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STATEMENT RE IDIKKI HYDRO-ELECTRIC 
PROJECT IN KERALA 

THE MINISTER OF IRRIGATION AND 
POWER (DR. K. L. RAO): Sir, 1 beg to lay 
on the Table a Statement regarding the Idikki 
Hydro-Electric Project in Kerala. [Placed in 
Library.   See No. LT-1351|67]. 

FOURTH REPORT OF THE PUBLIC 
ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE (1967-68) 

SHRI M. C. SHAH (Gujarat): Sir. I beg to 
lay on the Table a copy of the Fourth Report 
of the Public Accounts Committee (1967-68) 
regarding action taken by Government on the 
recommendations of the Committee contained 
in their 64th Report (1966-67) relating to the 
purchase of Defective Tyres. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO SHRI J. C. 
NAGI REDDY 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have to inform 
Members that I have received the following 
letter from Shri J. C. Nagi Reddy:— 

"Due to my health reasons. I could not 
attend the last session, of Rajya Sabha. 
Doctors advised me not to move from 
hospital. Hence I request you to grant me 
leave on health reasons for my absence for 
the days I absent in the present Rajya 
Sabha Session." 

Is it the pleasure of the House that 
permission be granted to Shri J. C. Nagi 
Reddy for remaining absent from all meetings 
of the House during the current session? 

(No hon. Member   dissented) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Permission to remain 
absent is granted. 

The House will meet at 2.30 P.M. and will 
sit till 5.30 P.M. 

The House then adjourned for lunch at 
twenty-two minutes past one of the clock. 

The House reassembled after lunch at half-
past two of the clock. TH» DEPUTY  
CHAIRMAN  in the  Chair. 

f 
MOTIONS   RE.— 

1. REPORT OP THE EDUCATION COMMISSION 
(1964—66) 

2. REPORT (T) OF THE COMMITTEE OF 

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT ON EDU-
CATION—contd. 

The Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Reddy not 
more than fifteen minutes on side. 

SHRIMATI YASHODA REDDY (Andhra 
Pradesh): I am extremely glad and I thank you, 
Madam, for having given me this opportunity 
to speak. I was listening to the speech of Mr. 
Ruthnaswamy and 1 must tell you that I more 
or less agree with him on almost all the points 
which he raised yesterday. But today when I 
get up to speak on this Education 
Commission'!! Report and the Report 
submitted by the Committee of Members of 
Parliament, I speak with a heavy heart. The 
Government of India and we politicians are 
experimenting with the children, especially the 
school-going population, in any number of 
ways and sometimes in a most unforgivable 
manner. These politicians, these Ministers, 
these Members of Parliament, these people 
concerned with universities and schools who 
change the curriculum everyday—
unfortunately for them and unfortunately for us 
we sit in an ivory tower, and should stop 
preaching. In a State whenever a new Minister 
comes or for that matter in the Centre when a 
new Minister comes, new policies, new ideas, 
new curriculum are brought. And who suffer? 
Not you and me but the young nation-builders 
who are the future citizens of India. It is these 
people that are suffering, and we sit here and 
talk platitudes which are no substitutes for the 
national integration or what the nation wants. 
You see what is happening in the country. In 
Maharashtra the Shiva Sena says that 
Maharashtra is for the-Maharashtra.  In Bengal 
the Bengalis 
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day world can be imparted? Have they 
brought it to that national level where they 
could teach whatever they want in the schools 
and colleges? No.   They have n*Ot done it. 

Somebody was saying, you are unpatriotic. 
Madam, we people who come from the non-
Hindi-speaking areas sacrificed everything 
that was near and dear to our heart when we 
accepted Hindi. Was it not patriotic? Did we 
not give everything up? What we are asking? 
You raise Hindi to the status oi national 
language; you raise all your regional 
languages to the status trf official languages. 
You say that you require textbooks and 
teachers to teach these subjects. That is all we 
are asking. Give us more time. No, they feel 
that heavens will come down. They want 
chaos, they want confusion. What good is 
being done they do not want to retain. They 
just know one thing, that is to demolish what 
there is before even knowing what they are 
doing or replace what they are demolishing. 

There are two things in the recom-
mendations which I want to pinpoint. 
Yesterday the hon. Minister was pleased to 
say that two revolutionary ideas have been 
brought in. Absolutely revolutionary, I agree, 
about the neighbourhood schools and also 
about the language. I am sorry you did not 
use that word, I withdraw that word 
'revolutionary'. There are two major, 
important recommendations. There are very 
many good recommendations. I agree most of 
them are, but it is better for me to say there 
are two major, important recommendations. 
He had an opportunity yesterday to convince 
this House, to convince the Members, to 
convince the whole nation how good they 
were. But he did not utilise that opportunity 
and he left it to our imagination and to the 
absolute confusion of the country. I am going 
to pinpoint my speech on those two points. 

I come to the neighbourhood school. It is a 
good thing. Everybody should go there, 
whoever he may be; whether  they  belong to  
your  party    or 

says that Bengal is for the Bengalis. Maybe 
tomorrow I will say that Andhra is fox 
Andhras, and the Hindi-speaking people will 
say that India is for the Hindi-speaking 
people. At such a time like this here comes 
the hon. Minister of Education who says 
hereafter all university education will be in 
the regional language in 5 years. What does 
he mean? This sort of approach sounds like a 
thunder in the air. The one thing which is 
common between the somewhat revolutionary 
attitudes in these regional places and the 
recommendation made by the Minister of 
Education is that they are dividing India day 
by day into small regions, small states, and 
they are not integrating India. Madam, in 
these small ideas there may be much noise 
and there may be some glorification but we 
are forgetting the national aspect, the bigger 
one, and the casualty is India. They are for-
getting that. They are thinking in terms of 
glorifying these small things. But they are 
forgetting that the nation becomes a casualty. 
They are forgetting the allegiance which they 
owe to the country as a whole. Who says that 
we do not want our national languages of the 
States? We realise that the language of each 
State, every language spoken in India, every 
language in the Constitution is important. We 
had our States reorganised on that basis. Did 
we not? But why so much hue and cry that 
everything should be done in the regional 
languages immediately? 

You know, Madam, the day when we 
accepted Hindi, what was Hindi but another 
regional language? But we non-Hindi-
speaking people accepted Hindi at the height 
of emotion at the height of patriotic spirit, that 
we should have a common language in India, 
a link language. But has the Government of 
India, have the so called Hindi protagonists, 
done anything to raise Hindi to the national 
status? Have they brought it to that status 
where in the schools and colleges it can be 
taught and the knowledge that is needed for 
the present- 

 



 

[Shrimati   Yashodaf Reddy,] 
that   party   they     should     go      to a    
common    school—rich    or    poor. But    can    
you    prevent    a    citizen of    India    from    
sending    his     or ber     own     daughter     or     
son     to some other school which they like? I 
will send my daughter to Madras. Are you 
going    to stop it tomorrow and say, you send 
her to Hyderabad, very  near to    your house?    
Madam, why did this happen?    It is all   be-
cause the schools run by the Government are 
not up  to  the satisfaction or up to the grade 
which the children need.    Are there   buildings   
enough? Is there furniture  enough?    Is there 
enough  for  these   boys   and     girls? staff 
enough?    If there sitting    place When they go 
to school, they go there to meet other students, 
to learn something, to enjoy something.   But 
there are your schools and sometimes they are  
not  worth    the name.    It is    a ghame  
sometimes.    You  say,  no,   tomorrow you 
will be prohibited from sending    your    
children.       Certainly there  are private 
schools mostly run by the Christians and I must 
tell you here and now that some of the Mis-
sionary schools are the best in India. They are 
the best and they have done a great lot to the 
question of not only enlightening the people  of 
India but the progress, culture and everything. 
Maybe that was the proper thing.    If want, you 
can say th-it any educa-i.:n .   _~   'itution  
which    is  aided by Gc,v-x:unent should not 
teach any one particular religion.   That    is a    
good thing in a secular State.   But according to 
Gandhiji the  essence    of    all religions could 
be taught and it had its  own  moral  education.    
You  cannot restrict any good private institu-
tion or even for that matter an aided institution.    
Why    do    we send    our children there?    
That is because   we are not  satisfied    with    
yours.   Why don't you improve the standards    
of your schools and raise the salaries of your 
teachers?   Get the best teachers; put enough 
number of teachers; have good books.   Then 
do you think that I will send my child 500 
miles or 300 miles  away when I have one of 
the best schools next to my house?   You 

first p -oduce them, you show them and then 
everybody will flock. But you say 'No' in the 
name of democracy, in the name of socialism. 
This kind of socialism and democracy, to be 
very frank, Madam Deputy Chairman, 
sometimes gets on my nerves. Before you 
preach do something. Don't ask us not to do 
something. Are you going to dictate to us 
where our children should go when you are 
not going to give us "good schools? But you 
say it is a national policy. 

Then somebody said, what a big Keport. It 
is a big Report. But I think the quality is not 
Sometimes necessarily dictated by the volume 
of such Reports. 

Then the next important think is the 
language. Of course, it is the major thing. 
What have they done? They say, in the first 
stage the child will be taught mother-tongue. 
Very good. The child should be taught its 
mother tongue. In the second stage, they say, it 
will be a regional language. Well and good. At 
the third stage, they say that the child will have 
an option either to lake Hindi or English, and if 
it has already taken Hindi or English, any other 
Indian tongue. I do not know what wisdom 
dawned on these people to say this. In one way 
you want to eradicate English. In another way 
you want Hindi to come. And what are you 
doing by this? I come from a non-Hindi-
speaking State. Ninetynine per cent my child is 
going to take only the regional language and 
mother tongue and English because I have no 
option. What will happen to your Hindi? Hindi 
will be where it was or it will go farther away. 
And then what happens here in the North, in 
Hindi-speaking States? They will take the 
mother tongue—maybe the regional 
language—and choose Hindi. Nobody will 
touch English. Maybe, if they are good enough 
or wise enough—I do not say good enough, 1 
say wise enough—they will take English. 
What happens? We learn English   and   our   
mother   tongue.   You 
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learn Hindi and your regional tongue. And 
where is the common point? You do not 
know my mother tongue.   If I start today 
talking in Telugu,   I   do not know who 
will understand me.   If I speak in English,    
it is    only    the people  in non-Hindi-
speaking  States who will understand me.    
About the Hindi-speaking areas, we do not 
know their mother    tongues    and    if they 
speak in Hindi, we cannot understand it.   
Then, how are you going to bring about this 
integration?    Why do you want to keep 
away English?    I will not agree to it.   If 
ever, at any time, I am to control the 
educational system of India, I will see that 
English never goes.   What is the purpose 
of a language?    It is for communication.    
And I ask the hon. Minister what is the real 
link language today?    When he and I am 
speaking,   when   I am   to speak to others 
and if I am to address the whole Of India, it 
is in the English language.   Maybe, it came 
by   a historical process.   It does not matter 
how it came.   But   English   is   the 
language now that enables a gentleman 
from Kashmir or Cape Camorin to talk    to 
each other.    It was    the English     
language    which     brought about a sence 
of national unity. It was that language 
which    taught    us    to think in terms of a 
nation.   Are you goinng to deny that its 
place?    (Interruptions).    Of   course,   you 
may say anything.    I  am not going to  
agree with you On this, whoever it may be. 
You yourself    say, learn    a   foreign 
language because we are living in an 
international world.    Yes, you ought to 
have communication with the international 
world.    Learn Russian, welcome.   Learn 
German, welcome.   But here because of 
200 years of historical process, we have the 
English language.   We   have   a   foreign  
language which millions     of  our people 
have already been able to learn.   And you 
want to wipe it out and start things afresh.   
Why don't you utilise something which is 
already there and put it to use?    No, you 
do not want to do that. 

