
3511 Jawoharlal Nehru       [RAJYA   SABHA]       University   Bill,   1964 3512 

[Shri Manubhai Shah.] 

the Tariff Commission Act, 1951, explaining 
the reasons why the documents referred to 
at (i) and (ii) above could not be laid within 
the period mentioned in that sub-section. 
[Placed in Library. See No. LT-5243/65 for 
(i) to (iii).] 

III. (i) Report (1965) of the Tariff Com-
mission on the continuance of 
protection to the Electric Motor 
Industry, (ii) Government Resolution 
No. 5(1) Tar/65, dated the 18th 
November, 1965. 

(iii) Statement under the proviso to sub-
section (2) of section 16 of the Tariff 
Commission Act, 1951, explaining the 
reasons why the documents referred to at (i) 
and (ii) above could not be laid within the 
period mentioned in that sub-section. [Placed 
in Library. See No. LT-5244/65 for (i) to 
(iii).] 

IV. (i) Report (1965) of the Tariff Com- 
mission on the continuance of 
protection to the Non-ferrous 
Metals Industry. 

(ii) Government Resolution No. 9 
(l)-Tar/65, dated the 19th No-
vember, 1965. 

(iii) Statement under the proviso to 
sub-section (2) of section 16 of 
the Tariff Commission Act, 1951, 
explaining the reasons why the 
documents referred to at (i) and 
(ii) above could not be laid with-
in the period mentioned in that 
sub-section. 

[Placed in Library.   Set No. LT-5245/65 
for (i) to (iii).] 

V. (i) Report   (1965)   of   the    Tariff 
k Commission on the continuance 

of protection to the Sheet Glass and Figured 
Glass Industry and grant  of protection  to   
Wired Flat Glass Industry. (ii) Government 
Resolution No. 6(1 )-Tar/65, dated the 18th 
November, 1965. [Placed in Library.   See 
No.  LT-5246/65 for   (i)   and (ii).] 

MESSAGE FROM THE   LOK SABHA 

THE KERALA APPROPRIATION (NO. 5) 
BILL, 1965 

SECRETARY : Sir, I have to report to the 
House the following message received from 
the Lok Sabha, signed by the Secretary of 
the Lok Sabha : 

"In accordance with the provisions of 
Rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and 
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, I am' 
directed to enclose herewith a copy of the 
Kerala Appropriation (No. 5) Bill, 1965, as 
passed by Lok Sabha at its sitting held on 
the 30th November, 1965. 

2.   The Speaker has certified that this 
Bill is a Money Bill." 
Sir, I lay the Bill on the Table. 

RELEASE ON  PAROLE  OF SHRI  P. 
RAMAMURTI 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I have to inform 
Members that the Chief Secretary to the 
Government of Madras has, in a letter dated 
the 26th November, 1965, intimated that 
Shri P. Ramamurti, Member, Rajya Sabha, 
who was detained in the Central Jail, 
Vellore, has been released temporarily on 
parole for a period of one month to enable 
him to attend on his ailing wife at New 
Delhi. 

THE JAWAHARLAL NEHRU UNIVER-
SITY  BILL, 1964—continued 

PROF. M. B. LAL (Uttar Pradesh) : Mr. 
Chairman, to begin with, I must offer my 
apologies to my teacher, Dr. Sapru, for such 
intervention of mine as hurt his feelings. I 
may assure him that I have no desire 
whatever   . 

AN HON. MEMBER : He has not heard 
your speech. 

PROF. M.B. LAL: . . . to compete with 
any teacher of mine in wisdom or learning. 

SHRI A. B.VAJPAYEE (Uttar Pradesh)! 
His feeling was never hurt. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : Nor do I intend to to 
cast any reflection on the Oxford Uni-
versity. Of course, I only objected to certain 
sweeping remarks with regard to the de» 
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grees of Indian universities in general. I 
would surely welcome the establishment of a 
university on the model of the Oxford Uni-
versity in this country also and I would 
surely have welcomed the Bill under consi-
deration if it had proposed to establish a 
university on the model of the Oxford Uni-
versity. My regret is that no attempt in that 
direction is made. I beg to submit to the 
Education Minister that the introduction of a 
few courses of study like PPE, which are 
allowed in almost all Indian universities 
where art subjects are taught, will not con-
vert this university into an Oxford Uni-
versity. If we compare the constitution of 
the Oxford University with the proposed 
constitution of this university, we will notice 
that the proposed constitution is absolutely 
repugnant to the basic principles on which 
the Oxford University is based. 

SHRI SUDHIR GHOSH (West Bengal) : 
How can anybody build a university like the 
Oxford University ? The Americans with all 
their resources tried it and failed. It requires 
six centuries to build a university like 
Oxford University. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : My dear friend, all I 
know is that yesterday he talked of the 
Oxford University and that we are building 
an Oxford University here. 

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION 
(SHRI M. C. CHAGLA) : May I say a word 
? I never suggested that this University was 
modelled after or based on the Oxford 
University. On the contrary, I said that the 
ideas, which are quite different now and 
which have helped to produce the new 
universities in England, have been taken 
into consideration in framing this Bill. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : I am very glad to 
note that the Education Minister, though 
educated in the Oxford University, is pre-
pared to be benefited by model experiences 
in the educational systems of the world. I, 
however, beg to submit that the Oxford 
University model is not a model which 
needs to be rejected even in modern times 
and I am going to point out .  .   . 

