Subhash C. Kashyap, former secretary general of Lok Sabha 23/09/2011                     http://forbesindia.com/printcontent/28332)              
	Voter citizens are quite intelligent to find whether benefit in long term or not? (In fact, a politician may well be recalled if he tries to fool citizens by showing short term carrots !).


