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With every cabinet meeting, the geography
shrunk a bit, but faster

Headlines got wild: 1992-1997, 60% headlines
on ‘globalisation’

The dilemma was prominent: to cover Miss
World or starvation in Kalahandi

1997: India’s second partition
And, the story got a twist



More stories have local datelines: but
Investments drove the stories

Length of story in proportion to size of
Investment

The patronage just changed: incentives to
corporate Vs subsidies

New geography of media emerged



By 2000, 30% headlines looked unusual

Sighting of a Maoist, a MNC executive and a
protesting community

The media gets a partition: mainstream Vs off
stream

But the story gets another twist



Why a fossil in Himalaya such a global rage

Why Is baraanaaj a study of international
concern

Cluster bins in Rajasthan, energy crisis in US

Deforestation in Africa, rising middle class in
India

Tribal struggle in Odisha, stock market in UK
Economy of poor Is rich’s saviour



Himalaya and ~ the world




Guar and ~uoll crisis




Poverty and ~drug trials




Local ecology, ~ global mineral business




Anganwadis and ~ global experience




Local failure, ~global reason




Booming India,O African woes




V Local

Global




village dateline

Globalisation makes each story a global
development

Media remains segregated

The missing links not explored

Net result: stories remain stories
The challenge: reworking the 'story"



How to search the global link?
« Look at the changing livelihood basket
. What are changing and why

« What are not changing and why

« Look at the play of market

« Dig out how It Is Impacting




Some fundamental questions?
« What are the reasons for change?

« Answer: usually fall of traditional systems

« Why fall of traditional systems: usually new
governance

« What new governance: YOU HAVE THE BIG
ANSWER



A basic tenet?
« Narrative is needed, but figure Is essential

« Give the figure a human shape; demystify
data with human stories

o Local data 1s not available: but local inference
IS equally right

« Pitch local inference against global/national
data



A basic tenet?
« Narrative is needed, but figure Is essential

« Give the figure a human shape; demystify
data with human stories

o Local data 1s not available: but local inference
IS equally right

« Pitch local inference against global/national
data






Looking at
-~ Himalayas




The Indian
Himalayan region

The Himalayas, which represent about 16.2 per ki  ipachal 2%,

*“Pradesh
S8

cent of the total area of the country, are not
only a key watershed of India but also play a
crucial role in the monsoon system. Climate
change impacts on the mountain range can

affect the entire sub-continent - ; *y o iy _ : s - Pradesh,
Total Net sown area 61 5%
47 million 14.5% on hill =
Rural  Urban Farest :5{::.’;::: -
80« 20« 47% 4
0.5%
on service
sector

CLIMATE CHANGE TRENDS

Change in maximum temperature (2021-50 over 1961-90)  Flood =
Change in the maximum temperature of most districts of the region is The northeastern states of India, particulari)_'
projected to increase by at least 1.5 G2 C are vulnerable <

Climate change projections and impacts _

Increase in annual Annual rainfall is likely
The mean \ temperature 10 increase (by 2021-50)
ot 09C+06Ct02.6C+07C 513%
Himalayas has gonetp by Y Flood: An increase in flooding to the extent of
0. 6 c 10% to >30% (vy 202150
in the past 30 years; the | Drought: Moderate to extreme drought is projected in certain parts
frequency of warmer days 4 Impact and vnlneral_)illtles: )
is also increasing y :ﬂ:l:tsll;:;o: c::n:f?osl::?“lrliitn:e outbursts may lead to landslides and

® Himalayan glaciers melting faster than others elsewhere in the world
® Productivity of apple has decreased by 2-3% over the past few years;
this will go down further

m Projected increase in intensity of rainy days is 2-12% in the

L)

Source: Rama Rao C.A., et al., Atlas on Vulnerability of Indian Agriculture to Climate Change, Central Research Institute for Dryland Agriculture, Hyderabad, 2013 Himalayan region




e f"—*W Vears hav‘e ecfur'red |nt_,; *
ivulnerabteazones e

Kharahal Vallev :

September 2010 KuIIu Dlstrlct TP

July-August 2003

T 2T
2] Ghamn Shlmla
August 2007

Dharampur, Mandl
August 2009

Kapkot Bageshwar
August 2013

Kapkot Bageshwar
August 2010

Kedarnath Plthoragarh
June 2013

73 Bhatwﬁrl Uttarkashi
August 2012

UI(hlmath Rudraprayag
Septemher 2012

Almoradistrict B
September 2010

L\

. Zones vulnerable to natural disaster as
assessed by Shada Elalem and Indrani Pal.
Such zones are prone to severe cloudbursts