Then, I want to mention that they want 
integration of the students, they want 
exchange of teachers, they want 

to have a common all-India standard at 
the All India Institutes along with only 
Hindi, no English. Yet at the university 
stage they are asking to teach in only the 
regional languages. How are you going to 
get teachers for this All-India Institute? 
What sort of children will come to your 
All-India Institute? Are you going to 
teach all the 14 languages at this All-
India Institute? No; you say that a special 
provision will be made. But it will be 
mainly through English and Hindi. On the 
one side, you want an all-India pattern; 
on the other side, your want 
Balkanisation. It is absolutely wrong. 

Before I finish, I would like to say one 
word. In this 3-language formula, it  would  
have  been     wiser that  in every  Statei the 
mother tongue and the regional tongue 
being the same, the  child   should  be  
taught  the  regional language at the first 
stage. At the second stage, that is between 
the V class and Up Form, every student in  
India  shall  read  English.   I     am saying     
that because     for technical, technological, 
scientific and later university   education,   
for   higher      education  and  for   every  
purpose,  English  is  the only language  
developed enough.   Unless Hindi within 
the next 20  or  30 years  is     brought  to  
that level of English, it can never become 
the  national  language. Unless  it  deserve it 
you cannot decide. However much you 
decide,  it cannot now deserve that status.    
English should be taught.    And  then,   ask     
non-Hindi-speaking States to take up Hindi 
and for those people who have taken up 
Hindi, to take up    English    compul-sorily 
at the 3rd stage. And for those people   in  
Hindi-speaking  areas  who have   already  
Hindi   as  their mother tongue and English, 
they should   have any other Indian    
language   compul-sorily at the 3rd stage. 
Then you will have all the three 
languages—that is the regional language,     
English   and ,   Hindi. It is only in that way 
by having three languages—one at the 
lowest level, the    second at    the secondary 
level     and     the     third       at    the 
highest       level—that       you       can 
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[Shrimati Yashoda Reddy.] 
have some sort of uniformity atad some; 
sort of basis which can be built up for 
national integration. 

(Time   bell  rings.) 

Madam, I would like to say only one 
thing now because you have already 
rung the bell. Let us not allow our 
narrow provincialism or misguided 
patriotism to come in the way of our 
progress. We cannot boast of many 
things. But still we have achieved 
something. Let us not wipe it out. Let us 
not do away with English. I am not in 
love with English. But I know what it 
can do for the country. Let us therefore 
not do away with English as rubbish. 
The Minister, Madam, spoke of 
priorities. We will have to spend crores 
to have the regional language in the 
universities. We are spending crores iu 
these five years to achieve what? To 
make our Indian university students 
almost foreigners even across their own 
State borders. This is all that we   are   
going   to   achieve. 

I appeal to the n0n- Minister and to the 
House to see my point. I think there is 
some sense and more than some sense in 
what I have said. 

Thank you. 
SHRI BANKA BEHARY DAS (Orissa): 

Madam, I am more than convinced, in my 
opinion, that we are starting the debate 
from a wrong end. Had we discussed first 
the Language Bill, then perhaps it -would 
have been much better to discuss this 
Education Commissions Report later 
because by that we would have been clear 
in our minds as to what is going to be the 
language policy of this country, because 
after all, from that language policy only, 
we can decide what should be the medium 
of instruction in all the States. Madam, I 
am sure that when the debate ends, we will 
see that there was mOre of discussion 
about the language than the education 
policy of this country, and j the entire 
stupendous Report that has  I 

been produced by the Education Com-
mission and also this Report of the 
Committee of Members of Parliament 
will not be of much avail to us because 
we will have no time to discuss about the 
other aspects or about the educational 
policy of the Government and we will be 
concentrating ourselves on the language 
issue only. 

Since the time at my disposal is limited, 
I want to say only one or two things. It is 
known nowadays—and the economists 
have also agreed— that investment in 
men is much more important. I broadly 
agree with most of the aspects in those 
Reports but I say that in various spheres 
no con> crete suggestions have been 
given either in those Reports or in this 
national policy. Nor have they gone into 
the financial recommendations of those 
things. I am not going to deal much with 
them. But I will now come to the 
neighbourhood school idea which has 
been expressed both in the Education 
Commission's Report and here. I am 
sorry to say, Madam, that when some 
say that English should be retained here 
because of achieving this national in-
tegration or that Hindi should be the link 
language, the same persons come and 
tell us that we should accept this idea of 
public schools. Are we not, by not 
accepting the idea of neighbourhood 
schools, giving some sort of importance 
to the idea of segregation? Madam, very 
finely it was been written in the 
Education Commission's Report on page 
256-57 that: 

"....such segregation should be 
eliminated if education is to be made a 
powerful instrument of national 
development in general and social and 
national integration in particular." 

If we are for this national integration, are 
we not for also f0r social integration? 
Shall we divide the society in such a way 
that a few persons only, who have the 
power of pelf at their back, will have the 
opportunity to send their children to 
public schools whereas crores of people 
in  this country, in the name of 
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social and national integration, will be • allowed 
to suffer and go to these I neighbourhood 
schools? This is a double standard which I 
cannot understand. If we are so very sincere 
about national and social integration, I am afraid 
the education policy will have to support the 
idea of neighbourhood schools. I agree that the 
schools in the primary or secondary stage are 
not very perfect, that they are far from being 
something about which we should be happy. I 
agree. But is it not proper for us to give our 
attention and spend our resources j more and 
more to see that the very base of the educational 
fabric, the primary education, is strengthened? 
And it will be strengthened only when we 
concentrate our attention on this very-idea  of 
neighbourhood  schools. 

Madam Deputy Chairman, I want to say 
here that our Constitution says that we must 
provide equality of opportunity to all. Is it then 
proper for us to carry on with these public 
schools, schools to which only the rich can 
take recourse, 'and at the same time talk of this 
equality of opportunity? I cannot understand 
the people who talk of national integration, 
with due respect to them, speaking about 
carrying on with these public schools in this 
country. 

Madam Deputy Chairman, again, in the 
name of democracy those who are going rto 
fight against this idea of neighbourhood 
schools, I can remind them that in England 
also public opinion has been strengthened 
against these public schools. It is a very 
fantastic idea that a few persons only, having 
the advantage of money, have the opportunity 
of sending their children) whether they are 
idiots or intelligent, to these public schools so 
that they can man the higher services of the 
country. We should not repeat the mistake 
which England has passed through. We should 
also learn from our experience. I know in 
England there is a small but strong opinion 
against the abolition of pub-J.'c  schools.    But   
the  labour  policy, 

with the very idea of neighbourhood schools, 
could go to the people and catch their 
imagination. Madam', I will not speak more 
about it. But again I will earnestly request my 
friend that if we are so very sincere about 
social integration, let him have integration 
between persons who come from a richer 
section of the society and those who because 
of their birth have to suffer under social 
customs and systems. Let there be integration 
at that level. Madam, I have no time. 
Therefore, I will not go into the details of 
these matters. But I strongly support this 
neighbourhood schools idea. There would be 
pressures from big persons but let me request 
the Government that they should   not  yield   
to  such   pressures. 

Madam Deputy Chairman, may I again 
warn that there is a certain opinion that under 
the Constitution of this country we cannot in 
any way abolish these public schools? I am 
not going into the Constitutional aspect of this 
matter. But again I will earnestly request the 
Minister that if there is any Constitutional bar 
to the abolition of these schools, they should at 
least withdraw all the privileges of 
scholarships or aid that is being given to these 
public schools. If these people in the country 
want to take recourse to public schools in this 
late hour of the day in the name of socialism, 
let them send their children to these schools 
with their own money. We can support this 
system for some time if the Constitution de-
bars jt. but we cannot tolerate it in the name of 
social integration. 

Madam. Deputy Chairman, then I come to 
the question of language. I do not want to 
enter into the controversy of Hindi and 
English. Madam Deputy Chairman, I can 
remind you that I do not come from a State 
which has Hindi as its mother-tongue. I am a 
person from a non-Hindi area and I want to 
say that as long as the Southern States are not 
prepared to accept  Hindi,  I would, request    
my 
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[Shri Banka Binary  Das.] Hindi friends to 
tolerate them till  a time  comes  when   they   
also   change their   idea.    I   am   also 
warning   the Hindi     protagonists  that if in 
India there is anybody who is the greatest 
enemy of Hindi to be developed as a link 
language,  then I  am  not blam-. ing the 
Southerners who are suffering under some 
disadvantage. I    am only  blaming  the  
Hindi  protagonists who try to impose, t0 a 
certain extent, Hindi on others in this country 
in a way which is n

ever happy.    I might  | 
also say that in our translation also, even 
words which are commonly used in  this  
country are  being  translated into Hindi so 
that those who could have easily 
accommodated themselves to the changing 
situation are finding some difficulty.    That 
is not the case with  the  Southerners   alone.  
That  is the case   with   all   those   who 
come from Assam or Bengal or from Orissa 
who are not   so   much interested   in this     
quarrel    between Hindi     and English. 

Madam Deputy   Chairman, I am in favour  
of  mother-tongue  being     the medium of  
instruction  in  all stages of  education.    I  
cannot     understand how a few persons, 
who have the advantage of English 
education, are in a position   to   say  that   
English   should continue throughout this 
period. Here I want to plead that in spite of 
my knowledge of English, when I speak in 
this House I do not feel so much confident  
as  some of niy  friends     who speak   bad   
English   in   this   House. Madam Deputy 
Chairman, again I may plead   with  you  
that   whatever  love there might be for    
English in  this country, English    can    
never    be    a vehicle for expression in 
this country. Either the mother-tongue 
should    be the   vehicle     of  expression   
or some language which has  some 
indigenous base.    I am prepared to have a 
long gap for changing the very system of 
education and the medium of instruction.    
I   know   that  if  this five-year period  
mentioned     here  in   this  national 
education policy can be implemented, it 
will be good. But    about 

technical  education  there might     be some  
difficulty.     There   again  I  will plead with 
the Government that they should  try  their  
best  to see  that  a vocabulary  is     
developed,     not  the vocabulary or the 
terminology which the Hindi fanatics are 
trying    to develop.    They   are     trying  to    
make everything Hindi so that   nobody   in 
this world  can understand.    Let me remind 
those persons of the  English dictionary. If 
you    read the very introduction    of    this    
dictionary,    you will find that more than 50 
per cent. of the wordg are of different origin. 
So we should have that    elasticity if you 
want to develop a link language in this 
country.    If you   think    that Hindi will be 
the ultimate link language, we will have to 
change our method.    We will have to see 
that the vocabulary  is,   to   a  certain     
extent, fertilised  with     the words   
emerging from the    other    languages of    
this country, both    Hindi    and    Southern 
languages also. 

Madam,  in  this  connection I want to say 
one or two things.   I know the Education 
Commission have advocated the three-
language formula. To a certain extent there 
was a political overtone when  this     three-
language formula was evolved because we   
know that when the three-language formula 
was evolved certain other considerations 
were taken into account besides the  
consideration  of  education.  Here I feel 
that the    language policy that is being 
advocated here, wants to see, to a certain 
extent, a    two-language formula     
evolved     keeping  a  third language   as   
option.   But let me eay here that     the 
practical implications which they had in 
mind are going to be negatived because on 
page 4 they have said that Hindi will be the 
ultimate link language.   But in the very 
paragraph   about   teaching  of  languages, 
they have mentioned:— 

"Only on language, viz., the medium 
of education, should ordinarily be 
studied in the first sub-stage of school 
education covering, four or five years." 
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lop the two-language formula in tbii country 
with the purpose of having ultimately  Hindi   
as  the  link  language. Obviously  it  is   
there.   But   by this method, they are not in 
any way helping Hindi.   So, Madam, I want 
to say that here it should be revised and we 
should make ourselves very clear about it 
because  we  do not in any way  want  to     
estrange   our  friends who  still  want  that  
English  should be here for some  time to 
come.  We may hasten the process by 
persuasion and persuasion does not mean 
giving some weightage to Hindi  people     I 
entirely    agree    with my friend, the lady 
Member, who said that there will be a certain 
amount of weightage in States     where   
Hindi  is  the  mother tongue.    I  entirely     
agree with her. And  you,  especially  the  
protagonists of Hindi, will have to answer    
this point.     Otherwise,    national  integra-
tion can never come.   I would rather say that   
if  the   Hindi   people   want that ultimately  
Hindi  should be the link language  of    the  
country,  they should  make  jt  a  point to  see  
that one  of  the  languages     of  Southern 
India  is  either  the  second  language or the 
third language, in option, which has been 
mentioned in this report.   If this policy is  not 
followed, I do not think in any circumstances    
you are going to persuade the     Southerners, 
who have a very strong feeling   about Hindi, 
to change their opinion in any way.    That   is 
why, Madam,    I    am pleading here that   in   
this   national policy on Education, if you 
want to persuade the    Southerners   
gradually to accommodate   themselves   to   
this very   idea   of   Hindi being developed as    
the    link    language    ultimately, the   
second    language   of the   Hindi States  
should  be  a  language  of  the Southern 
States. I would very much like that to be 
done. Or if that is not possible,    then    at   
least   the    third language,  which will be  an  
optional language from the    8th class, should 
be   a  Southern  language.   Then  only to a 
certain extent you can have this integration.  
Otherwise,  there will be this  weightage  for  
the  Hindi region and as     a result, there will 
be an animosity    against    Hindi    in    the 

"Faciliiies should be provided, on an 
oj tional basis, for the study of regioral 
language when it does not happen to be 
medium of education. A second 
language should be introduced, on a 
compulsory basis, ordinarily at the 
beginning of the next sub-stage. This 
may preferably be a language included 
in Schedule VIII of the Constitution, or 
English or any other language." S P.M. 
I do not understand what this "or any 
other language" means. You can have 
the   langua jes   included  in   Schedule 
VIII of th« Constitution and because 
English has  not been included there, 
you can have English also, But I do not 
know  -why,     after  accepting  all those 
langujges about which there is no   
difference,   "any   other  language" has  
been      mentioned,   which  means that 
a student in the 8th class will be forced  
to  lake a  language  which  is outside  
the     scope of  this  Schedule VIII  and  
which is  also not  English. I do  not 
think the purpose is going to be served 
by having "or any other language"      in   
this   way.  Also  it   is mentioned there: 
"The study of this language should be 
continued till the end of class X. A pupil 
may begin the study, at his option, of any 
third language, ordinarily from class 
VIII, provided that a pupil who Las not 
studied either Hindi or English in the 
eavlieT classes shall be under an 
obligation to study one of these two 
languages at this su-stage. 
What does this mean?  Take, for example, 
the   case of any   student   in Orissa. 
According to this, he may take Oriya   as 
the   mother   tongue.   The second 
language   in   the   upper primary   stage, 
which   will    be    compulsory   to   a 
certain    extent,   will be    Bengali    or 
Telugu.    And    he will   not   have   the 
option of learning either Hindi, which you 
want to develop as the link language, or 
English.    So here is a lacuna. And sub-
sequently from the 8th class, you want to 
have a third language as an optional 
language and it can be "any other 
language." Madam they want to deve- 
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and it would be very difficult for you to 
develop it as the link language Madam, I do 
not want to take more of the time of the House 
though there are many things on which I 
would like to speak. 

Now I will come to the status of teachers. 
Much has been spoken in this country about 
the status of teachers. Perhaps, the status of 
the teachers in this country is below that of the 
peons or Class IV employees. Not only are 
they poorly paid, but the status that the 
Government is going to give is also very poor 
in comparison with the status the others are 
getting in this country. Here I would like to 
say that through the University Grants 
Commission and through other agencies, you 
are trying to do something for the college 
teachers. But these high school and secondary 
school teachers throughout the country are not 
taken care of by the State Government or by 
the Central Government. What is going to 
happen? What is going to happen to the very 
base of the edifice, of education, that is 
primary education? If you want to develop 
education in this country, the Central 
Government, just like taking care of orphaned 
children, must try to see that the very base o 
feducation, primary education and secondary 
education, is developed in a healthy way and 
that can be developed only if you make an 
offer to the States, as you are doing in the case 
of college teachers that you are prepared to 
share at least 90 per cent of the burden that the 
State Governments will have to bear because 
of the enhancement of their salaries. Madam 
Deputy Chairman, I do not want to say 
anything more. But I would have been very 
happy if this debate had taken place after the 
language debate, so that we would have been 
able to concentrate our attention on other 
aspects of the education system in this 
country. Then, I think, we could have been of 
more help to the Education Ministry in the 
framing of a national policy. Thank you. 

SHRI HAM NIWAS MIRDHA (Rajasthan 
>: Madam Deputy Chairman, we have before 
us the Report of the Education Commission 
and the Report of the MPs. Committee which 
examined some aspects of the Commission's 
Report and evolved what they have called a 
national policy on education. I am sorry to say 
that the language formula that has been 
evolved by the Commission as well as the 
Committee is a most unfortunate one. We had 
up till now what we called the three-language 
formula which was accepted by all the States 
in the country. A large number of non-Hindi-
speaking States had very sincerely 
implemented it and even now they have no 
desire to go back on that. But now we have the 
two-language formula which is contradictory 
in many respects. As was just mentioned, at 
many places the Commission says that Hindi 
would be the link language ultimately in this 
country and that it would occupy the status of 
something like a national language. But the 
system of education with regard to the 
languages that has been evolved is such that a 
man can finish all his education without 
reading a word of Hindi. This is what, in 
effect, this formula means. There is no 
compulsion to read Hindi even at the most 
elementary stage, or in any of the classes that 
a man studies. And how can we say that we 
are sincere about Hindi ultimately becoming 
the link language? A country like ours must 
have a link language, however, imperfect it 
may be to start with. Therefore, I will most 
strongly urge this House and the Minister of 
Education particularly to please revise this 
formula, because still it is not too late, and 
bring in a formula which will satisfy all peo-
ple, which will give Hindi at least an 
elementary status so that an educated Indian 
would know at least some rudiments 0f Hindi. 
I do not say that it should be made the medium 
of instruction at all levels or that it should be 
taught all over the country in all the classes up 
to the highest standard.   But I would certainly 
say that 
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some years of Hindi teaching must be 
enforced in all our schools and colleges. 

Now university education is going to be 
conducted in the regional languages. In a way 
it is good because if you have the regional 
language as the medium of instruction till the 
higher secondary stage, the next stage has to 
be linked with that; and the easiest thing 
would be to have university education also in 
the regional language. In a vast country like 
ours, the best thing would be this to have one 
language which was the medium of instruction 
0r at least the medium of instruction in the 
university stage so that scholars could move 
from one university to another, there could be 
intellectual interchange between the various 
universities and our country as a whole could 
develop a proper national intellectual climate. 
The best solution would be that Hindi should 
ultimately be made the medium of instruction 
in the universities. Until that is done, English 
might be retained as the medium of instruction 
in the university and Hindi should be 
developed so that at one stage we might have 
one language •which would be understood by 
the scholars  0f  one  region   and   another. 

There are other things about which this 
Committee makes mention and I will make a 
passing reference to them1. On the question of 
cost that would go to implement this report, 
many times we say that education has been 
starved of finances and that we need more and 
more of them to implement them. I would give 
some figures to say how much till now we 
have invested in education. The education 
expenditure by the Central Government alone 
in 1950-51 was only Rs. 35 millions and that 
expenditure amounted to Rs. 295 millions in 
1960-61 which means an average annual 
increase of Rs. 23.7 per cent. If we take 
together the expenditure incurred by the States 
and the Centre, the figures are, in 1951-52 Rs. 
640 millions and, in 1965-66 Rs. 4,268 
millions. What I mean is, money is not the only 
thing that we are lacking for the 
implementation     of the  report.   Till 

now what we have lacked is a clear directive 
of our educational policy and it is for the first 
time that an attempt has been made to link our 
educational policy with certain national aims 
and ideals. Fortunately our Education 
Minister, Dr. Triguna Sen, was a member of 
this Commission and it is a rare thing that a 
person who was instrumental to some extent 
in formulating these recommendations finds 
himself in a position where he can implement 
them. For once, we would not have the excuse 
that he did not have the authority to put the 
whole thing through. I am very much heart-
ened by certain observations that Dr. Sen 
made a few months back in which he said that 
money is not after all everything. While 
speaking at the Aligarh University 
Convocation on matters  of  finance  he said: 

"But I am not greatly dismayed by this. 
Probably we have depended too much on 
money in the past and often proceeded on 
the assumption that the main, if not the ex-
clusive, method of reforming education was 
to pump more money into it." 

So here is a man with almost, I should say, 
radical Or at least nonconformist ideas in the 
sphere of education and we are happy and 
very fortunate that we find him here at the 
helm of affairs and in a position to implement 
the recommendations. 