Source: Based on data from 1951 to 2003; vulnerable zones identified bv Shada Elalem and Indranl Palin Weatherand Climate Extremes, June 2015, University of Colorado




(Pakistan Occupied Kashmir) “. west of Srinagar
Magnitude: 7.6 3 - Magnitude:7

Impact: Over 87,000 dead, . 000 v
and 10,000 houses destroyed -

2.8 million displaced 7 : 1 )
// across the state - - B
®

; @®
| Kashmir | R Baramulla
@ (@ctoher 8, 2005 g Sh7 L May 30; 1885 )
Epicentre: Muzaffarabad \ - . - " _Epicentre: Located at few miles :

L ]

ey N September 1, 180!
s Z | Epicentre: Between Chamoli and
g Anticipated quake \\_ 5 Uttarkashi
- Kashmir “o|  Magnitude: Between 7510 8
Islamabad Z 7 Magnitude 2-8 or >8 : Impact: No records of casbialties.

Delhi’s Qutub Minar partly damaged
il Upper Assam, Arunachal Pradesh and Tibet

g [Nepal| July 29, 1947
April 4, 1905 August 26, 1833 P Epicentre: Arunachal-Tibet border
Elﬂ;e;ﬁn;lﬂmm i s A o ra W g I':na::::ueveh:i;éihere were no reported casualties, the

s Magnitude: 7.5 . gl kg
Magnitude: § - ":fm: 4,600 buildings collapsed ® ; earthquake gamaged several buildings in Assam and Tibet
Impact: 20,000 lives lost; . -

and 500 deaths recorded

100,000 buildings collapsed; [Shillong] Assam-Arunachal Pradesh and Tibet
53,000 cattle lost. Kangra, July 3, 1930 June 12, 1897 August 15, 1950
Mcleodganj_ and Dharamshala =¥ Magnitude: 71 Magnitude: 8.7 ® Epicentre: Arunachal-Tibet border = :
saw extensive losses ® Epicentre: West of Dhubri Epicentre: Shillong Magnitude: 8.7 = -
= 3 Impact: Structural damage with Impact: 1,542 casualties; buildings Impact: 3,300 deaths across the region : 3
ST R e et 30 reported deaths in Bhutan, Kolkata and Myanmar @ ¥
¢ S £
| ® > suffered heavy damages. =
i & ® )
[

" seismic gaps in the Himalayas ®

“22 Selsmic gap of category-1 (magnitude »8)
777 seismic gap of category-2 (magnitude 6-8)

€ Kashmir seismic gap Anticipated quake

@ Jammu seismic gap . ® L > Guwahati sikkim/Bhutan 7 #5
© West Himachal Pradesh seismic gap PY Magnitude 2-8.2 or »8.7 . ,“

© east Himachal Pradesh seismic gap
6 Uttarakhand-Dharachula seismic gap

3 \
atatabad. @) ’ v
P ol <7 -

g @
O Western Nepal seismic g ® .. .9 ® :_. ‘ - .
@ Central Nepal-Bihar seismic gap - . ‘ I e a8
i o \ % { £ ]
© sikkim Bhutan seismic gap f ® | - 5 3 E="N \ _ X
© Arunachal seismic gap . Nepal-Bihar border ~— ® @ {. A o°, 74 P 3 =
@ shillong seismic gaj January 15,1934 - 535, e AN At ®
¥ £ e © Epicentre: 9.5 km southof L] ® b - é ¢ 2 2 o @
Urban population Earthquakes in past 100 years MD”“‘_ Everest @ . . =1 [ ] P ™
Magnitude: 8 . t >
amition (@ 5090 magitude . Impact: 10,000-12,000 deaths; Pt * ® g ¢
@ s @ 7080 magnitude ‘ 7,253 recorded in Bihar ]
B & H
® 200000 6020 magnitude ° Lo ® &
’ - g
Sources: Geological s ia: Discri i ic gaps in Hi i ® Kolkata ) 2z g
gical Society of India; Discriminatory characteristics of seismic aresearch paper by H N Srivastava, ] & =

Ministry of Earth Sciences; Census 2011; Roger Bilham University of Colorado