A few words about the type of administration 
that obtains at the Central Government. We have 
here a Secretary of Education who, fortunately 
over the years, has not been one of the 
stereotyped Secretaries, either from the I.A.S. or 
the I.C.S. and the Ministry has fortunately 
escaped that for which they have to be 
complimented. I hope this process would 
continue but along with that, they have a large 
set of, what they call, advisers and because the 
advisers do not go to the field, they do not 
belong to any other organisation Or educational 
institution, there is a certain amount of in-
breeding in the Ministry and no fresh air or fresh 
' talent comes from outside. So I would 
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suggest that the administration at the 
Centre  should   get   at  least  half  its 
persons from the State Services, from 
educationists, from people who have 
worked in the sphere of    university 
administration so     that all the  new ideas 
that our Minister wants to put through,  
and  which may  come from timj to time 
for implementation could be taken up with 
a certain degree of freshness and we hope 
this in-breeding, about which we see some 
signs here, would not persist for long. We 
have also to see what exactly is the 
function of the Ministry of Education in 
the constitutional set-up. As a matter  of 
fact  all the  Union  Ministries have a 
tendency to have a field organisation  of   
their   own   even   if   the subjects do not 
come exclusively under  their  
constitutional   domain   and this happens 
to be so in the case of Education Ministry 
also.   For instance, they have started 
Regional Colleges of Education.       They   
are  nothing  but duplication of the type of 
work which can be done by any 
organisation run by  the  State   
Governments.  So  this type of activity 
which directly takes them  into the  field,  
should be stopped  forthwith.   This  
tendency  to  increase  one's  domain of 
work  should cease  forthwith     and  the  
Education Ministry  in  the  Centre  should  
concern itself only with research, planning, 
coordination and things like that so that 
they can give proper guidance to the State 
Ministries  and it should be a very small 
but effective nuclous that will put  forward     
ideas  which should     be  taken on by  the  
States, which,   after   all,   are   reponsible  
for the implementation  of those ideas. 

I would say something about sports 
also. This is one sphere which has not 
been properly attended to because there 
have been so many changes in the policy. 
Sometimes the N.C.C. is made 
compulsory, sometimes A.C.C. is made 
compulsory and sometimes it is not made 
compulsory. So some serious thought 
should be given as to how and what type 
of physical education or national service 
obtains in our country. If you see the 
number 

of people who represent our country in the 
Olympic  games, a very small percentage  
of it,  you will find,   are actually    
students.   Either    they are from     the  
Railways  or the  Defence Services or    
others who have     been in service for 
long and in no other country     would you 
find people    of such high age going to 
represent in the top international    
competition but in our country there is no 
mass participation in sports.   That is why 
it is not surprising  that  students  do  not 
find any laces in all the major competitions 
and they are never at the top and that is a 
very serious thing.    About that we have 
to think seriously because if you make 
NCC    compulsory, there is hardly any 
time left for sports.    So good sportsmen 
should be selected and they should be 
exempted from NCC. As a matter of fact 2 
or 3 or 4 alternatives should be given to 
every student.   Either it is games and 
sports or it in NCC or Social Service or 
something and a student, according to his 
aptitude, must choose which side he wants 
to work,  though it should be compulsory.  
So the idea of compulsion in one sphere 
should be removed and I think the huge     
amounts that we spend on NCC can most 
suitably and much  better     be utilised  by 
having more sports and more physical 
fitness and things  like  that  and we  
should attach more importance to this. 

The Council of Sports is doing good 
work by coordinating all activities in the 
country but they are also obsessed with 
the idea of autonomy and so on and so 
forth. There is no need to give them 
autonomy. There is the Olympic 
Association, there are the National 
Federations. Here we have a body which 
would clash with all these bodies if they 
want to become autonomous and have 
substantive powers of their own. So I 
request them, the Members of the 
Council, whose term is over, and also tell 
the Minister: "Please do not concede them 
autonomy of any sort. The present system 
is- just all right. They are also committing 
the mistake that the Education Ministry is 
committing. They are also going into the 
field and organising   training   camps 
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things like that. I read the other day that they 
organised at Dehra Dun a camp covering boys 
from 12 to 16. I do not know whether there is 
need for Central camps for boys between 12 
and 16. Moreover 12 to 16 is not a proper age 
group. It is neither middle nor matric nor 
higher secondary. It does not fit in with any 
accepted concepts, either school sports or 
high-school sports but they must do some-
thing of the sort. So they should confine their 
activities to coordinating work and to giving 
advice through the States Councils and 
National Federations. Sports should receive 
the most serious consideration from the 
Government. 

Another thing is, there is lack of 
playgrounds in the schools. When sanctioning 
schools or upgrading schools, it is never 
insisted upon that they should have 
playgrounds. They ask: 'How many rooms you 
have, whether you have a hall or not' but none 
asks even in a village school whether it has a 
playground where the boys can play. I can 
understand the position in the cities, where 
also with a little more effort and imagination, 
a lot more can be done. Even in the village 
schools there are no playgrounds attached to 
them. So whenever a new school is sanc-
tioned, it must be invariably the policy 'Of the 
Government to attach a playground with it so 
that drills can be conducted there, parades can 
be held and some sports can be organised. 

As regards sports also, it is not necessary 
that we should go in for foreign and 
sophisticated games like cricket and tennis. 
Indigenous sports in our country have a great 
tradition. "They cost almost nothing and they 
are even now very popular in the villages but 
they are dying away. So indigenous sports in 
our country must get top priority. They must 
be recognised games. Every effort should be 
made to spread games and sports in the rural 
areas and in this sphere these indigenous sports 
should get 'the proper place and they should be 
^encouraged  in every possible way. 

One thing before I sit down is about the 
production of text-books. Now the Education 
Ministry has formulated certain proposals for 
having text-books in the regional languages. 
The proposals are of two methods. One is to 
produce original text-books and another is to 
translate books of standard authors. In the 
first, place translation of standard authors 
should be very strictly scrutinised. Those who 
used to be the standard authors some 10, 15 or 
20 years back are no longer standard authors 
and old, though wellknown, books are out of 
date today. So very little money and effort 
should be spent on translating those books and 
more and more effort should be made to bring 
out original text books. Now the method that 
is being followed for bringing out original 
text-books is to ask five or six persons to 
collectively produce these books. I think this 
is never done generally. No worthwhile text-
book can be produced this way. You give 
different chapters to people who are whole 
time engaged in that work. This is not the type 
of way or method by which you can bring out 
good text-books. You should sponsor one or 
two wellknown scholars to produce a text-
book. You can have it revised according to 
your own plan of work by some other person 
and give him your assistance. But this 
collective production of textbooks is a very 
wrong step. I talked to those people who are 
working in this field and they themselves feel 
that this is not the proper way to go about it. 
To have a whole-time staff of translators and 
text-book producers is hardly the way to 
proceed about it. A large number of persons 
distinguished "In this line should, as a matter 
of fact, be asked to produce these things and 
that is how they will do it. 

Since the Commission has made mention of 
agricultural universities T should like to say a 
few words on this also. Normally agricultural 
education is part of the work of the Ministry 
of Agriculture, but this Report   has   
mentioned   the   establishing 
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universities.    Firstly, the  term  "agricultural 
university"  is a misnomer.   Either it is a 
college of agriculture  or it is a university.   If it 
is a university it must have all the subjects.    
Or you can have a university with emphasis on 
agriculture or engineering.     You cannot    
have    an agricultural      university.      The    
two terms are  completely antagonistic  to one  
another.   Here  also  I  think  the idea of 
agricultural university has to be very seriously 
thought about.     It is envisaged that there 
should be coordination of education, research 
and extension. That is the American pattern 
which We are adopting.   We in Rajasthan 
started the same thing. But we found that it 
does not work.   So we abandoned it and we 
have made it a multi-faculty university.   It 
used to  be  our    Agricultural    University. 
Agricultural extension work at   present is 
being done mostly by the State Governments. 
It is quite extnsive and by expecting a 
university to duplicate that work in a few 
villages, do you really  give the  university    
the    importance that is due to it? It was all 
right in the American context where there was  
no State-sponsored extension service, where 
anything    State-sponsored was anathema.   
They would not touch a State organisation.    
The people who started the land-run colleges,  
they  really  got  together,  paid tome money  to 
the  agricultural university and asked the 
people there to do the research  and extension 
work for  the people  who  had  contributed the 
money.   But that pattern is most unsuitable for 
us here particularly because we have a 
different idea here. The whole  idea  here  is  of  
a  State-sponsored extension service.    Simply 
because certain grants are being made 
available—and  they     are not  on as large a 
scale as was once thought— we should not go 
in for this kind of a thing.   The whole concept 
of agricultural      universities      should      be 
thoroughly gone into.   What I would suggest 
is that we    can    have    good agricultural  
colleges  or  even  a  university with emphasis 
on agriculture, 

so that they can proceed further and other 
teaching sections in the university do not also 
suffer in the process. 

One word about the science policy before I 
sit down.   Science, no dubtt is a very important 
subject    and    I think a lot more can   be    
done   for science in our country.    We say that 
research and science development in India do 
not get  as much resources as  they  ought  to.    
The    Commission has given a lot of details 
about what is being dor° in America, what per-
centage of ^;Ae;r Gross National Produce is 
being spent for scientific research and 
development in that country   and  they  
compare  those  figures with what is    being 
done    in India. This is a most unfair 
comparison because our needs are not the same 
as theirs.    Some 60 per cent    of    their 
research and    development    fund    is-spent 
for space research and defence in America.   
That must be taken off' because we do not need 
so much for defence here.   I wish the 
Commission had  been  more  objective    and    
had brought out how much effort has been 
made during the last ten    or   fifteen years    or 
twenty    years    and    what results have    been    
achieved in this field and what problems or 
difficulties   stood   in   the    way   of   greater 
achievement.      Instead   of  that  they have 
presented things in a one-sided way, omitted 
certain things and they never mention the 
achievements  and the  difficulties  that  the  
country had to face.   So I would  suggest that a 
serious effort should be made and at the 
national level there should be a group  to co-
ordinate  this  work.      It should not be left to 
universities and research organisations to pick 
up subjects  for  research   and   development. 
There must be a strategy of research. Some  
particular   subjects    must    be selected or 
problems must be identified   and   isolated.   
The   various   disciplines,  whether they    are    
in    the humanities or in the sciences or tech-
nology, must bring to bear the force of  their  
intelligence   and    work    On them so that in 
ten or fifteen years we may have solved at  least    
those 
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problems which really afflict us. There must be 
liaison between industry, agriculture, science 
and research and for this a high-power national 
body should be established to bring about this 
coordination so that we may get the most from 
whatever investment we make. Thank you, 
Madam. 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON (Kerala): 
Madam Deputy Chairman, I have gone through 
this Report and I do feel that it is going to help 
us a good deal. Of course I do not fully agree 
with all the suggestions made in it. But anyhow 
an attempt has been made and Members of vari-
ous political parties have sat together and tried 
to understand what are the difficulties, and they 
have managed to submit a Report which will 
really help us to some extent. I do feel that our 
Hindi friends must realise that India is a multi-
national country. Most of these nationalities 
developed much earlier, much before India was 
ever thought of as a nation. Even during the 
period of the Maha-bharata there were Bengla, 
Kerala and all those places. They were different 
regions and they were distinct. Each was having 
a certain culture, a certain language. These cul-
tures and languages should be respected and 
they should be understood. Therefore, what I 
want to point out is that we must understand 
that our country has become a nation as one 
India only very recently. In those periods there 
were various nationalities, having some culture 
and some language. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Were they distinct? 
SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: They 

were distinct nations or nationalities. We must 
seriously analyse this position. My own feeling 
is that even at an earlier stage—I do not say it 
was so during the period ot the Maha-
bharata—say from the 9th or 10th or 11th 
centuries, these nationalities had got formed in 
our country and in the same process most of 
these languages 

i 

had also got formed by that timfl. There were 
certain languages in Indi* which do not exist 
now. They are no more found in India as a 
spoken language. For example, Pali wai 
spoken by many at one time. There was one 
language in the South which got split up into 
four distinct 'aneu-ages and they have now 
come up like that. Even in the Hindi-speaking 
areas, I am sore there ate seven or eight 
languages. You nny say that not all of them 
are develoDed languages. I do not know, but 
some of them were developed even much ear-
lier. For example^ I am sure Maithili must 
have been a developed language. So also 
Magadhi and Bhojpuri and Rajasthani and so 
on. These are all dialects or languages. But 
you cannot be sure that the Hindi-speaking 
area as it is today is going to remain the same 
after ten or fifteen years. You know there will 
be various languages, various nationalities 
come up. The process depends on common 
language, common culture and contiguity of 
areas. Why is there so much agitation today? 
That is because we are yet coming un as a 
nation. There are various nationalities. For 
example, take the tribals. Most of the tribal 
people have got their languages. These 
languages do not have a script, but they are 
also languages. So the attempt of the 
Government must be to help them to find out 
some script, not to force Hindi on them. That 
is how we should develop all the nationalities 
to develop their various scripts. The various 
tribals must get their languages and... 

PROF. SATYAVRATA SIDDHAN-
TALANKAR (Nominated): Do you mean to 
say that there are different nationalities in 
India? 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: No, 
the nation is being developed. Various 
nationalities have come up and the process is 
not ever. So these languages will have to be 
helped to have their own scripts and you can-
not be sure that we have come to a 



2807 Reports of the Education .[ RAJYA SABHA ]   Committee 0/ Members   2808 
Commission and the 0/ Parliament on Education 

LShri Balachandra Menon.] 
stage where we can say in India that a 
particular language has got the right to 
become the main lingua franca. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You mean 
dialects? 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: Those 
dialects will have to be helped to become 
languages. They must have scripts and they 
will develop. That is the position. We are now 
passing through that period. 

PROF. SATYAVRATA SIDDHAN-
TALANKAR: How can the dialects become 
languages? 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: Where 
you have a script it becomes language. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa): -At 
one time or another every langu-• age was a 
dialect. 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: The 
dialect or the spoken word becomes a 
language when you get a script for it. That 
way it comes up. As I said, there are various 
languages in this country. I would therefore 
suggest this. I respect that the majority 
language is the Hindi because 40 or 50 per 
cent of our people speak that language and my 
respect to it is because it is the language of the 
ordinary people, forty or fifty per cent of the 
ordinary people of India and therefore it has a 
place. But, Madam^ the languages in the 
South have an entirely different tradition. 
They have developed in a different way. You 
cannot all of a sudden switch over to Hindi. In 
spite of all the efforts that we have made, we 
have not yet succeeded. Times is required and 
patience is required and it is that patience 
alone which will help up to build up and come 
together. That sort of fight that we had against 
the British imperialism, when all of us came 
together, gave us that feeling of unity. Now 
don't disrupt that feeling by forcing Hindi on 
the 

South. Let us give time and certain-ly the 
people in the South will pick up Hindi also'. 
So I would suggest that the three-language 
formula must be taken up seriously. You must 
have definitely the mother tongue and along 
with that Hindi and also one foreim language. 
Absolutely there should be no prejudice 
against any foreign language. Why should 
there be? It has helped us a good aeai. For the 
last 200 years it has been there. It is through 
English that we have understood the great 
literature not only of English but of French, of 
Russian and of various other languages. All 
these we have come to know through the 
medium of English. This sort of thing is there 
in other countries also. They are also trying to 
learn some other foreign language. For 
example, in Russia they make it a point that 
they have either English or German or French. 
We too must make it a point to learn a foreign 
language so that we can have an idea of what 
is happening all over the world. 

Now I fully accept this suggestion about the 
neighbouring schools. There shall be no 
privilege for some section of the people to 
remain separate and to say that they will have 
better kind of education. All the boys must go 
to the same place; all the girls must go to the 
same place. They should study together, live 
the same life. Wa are speaking about 
socialism and all that. The neighbouring 
school is the thing for it. It will bring all the 
people together so that they can understand 
each other. No separate class should be 
created. As it is in this caste-ridden society, 
the bureaucrats are coming up as the new 
class. From the very beginning let us not 
support it. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: Socialising 
intelligence. 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: No; 
what I would say is that the monopoly of 
intelligence shall not be of a few people. At 
one time the monopoly was of the Brahmins; 
noW 



 

lei it not be of the bureaucrats and their sons. 
That is ail what I am saying. There was „ time 
when it was for the Brahmins and now you 
want it to be for the sons and daughters of the 
I.C.S. and I.A.S. people. We should not allow 
any monopoly to grow. So the neighbouring 
school is a very good idea and I feel that we 
should encourage it. 

As far as teaching is concerned, certainly it 
should be in the mother tongue. As has been 
suggested the medium of instruction as far as 
possible should be the regional language. 
There is nothing wrong. Some of our 
languages may not nnve developed to thai 
stage. But you can boldly take foreign words 
and develop them. There is nothing wrong in 
doing it. Others are doing it; we shall also do 
it. Every language has done it; there is nothing 
to be puritanical about this. If some good 
words are there in Malayalam, Tamil or 
English, take them boldly. Similarly if there 
are good Hindi words we will take them into 
our languages. Thus slowly we can evolve an 
Indian language which may be slightly 
different from Hindi. As we come to know 
each other, as we come into contact with each 
other, through the process of our inter-
communication the language also gets evolved 
and developed. That is quite a distinct 
possibility. So I say we must make a 
determined effort to strengthen our languages 
by boldly borrowing from each other so that 
they become modern. 

I am not for any Public School because 
Public School means separation. As I have 
said already the bureaucracy is becoming a 
new class. That was why these Public Schools 
came into being. The British Public Schools 
were created for that purpose. But there is 
now a big agitation against them. We do not 
wanl such a thing to continue. All people, 
whether rich or poor, must be trained in the 
same school. After all, if you were to look at 
the culture of India I think mainly it has been 
the ordinary man who has contributed most 
"to that culture.   I am sure it was not 

94-9 RSD—6. 

the great Brahmin intellect that gave you the 
Vedas. It was the son of an ordinary fisherman 
who collected all the Vedas together and gave 
it to you. When it comes to the question of 
Ramayana it was a Harijan who had to do it. 
So it has been the ordinary children of the man 
of the plough who have been mainly 
responsible for the creation of the great works 
of literature that We have in any language. For 
example in the South it has been so. It was a 
Harijan poetess who was responsible for the 
best poetry in Tamil Nad. So too was 
Thiruvalluvar who was the son of an ordinary 
weaver who was mainly responsible for the 
Tamil literature. For us we have taken both 
from Sanskrit and Tamil and the script is 
Dravidian. That is how we have developed our 
language. And our Ezhuthachan was an 
ordinary oil-monger's son. So these are the 
people who gave us our culture, our literature. 
So I am definite that the children who are the 
sons ot poor men and who have been denied 
their opportunity all these years, if they were 
to come together and study in these schools, 
will be able to make their best contribution to 
our culture. I am sure our universities have 
never contributed much. No great man in India 
ever came out of the universities in this 
country. Vivekananda never came out of a 
university; even Mahatma Gandhi was not a 
product of the university. Rabindranath Tagore 
never cared to go to a university. I do not 
believe that the universities have helped us 
much. So let us have these new schools where 
the children of the ordinary men of the plough 
and of the hammer can participate along with 
others . . . (Interruptions.') When I say child of 
the hammer I mean the worker; and when I say 
child of the plough, I mean the peasant. It is 
only figurative. When these poor people come 
into their Own things will become entirely 
different. Unification has to be there and 
therefore these people must come together. I 
am against 
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anything      which      tries to separate them 
from others. 

As for English, as I told you English will 
have to be there for the time being because we 
do not want to be isolated from the rest of the 
world. It is only in that sense that I want to 
have English and I believe that Mr. Rajnarain 
with all his love for Hindi will not have any 
hatred for English because every language is a 
symbol of the great culture of the various 
people, the culture of Shakespeare, of Bernard 
Shaw, of various others. Therefore, while we 
insist on the right place for Hindi we will not 
give up the place of English. 

The question is production of the necessary 
literature. It is true that there is great 
difficulty in this regard. Literature is not mere 
translation. You have to have original writers. 
I do not know whether any of you ever cared 
to have any of the works of great literary 
artists and writers translated into Hindi. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: It seems 
there is nothing original in it; it is only 
translation. 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: There 
is the great poet of the South, Bharati. Have 
his works been ever translated? You in the 
North must a'lso realise that we have very 
great culture, very great language and a good 
deal of original writings are there which ought 
to be translated while we translate your 
writings also. But I am sure by mere tran-
slations you are not going to achieve 
anything. A language develops not because a 
few people speak that language. How many 
original writers are there? That is the test. 
Even if it is a small area, all the writings of 
that area will exist and it will continue to 
influence others in the rest of the world. Even 
in the case of England, which is a small 
country, it    has been    influencing the    
entire 

world. Why? English has now become the 
language of the Americans, which is 
technically the most advanced country. While 
I am not very much interested in the American 
system, one thing which I admire is the 
American technique and definitely English 
will be of help to us in understanding it. What 
I am saying is in this case when we produce 
literature, instead of translations, original 
authors will have to be given encouragement. 

Here we have seen in this national policy  on  
education  that  the highest priority   should   
be   given   to   these things.     One  is    to    
accelerate    the-. transformation  of  the  
existing  social system   into   one   based   on   
jus' equality, liberty, dignity of the individual,   
etc.    Who  can  do  this?    It  is the masses 
which can bring about the change    and I  do    
believe  that    the Indian masses will have to 
do that. All along no big change lias been 
brought about.    Unfortunately,   when  we   
became    free  we    never  had  a    clear social    
objective.   We  won    freedom. After that 
what happened is, we see the    
blackmarketeers  flourishing,  we see  the  
monopolists   getting   strengthened and the 
student  gets terribly depressed.    When  we  
were  students we had an objective before us, 
namely,   freedom,   but   under   the   present: 
system they do not have any objective.      
They do not know what      is their  future.      
They  are  asked       to have    character,    but    
when they go home  they  see  their    parents  
black-marketing.      How   will    they    have 
character?      They will have no respect  even  
for  their parents.    It has come to that stage.      
Why is it so? The  one country which  got 
freedom and did not have a proper social ob-
jective,    unfortunately,  is  our  country.      
Unless you  make  a  determined effort now to 
have a real change in the social order and mnke 
it into a  socialist order,  you  are  not  going to   
satisfy   these   youngmen.    He     is a modern 
youngman   who belongs to the twentieth  
century,  who will not 



 

allow all your old concepts to continue. He 
will challenge them. Today the student unrest 
is mainly because the social objectives is 
absent. I would, therefore, say that, in this 
sense, we must encourage the students to fight 
against all these evils. Encourage them to do 
it. We will have to make use cf the student 
movement also to bring about social 
transformation. I am sure there are people 
who get frightened, as to why young people 
should be dragged into this. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: Like 
communists. 

SHRI BALACHANDRA MENON: 
They must know how they are go 
ing to build up the future. You 
have failed them miserably. It is 
time they came out boldly and said 
that they were not going to allow 
the old conditions 13 remain as they 
are. I would, therefore, request 
that the problems of the students 
which are given here be taken up 
seriously. 

The difficulties which the South feel may 
be properly understood. Do not force Hindi to 
such an extent that the unity, which we have 
built up during the last few years, and the 
freedom fight which was responsible for this, 
gets disrupted and we are taken backwards. I 
am sure if there is force, there will be reaction 
to that and this is what happened. There are 
people who would have gladly studied Hindi 
and switched over, but recently what has been 
their reaction? Why is it so? It is because 
Hindu revivalism made use of Hindi. 
Unfortunately that is happening here. We are 
thinking in terms of religion. We are not 
thinking in terms of our country. We are not 
thinking in terms of the culture of the entire 
nation. Muslims have contributed a good deal 
to it. Hindus have contributed a good deal to 
it. Other people have contributed a good deal 
to it. Our country has been able to digest all 
these various cultures which we have 

got.      It is not    one man's development.    It 
is not the majority's development.   With that 
understanding  if you are able t0 give proper 
place to Urdu,  if you are   able  to  give  proper 
place to Hindi,  if you  are  able to give proper 
place to the      South Indian languages, 
certainly this unity will be built up.    
Otherwise,  it will get  disrupted  and  if  it  
gets  disrupted, do not be under the impression 
that the small States in various places will       
not    exist.      Albania    exists. 
Czechoslovakia       exists.      Rumania exists.    
All these countries will    exist, as they  are 
existing.    But      the unity   which   we   have 
forgedr ahead should not be lost because of the 
refusal  of  a few  to  see  the  necessity for   
unity,   because   of   their   intolerance. Do not 
create such a situation. That is what I have to 
say. Not that we are   anxious,   but   do   not   
drive   any section   to  that  position.    So,   
please think  about  the  unity   of the  country.      
Please   respect     other   people. That is  all  
what  I  have  to  request you.    If  you  do  not  
do  it,   even  if the   majority   wants   
something       to be done, it will go against the 
very anxiety of yours to have one country. It 
will be disrupted.      Therefore, let us not play 
into the disrupters' hands. That is    my request.        
I again and again request that you do not 
follow the revivalists.     That will create the 
biggest danger.    India is not merely for 
Hindus.     India is not merely for Muslims.      
India   is   not  merely  for Christians.      The 
oldest Christian in India was  in  Kerala.      
Long  before Christianity came to Britain, we 
had the   St.   Thomas's   period.   The   oldest 
Muslim   was   in   Kerala   because even 
before the Arabs came here we had   our   trade   
with   Arabia.      Even in  respect  of    the  
Jews Kerala had the oldest  Jew.      Such  is 
our  position.      It is a country which has got 
all this heritage and, therefore. Hindu  
revivalism  should  not  be   allowed.        All 
of    us must  take  a bold stand    atrainst     
this.   It      is    unitv alone which can take  up 
forward to a   new   socialist  India,   which   
should be   our    objective.      That  objective 
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driven home to every youngman, so that he 
knows that in the new order of society, which 
he is building up, everyone will have a place 
and there will be no more of this struggle of a 
child for a street dog for a morsal of food. 
That is the unfortunate position today. Such a 
situation should not be there. Such a situation 
can be created only if you give up your 
revivalism. 

Thank you. 

SHRI      T.      CHENGALVAROYAN 
(Madras): Madam Deputy Chairman) I deem it 
a great privilege and honour to commend for 
the gracious acceptance of this House the 
Report of the Committee of Members of 
Parliament on Education.   I should have 
expected,  with    unseasonable    importunity, 
what we  are  now  attempting to  do, we  
ought to  have  done  immediately after we 
won freedom for our country.   Twenty  years  
have  rolled  into the limbo of    oblivion    and    
several generations  have    been    missed    for 
neing trained to the responsibilities of a new 
set-up  in  our country.      But today we have, 
in our hon. Minister of Education, a crusader 
with zeal and zest, for that purpose, for that 
pattern. In  that he  is  ably  assisted    by    the 
Educational  Adviser  to  the   Government of 
India, a person of rare erudition  and  of  great  
scholarship.      We had  been  asked by the  
Government to report on the purpose, pattern 
and the immediate objective of education and   
in   so   doing  we  were   asked  to consider as 
the basis and    guideline the voluminous 
Report of the Education Commission.   I may 
at once state that the Education Commission's 
Report is an encyclopaedia on education, so 
vast? so deep, so thorough and so weighty that  
it may    take    perhaps one"s own life for the 
purpose of implementing  the  several  
recommendations   of  the   Education   
Commission. But we in our Committee 
considered the Education Commission's Report 
as a foundation for the purpose of giving 
certatn  elegant emphasis on cer- 

tain  selective   areas    of    educational reform 
and of progress.   In that respect   we   
considered   some  important questions  of 
what we may call proclaiming a national 
policy on education.   For the first time in the 
history of our country, since    freedom,    we 
have now considered che necessity of 
rormulating a national policy on education and 
I beg of this House, as I would  beg  
elsewhere,   to   remember that the Report of 
the Committee of Members of Parliament on 
Education is not going to give a complete 
picture of all the  details    and    minute con-
siderations  as  to  how  education  has to  be  
given.   The  report  only   envisages   certain 
broad   principles,   indicates certain attitudes 
and also gives a certain amount    of   direction    
and destiny for the purpose of education. In 
the first place, Madam, I am deeply grateful   
to the hon. Members    of the side opposite for 
the great appreciation of how we have 
adumbrated the national policy in this report. 
The national policy that this report carries with 
it is in the first place to give an integrated  
expression to  the    fundamental   foundations   
of   our   constitutional  value  and  virtue.      
We  have given four cornerstones of our Cons-
titution:    liberty,  equality,   fraternity and  
justice,   and  the national  policy that  this  
report  gives  is  to build  a multi-storeyed 
mansion on these four cornerstones     of    our    
constitutional values.   In that sense we are 
thinking of expanding the equalisation of 
opportunities   of   education   to   every child.    
Thirdly ^ we want to instill into every  boy   or   
girl  who   goes  to  the various stages of    our    
schools    that awareness of the    fundamental    
and undying      unity      of      our    country. 
Fourthly, we want to instill and inspire the    
younger    generation    with scientific and 
technological study and advance,   at  the  
same  time  not forgetting the basic spiritual, 
moral and social  values.   If the national 
policy as is explained by this report is ac-
ceptable to this hon. House, i for my r»art 
would not consider the difference of ooinion 
on other details to be of much consequence. 
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Madam, so far as the debate went, it  centred 
largely on  the  most controversial  question  of    
the  language problem in our country.   May I 
submit with very great respect that the 
Committee has considered the language    
problem    as    reflected    in    the scheme  and 
purpose of education in a very  compromising  
and,  if I  may say so,  in  a catholic spirit?    
During the discussion of the most acute aspect 
of the controversial problem of language,  they  
have    agreed    on    certain fundamental 
bases.   In the first place we have agreed that 
the medium   of education at all stages should 
be the mother tongue or the regional language.   
I  am  sure that whatever may be the persuation    
of    the    different parties in our country, on 
this aspect of an educational renaissance, on the 
medium  of instruction  in    education being    
in    the     respective    mother tongue or    
regional language,    there cannot be any 
violent  divergence of opinion.   But  the   
controversy   seems rather to centre round this: 
at what stages, what should    be    the    speed, 
what should be   the   motives,    what should be 
the refinement, with regard to the introduction 
of this great revolutionary  reform  with  
reference    to the  medium   of instruction.      I 
personally am   willing to   concede   that this 
House  and  also lion.     Members who may 
contribute to the discussion on this report may  
give their valuable  suggestions  with  regard  
to  the speed and with regard to   the   stage 
where we can use this    medium    of 
instruction      completely.      "We      are 
anxious,   Madam,  that   the   span   and speed 
must he limited to Ave years. 

I have heard hon. Members pointing out the 
difficulty and also the despair and also the 
douht whether at all it will he possible to 
finish it within five years. I have thought 
about the matter. When the Education 
Minister was suggesting the period of five 
years, it was more for the purpose of giving a 
stimulation to the very idea of an education 
through the regional language, and the spepd 
and the span may certain- 

ly be varied according to the exigencies of the 
situation. 

One other aspect, Madam, I would beg of 
this House to note in connection with this 
report on education is the principle of 
parallelism in regard to the language of 
instruction. In the context of our country, in 
the context of certain very strong convictions 
held by vast sections of our people, parti-
cularly from the part of India from which I 
have the honour to hail, we notice that there is 
a certain amount of despair, a certain amount 
of doubt, a certain amount of difficulty, if 
possible a certain amount of deficiency, if the 
question of one unilateral language. At the 
next stage we thought I may say so, in regard 
to this report is the principle of parallelism 
that has been adopted in regard to the langu-
age of study and instruction. We have taken 
care to see that at the primary stage the mother 
tongue is the only language; in some cases 
more often than not it will be the regional 
language. At the next stage we thought that it 
must be only the regional language, and at the 
next sub-stage we thought that there should be 
a scope for study of all national languages 
sublimated in Schedule Eight of our 
Constitution. In the next stage have given 
option for the purpose of taking either Hindi 
or English, and at a later stage we have given 
option for either English or Hindi so that there 
is a parallelism, there is a scope for switching 
over from one language to the other. I 
therefore fee] that on the whole the principle 
of parallelism that we have introduced with re-
gard to the study of languages will greatly 
commend itself for the gracious  acceptance of 
this House. 

May I join with my friends who have 
spoken before that on the question of Hindi 
there must be no mistake, and if once we 
make a mistake we make a mistake standing 
on the precipice, ana one false step will make 
the country go down into the abyss of 
destruction and of total disappearance.   The 
quest'n*    of    alter- 



 

[Shri T. Chengalvaroyan.] 
native is, if I may say so without any 
reflection: are We to have Hindi or India? 
The choice must inevitably be by all 
sections, India if possible and if 
necessary with Hindi. There-lore, I would 
beg of this House that this report has 
been a result of a compromise, or a 
chatholic understanding and sympathy 
and respect of the views, divergent as 
they were, with regard to the languages. I 
can assure my friends from this side of 
the House that there is no fear and there 
need be no fear with regard to this 
changeover, and the vast opportunity that 
the report gives will certainly give wider 
scope for all persons. 

Our esteemed Education Minister was 
telling us frequently during the 
deliberations of the Committee that the 
question of language was purely a 
question of motivation, and if the 
question of motivation was to be left to 
the people themselves, they would 
choose according to their aspirations, 
according to their attitudes. I therefore 
feel that on the question ol languages we 
have done our best, and I submit that 
there can be certain refinement of views 
and of the proposals that the Committee 
has recommended. 

One other aspect which has given rise 
to a certain amount of controversy is with 
regard to the neighbourhood school. I 
join my friend, Mr. Menon, who clearly 
and cogently argued the case for the 
neighbourhood school. I am told that 
there is a certain constitutional objection 
to the principle of the neighbourhood 
school based perhaps on the decision of 
the Bombay High Court in what they call 
the Bombay Schools Society versus the 
State of Bombay. I have read that 
judgment, and that judgment was given 
by no less a person than by my esteemed 
professor and the hon. Minister of 
External Affairs, Mr. Chagla. I have gone 
through that judgment. That judgment 
centres round one constitutional objec-
tion, namely, that there cannot be a 

compulsion on the ground of religion, 
race oir sex or other respect. The question 
for legal appreciation is whether that 
judgment would be a constitutional bar to 
the enforcement of the principle of 
neighbourhood school. May I state that 
article 29(2) only gives the inhibition 
with reference to religion, race or sex but 
not with reference to territory? I am 
prepared to argue before any tribunal that 
the neighbourhood school is not 
constitutionally invalid. For example, 
there can be reasonable restriction in the 
interests of the public, in the interests of 
the students. The interest of the coming 
generations hereafter is going to be 
education for democracy and democracy 
for education. We have got twin tasks in 
our country to educate our democracy and 
to democratise our education and this 
Report fulfils the twin tasks that have 
been set before us. 

4 P.M. 

One word more and I have done. With 
reference to the question of the 
institutional set-up for trying to im-
plement this, we have differed, with very 
great respect, from the Education 
Commission's recommendation. They 
have suggested a vast, cumbersome and 
complicated administrative set-up. But 
we on the Committee felt that at least in 
the field of education, let not the bloody 
bugs of bureaucracy bite and that will be 
the only solace that our Committee 
wants. We want to see that education gets 
itself completely and totally divorced 
from the bureaucratic effect of 
strangulation. 

We have also considered with reference 
to certain other aspects to which my 
esteemed friend, Prof. Ruthna-swamy, 
made a complaint. There is a provision, if 
I may most respectfully draw his kind 
attention to the Report, with reference to 
the question of the work-spots, with 
reference to the provision of what he 
called the laboratory, the /library, etc., 
Those are all details and I am sure that 
this 
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honourable House will consider and .give 
its very valuable suggestions with 
reference to the details. 

And may I conclude with an appeal, if I 
may, tnat the Report is only an attempt, 
the Report is only showing a direction, 
the Report is cnly giving a guide-line, and 
it is for this House and for Parliament to 
implement and give new suggestions? 
Madam^ this Report is serving a very 
unique purpose in that, amidst the 
encircling darkness, this Report is a 
kindly light that leads us; it may be a 
candle but, nevertheless, it is light. 

 

[THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
BHARGAVA) in the Chair.] 
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"We very humbly and e&maiuy 
solicit the Government of India to 
establish a system of public education 
of the highest class in which the arts, 
sciences and other branches of' 
literature may be taught through the 
instrumentality of the vernacular, and 
that an examination in the vernacular 
be annually held in those subjects in      
which 
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the  student  is  now  examined    in 
English." 

"There is not enough literature in the 
Indian languages to use them as media 
of education." 

"I must cling to my mother tongue as 
to my mother's breast in spite of its 
shortcomings. It alone can give me the 
life-giving milk." And then he said, "I 
am certain the children of the nation 
that receive instruction in a tongue 
other than their own commit suicide. It 
robs them of all originality. It stunts 
their growth and isolates them from 
their home. I, therefore, regard such a 
thing a national tragedy of the first 
importance." 

"Higher education be imparted 

through the instrumentality of the 
regional language as the medium of 
instruction either for some subjects or 
for all subjects." 

 
"Further, India's university men will 

not be able to make their maximum 
possible contribution to the 
advancement of learning generally and 
science and technology in particular. . 
•" 

 

 

 



2833 Reports of the Education   [ 8 AUG. 1967 ]    Committee of Members     2834 
Commission and the of Parliament on Education 

 

". . . unless there is continuous means of 
communication in the shape of the regional 
language as between its masses, its artisans 
and technicians and its university men. The 
development of talent latent in the country 
will also, in the view of the Council, be 
retarded unless regional languages are 
employed as media of instruction at the 
university stage." 

"The change-over should take place as 
early as possible, in any Case within about 

10 years. What is required is to formulate a 
clear policy, to express it in unambiguous 
terms and to follow it up with firm, bold 
and imaginative action." 

". . .pointed out the steps that have 
already been taken by several universities 
to adopt Indian languages as media of 
education and we suggest that the U.G.C. 
'and the universities should carefully work 
out a feasible programme suitable for each 
university or a group of universities. The 
change-over should take place as early as 
possible in any case within about ten 
years." 
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"The replacement of English by 

Hindi is proving a slower process than 
was expected but it is less true today 
than it was 50 years ago to say that a 
knowledge of English is essential for 
advancement in India." 

 
"Normally in the British Uni-

versities of India English tends to be 
bookish and not sufficiently in touch 
with the living English of today." 
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"Indians have a good deal of diffi-
culty in distinguishing between one 
level of English and another and many 
of the examples of what has come to 
be called Babu English   .   .   ." 

"Though no direct references in 
books on the History of England in the 
Library to the fact of the English 
people having been punished for using 
the French language or for not using 
English for specific purposes could be 
located reference to the English 
language being ordered by King 
Edward III to be used in the law courts 
have been traced and the relevant 
extract is appended." 

 

 



2849 Report of the Education   [ 8 AUG. 1967 ]    Committee of Members     2850 
Commission and the of Parliament on Education 

 

 



2851 Reports of the Education [ RAJYA SABHA ]   Committee 0/Members   2852 
Commission and the of Parliament on Education 

 



2853 Reports of the Education   [ 8 AUG, 1867 ]   Committee of Member     2854 
Commission and the                                      of Parliament on Education 

 



2855 Report of the Education [ RAJYA SABHA ]  Committee of Member  2856 
Commission and the of Parliament on Education 

 

 

SHKI G. RAMACHANDRAN: Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, I would like you to 
listen. I wish to register a very courteous 
but very emphatic protest against the 
discrimination you are practising from 
your seat in the Chair, You have given 
my friend, Shri Rajnarain, 40, to 45 
minutes. . . 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
BHARGAVA): I hope the Members will 
restrain themselves. 

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: I am 
going to restrain myself in a minute. You 
have given him nearly 45 minutes. I 
have no quarrel with Mr. Rajnarain. 

 
SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: You 

do not interrupt me Sri Rajnarayan. You 
have spoken for 45 minutes. I have no 
qu'arrel with Mr. Rajnarain. It is good to 
hear him because he speaks from his 
heart. My quarrel is with the Vice-
Chairman. I want to know how you, who 
all the time tell us that we have 15 
minutes and nothing more, allowed 
yourself to give Sri Rajnarayan 45 
minutes, and now you are asking me to 
exercise self-restraint. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
BHARGAVA): I am not asking you 
particularly.   Do not     misunderstand 
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me.   I am asking all.   Members      to 
restrain themselves, 

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: You 
are asking all Members, but it is your 
duty when you sit there in the Chair to 
see that that restraint is imposed on all 
Members. You have failed to do so, and I 
register a very courteous but very 
emphatic protest against this 
discrimination which you have practised, 
and as my protest should be registered in 
a proper manner, I withdraw from the 
debate and I 'do not wish to speak. 

{.Interruption). 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
BHARGAVA): It is the pleasure of 'any 
Member to speak or not to speak 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra 
Pradesh): Sir, I would request, with your 
permission and that of the House, Mr. 
Ramachandran to speak. I hope I am 
voicing everybody's desire when I say 
this. 

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: In 
order that this must never happen again I 
do not wish to speak and I still 
withdraw. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M P. 
BHARGAVA): Mr. Akbar Ali Khan. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: Mr. Vice-
Chainman, we have had several reports 
of Commissions on this important 
problem of education since 
independence, the Radhakrishnan 
Commission Report, the Mudaiiar 
Commission Report, etc., and we had 
reports on technical education. This is a 
report in which some of our experts and 
best persons have tried to evolve some 
formula, some principle and.some 
programme of work. I express my thanks 
to all the members of the Kothari 
Commission as well as to the members 
of the Parliamentary Committee headed 
by my esteemed friend, Shri Gangs 
Sharan Sinha, that they have done their 
best so far as this most difficult and most 
complicat- 

ed problem was concerned. In tne limited 
time at my disposal I would like to 
confine myself to one or two points. The 
first thing in the very realm Of education 
which is a very potent and very important 
and strong means to improve the mind 
and heart of the people is how far we 
have improved. I would submit that when 
I judge how far during the last BO many 
years of education the human values and 
the aims and objects of education have 
been instilled—that everybody should 
feel for truth, for humanity, that when 
there is any truth which has to be said, 
that person who has had the education 
would be the man who would feel 
rightly, who would think rightly, who 
would act rightly—when I judge from 
that standard, I feel not very happy. In 
my younger days the education we 
received however defective had this thing 
on account of several other factors also, 
environment of the family and other 
factors, and we used to feel that if there 
was any injustice done, it was an 
injustice to us. We had an idea of sin, of 
'pap guna'. If we ever thought that 
somebody was being victimised, we used 
to feel as if one's own self was 
victimised. Now there are people who are 
murdered and killed and looted, but 
others do not feel it as if their own people 
and human beings are suffering, as it 
happens unfortunately in the communal, 
the sectarian and such other conflicts. I 
would like, if the implementation is to be 
done, the first thing should be that these 
human values should be enshrined in our 
boys, and those who receive the 
education, when they come out, must 
have this desire to find out the truth, this 
desire to do justice, this desire to feel for 
the trouble, for the agony and for the 
misery of very other hum'an being, as 
they would feel for themselves. 

The other criterion that I would like to 
say in the implementation is patriotism, 
love of the country, irrespective of 
religion, irrespective of caste, 
irrespective of creed. I would emphasize 
it because I have been   in 

 



 

[Shri Akbar Ali Khan.] 
this august House for fourteen years and 
every time we discuss the Education 
budget I have drawn pointed attention to 
the fact—that we think and feel as Hindu; 
as-Muslim; as Christian; but not as an 
Indian. When I see these things going on, 
then one feels what is the use of these 
Commission reports, what is the use of all 
this expenditure that the country makes? 
Similarly, I would also say that so far as 
the dignity of labour is concerned, so far 
'as manual labour is concerned, our 
education has proved a total failure. 
There are certain very good suggestions) 
there are some very practical suggestions 
given by Mahatma Gandhi on the 
question of human feeling as well as the 
dignity Of manual labour in his several 
speeches and writings and the recom-
mendations of wardha committee headed 
by Dr. Zakir Husain, our respected 
President. 

Now, the Education Ministry and the 
authorities concerned will have      to give 
serious thought why that scheme failed.    
It is no use bringing forward schemes and      
schemes      and doing nothing. Those 
schemes failed because, as you know, we 
had no teachers who could take up that 
work they failed because    there was     no    
equipment through which     manual     
work and labour could be properly dealt   
with. Those schemes failed because      
there were not people who used to 
establish, by their own examples, that this 
was a   good   thing  and  we  should  do  
it. What I would like to say is this.   If you 
really want that the people     of the   
country   should   rise   above   all these 
linguistic and other narrow considerations,     
you must see that  you give them that 
education, that training, that culture to the 
heart   and to the mind and to the hand, as      
will make   our  young  generation  worthy 
citizens.   Now it is not the three Us. it is 
the three Hs—head, heart    and hand.    I 
think practical steps should be taken to see 
that our development is on these lines. 

Sir, the other point that I want to 
submit—and  I have repeatedly   said 
that—is that I feel that there is   no doubt 
that     education     should    be through 
the mother tongue.   There is no difficulty; 
there are no two opinions about it.   But 
when you come to the university stage, 
you cannot forget the development in 
science and technology etc. in the 
advancing- world.   So, you will have to 
draw a distinction.   I am of the opinion 
that at the university, so  far  as humanities  
are concerned, education could be in 
vernacular.    So far as the technical and 
scientific education is concerned, it should 
ultimately be in Hindi, but till Hindi 
assumes that position, English should 
continue and that will be in the best 
interests of the country.    Sir, I have had 
some experience of the Osmania 
University where in 1917, forty years 
before ( the medium  of instruction  used 
to      be Urdu.   I had the privilege of 
being its student, of being its lecturer, of 
being a member of its Senate and of being 
a  member  of   the highest   executive of 
that university and I can tell you that in 
science and technology, not-withsteding 
the fact that  thousands of rupees      were 
spent not only    in translating but also in 
writing bonks, we  did feel      greatly    
handicapped. When I used to lecture on 
law,   there also I had  to consult English 
books. But we could make up something 
in our own language because the courts 
were also working in Urdu   there. So, my   
submission   is,   with   great   respect   .   .   
. 

 
SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: ... to my 

esteemed friend, Shri Rajnaraln, that here 
you have to decide what is the language 
for the university. I have no dislike or 
hatred towards English. I know that Lord 
Macaulay introduced it for his own 
purpose. But I am one of those who think 
that the teaching of English has done 
good to India. True, the other aspect is 
also there, as pointed out by Shri Rajna-
rain, that it gave strength to      the 
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continuance of the foreign rule. But so 
far as science, new way of life and 
modern education are concerned, I think 
that English has played a great part and I 
am happy that we have English in our 
country. 

Now, so far as universities are 
concerned and so far as inter-mingling 
and exchange of views is concerned, I 
want to ask my friends—suppose you 
eliminate English today, what is the 
other alternative? What is the other link 
language? Hindi cannot come in so 
quickly and particularly in education, it 
is bound to take some time. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: My own 
view is, if you will pardon me, Shri 
Rajnarain that I would not mind English 
continuing for 25 years more provided 
within that period in the whole of India, 
on the technical side of education, 
English is substituted by Hindi. But till 
then I think it is not in the interests of the 
country or jn the interests of the 
advancement of science   .    .   . 

 
SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: As I was 

saying, so far as humanities are 
concerned, I am opening the door for the 
higher university education, for all 
verna'cul'ar languages. But so far as the 
technical education is concerned, I do 
not want fourteen languages or sixteen 
languages at the universities to be the 
mediums. 

 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: One 
language, that is what I say. Let there be 
one language. And I fully subscribe to 
the view that, that language, in the 
circumstances, could be Hindi and Hindi 
alone. But what I want you to appreciate 
is that the people who live in the 
southern regions, obviously and quite 
correctly, feel that they will not be able 
to compete with you whose mother 
tongue is Hindi for their mother-tongue 
is not Hindi. 

 
SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: We 

started it But we were not successful in 
all the aspects and in 40 years we did not 
do satisfactorily in technology. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: My own 
view is, even if it is 25 years, let it be 
there. Otherwise, as there will be 14 
linguistic States, what I am afraid, is that 
fissiparous tendencies, disintegrating 
tendencies, will raise their heads. Let us 
not forget our history, let us not forget 
our weakness, let us not forget that there 
are elements in our country, in our 
society, which would like things- to 
disintegrate. For that reason, I think that 
English should continue on the technical 
side, till we come to a stage when that 
will be substituted by Hindi. We will 
have to make up   .   .   . 

 
SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: Appro-

ximately, say, 25 years. But in these 
matters, you cannot rush things. And the 
other     States     should continue 

SHRI  RAJNARAIN:  What  is    the 
definition of 'quickly'' 



 

[Shri Akbar Ali Khan.] 
English on Scientific side; they should 
accept ultimately Hindi as the medium 
for scientific studies. 

 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: Urdu was 
in Usmania University. Even in 40 years 
we could not keep up to standard in 
medical and in engineering branches. It 
was only in name. Anyhow, my own 
view is English should continue in this 
sphere . . . (Interruptions). 

SHRI MULKA GOVINDA REDDY 
(Mysore): Mr. Vice-Chairman, he should 
not be disturbed. Let him proceed. 

SHRI ABKAR ALI KHAN: I would 
suggest even in all the High Courts it 
should be English till it is replaced by 
Hindi. I do not want the High Courts and 
the universities on the technical side to 
have 16 languages. I know that even 
people from my State do not subscribe to 
my view and they may be very angry. 
But in the interests of the country, I.feel 
very strongly that there should be one 
link language and till that link language 
i3 developed, let English be the link 
language and let it continue. Sir, my time 
is about to finish. I will only draw your 
attention to one thing. Now, according to 
the scheme, education should be through 
the mother tongue at the highest level. 
And it is a big surprise to me that a 
period of five years has been set up. I do 
not think that any educationist or 
anybody with a serious mind can say that 
it should be accomplished in five years 
and ten years. Well, I am sorry that in 
this matter whatever View has been 
enpressed regarding the 

period, according to me, it is very un-
satisfactory  and is impracticable. 

Sir, I wanted to say something—U I 
am wrong, the Education Minister will 
correct me—and that is that neither in 
this Report nor in the permanent 
members' Report did I see anything 
about Urdu Urdu cannot be a regional 
language of any State. And when there 
are people who know Urdu and whose 
mother tongue is Urdu, people 
irrespective of religion or caste, what 
have you provided for that? You must 
come out with a scheme that in the North 
as well as in the South you will have 
colleges through the medium of Urdu. 
You will also have to have a University 
through the medium of Urdu. The 
Osmania University will, in course of 
time, have the medium of Telugu. And it 
is perfectly right and perfeotiy correct 
also. But so far as Urdu is concerned, I 
think it is the responsibility of the 
Government of India. (Interruption by 
Shri Niren Ghosh) Please sit down. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH (West Ben-
gal): In Uttar Pradesh, the non-Congress 
Government should have given to Urdu 
the second status. It is regrettable that it 
has not done that. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: I am 
proud to say, I have come across very 
few people who have got so much 
affection for Urdu as my esteemed 
friend, Shri Ganga Sharan Sinha— 
Chairman of the Parliamentary Com-
mittee. It was really a surprise and shock 
to me that I find in this report of my 
esteemed friend, Shri Sinha, that no 
mention is made of Urdu and how it is to 
be taken up in higher education. 

Now, I would submit, Sir, that BO far 
as Urdu is concerned, I must pay my 
homage to Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru. There 
are hundreds of people who have 
contributed their best for Urdu. Munshi 
Prem Chand, Chakbast and now Dr. 
Kunzru and many others; they love 
Urdu.    Therefore,    in the 
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SHRI AKBAR ALI     KHAN:    You 
may   .   .   . 
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new context I want to ask the Gov-
ernment and in his reply I would like to 
now from the hon. Minister what 
provision they are making for Urdu for 
higher and Secondary education Sir, 
there is no State for Urdu; there is no 
region for Urdu. When there are people 
whose mother-tongue is Urdu, you must 
provide colleges and a University for the 
learning of Urdu for students whose 
mother-tongue is Urdu. I hope this report 
will start a new era, a new chapter in the 
development of education of my country, 
in the development of character, intellect 
and technical knowledge of the younger 
generation, and the younger generation 
will be of such a character which will 
help the progress and advancement of 
my country. 

One word more and I have finished. 
Sir, so far as industries and technical 
education are concerned, I have come 
across a big problem. That is to say, 
these B.Es and Diploma-holders are 
being retrenched* and freshers not being 
re-employed. I am trying to put them in 
small-scale industries. The other day Mr. 
Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed 

and our State Minister started an 
Information Centre. But on enquiry I 
find that the industries people say that 
these B.Es and Diploma-holders do not 
fit in in their programme as they would 
fit in in some government services. I 
think there is something very seriously to 
be looked into this aspect. I think in tke 
course of education these B.Es and 
Diploma-holders should be very closely 
associated with industry. Through that 
process, 1 think we can give a new life, a 
new vision to these young engineers 
who, even after these accomplishments, 
uniortunately think only of service. No, 
they should be the pioneers of industry. 
In that way the industrial development of 
the country can also take a new turn. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. 
P. BHARGAVA): The House stands 
adourned till 11 A.M. tomorrow. 

The House then adjourned at thirty-
four minutes past five of the clock till 
eleven of the clock on Wednesday, the 
9th of August, 1967. 
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