SHRI ARJUN ARORA (Uttar Pradesh) : 
You want to have it both ways. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : My dear friend, I 
must profit by the experience of the Oxford 

University and must also profit by the ex-
perience of the other universities of the 
world, including the experience of my own 
country. Now, Sir, as we all know, in the 
Oxford University the Vice-Chancellor ii 
not appointed by the Central Government on 
the recommendation of any committee or 
out of a panel of persons. In the Oxford 
University the Vice-Chancellorship goes by 
rotation among the Principals of colleges 
known by different names. The Vice-
Chancellor is first among the equals. He 
exercises only constitutional powers so that 
the university may function as a unity. 
Under this constitution not only the Vice-
Chancellor is appointed by the Centra) 
Government but he may not be a teacher of 
the university concerned, he may not be a 
teacher at all, and more than that the Vice-
Chancellor is empowered with powers 
unknown at least in Britain. He will have the 
power to suspend teachers including 
Principals of colleges. He will have power 
to appoint the Dean. Sir, I do not know any 
Indian university where Deans are appointed 
by the Vice-Chancellor. They are either 
elected by the Faculties, called here as 
Schools of Studies, or the Deanship goes by 
rotation in accordance with the principle of 
seniority. 

Sir, I felt much honoured when the Edu-
cation Minister started his speech with a 
reference to my minute of dissent, and I may 
assure him that if I have been convinced by 
his arguments, I will have not only 
withdrawn my opposition to this Bill but I 
would have apologised to this House for 
writing a strong minute of dissent, just as I 
apologised to my teacher, Dr. Sapru. It is 
true, Sir, that in modern times the 
personality cult of a leader ends with the 
death of that leader. Stalin's example is the 
most glaring example in this connection. But 
I regret to say that our Education Minister 
intends to perpetutate the personality cult 
even after the death of Prime Minister 
Nehru. I think he knows that while in 
modern times the personality cult of a leader 
ends with the leader, the personality cult of a 
prophet continues and is built up by his 
followers even after bit death, and my regret 
is that here in the year 1965 an attempt is 
made to convert a political leader into a 
prophet, to defy him and to call upon the 
University to fulfil the ideals of that great 
prophet or leader. 
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[ Prof. M.B. Lai ] 

Sir, I have spent ray life as a student and as 
a teacher. I have never come across any 
mention anywhere that the object of the 
university will be to fulfil the ideals or the 
principles of a particular person. Univer 
sities are organised to disseminate know 
ledge, to make advancement of knowledge, 
to build up the character of its students. 
Universities are not intended to fulfil the 
ideals of a particular person however big 
and great he may be. And here it is said 
that the University will be organised to fulfil 
the ideals that Jawaharlal Nehru stood for 
and worked for during his lifetime. I 
beg to submit that there is no State uni 
versity, there is no secular university in the 
world where the name of a person is associa 
ted with the university...........  

SHRI R. P. N. SINHA (Bihar) : What 
about the    Washington University ? 

PROF. M. B. LAL J   ...   and  the 
university is required to work for the ideals 
and ideas of that particular person. A great 
friend of mine talks about the Washington 
University. After President Washington, a 
State was named as Washington, and the 
Washington University is named after the 
State of Washington. 

DR. TARA CHAND (Nominated) : It is 
called George Washington  University. 

PROF. M.B. LAL : Whether it is a private 
university or State university, I beg to sub-
mit that the most important example thereof 
is the Harvard University. It is named after 
a person. It developed out of a small 
institution known as Harvard School. It is a 
private institution, it is not a State 
university. 

SHRI SYED AHMAD (Madhya Pra-
desh) : What about Lumumba University ? 

PROF. M. B. LAL : One member says 
about Lumumba University. I feel 
diplomacy does not permit me to examine 
in detail why that university is named by the 
Government of the Soviet Union as 
Lumumba University. The purpose is differ-
ent from an academic one. 

SHRI R. P. N. SINHA : May I inform my 
friend that the Washington University is 
known as George Washington University ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: That has been 
pointed out already. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : Even when there are 
a few universities in the world which are 
named after certain persons, there is not a 
single prospectus of any university saying, 
that the purpose of the university would be 
to fulfil the ideals of the particular person. 

SHRI M. R. SHERVANI (Uttar Pradesh) 
: My hon. friend agreed with the 
recommendation to associate the name of 
Malaviyaji with a certain university in 
India. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : All minor differences 
need not be pointed out while he is speak-
ing. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : It is said that I myself 
recommended the name. I opposed the 
association of that name with that particular 
university. In spite of my opposition, the 
Education Minister said that there was a 
general consensus of opinion, and I kept 
quiet. Even today he will pass it as 
Jawaharlal Nehru University Act. What will 
I do ? Experience has proved that the 
association of that name neither honoured 
that person nor solved the difficulties which 
Parliament wished to be solved. I am told by 
very responsible persons that the addition of 
that name to that university made the 
situation much more difficult to be handled, 
and I am told otherwise also by responsible 
men that in the Lok Sabha the general idea 
was that the name should be dropped and it 
should be called only as Kashi 
Vishwavidyalaya. I beg to submit that we 
added the name of a big man to one 
university and involved him in the 
controversy. Now we are adding another big 
man's name to another university and 
involving him also in the controversy. Sir, I 
beg to submit that I have as much regard for 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru as anybody can 
have, and yet there are many of us including 
myself who are opposed to associating his 
name with the University. That indicates that 
we are unnecessarily involving the name of 
the great man in that controversy and doing 
nothing more. 

I beg to submit, Sir, further that the 
Education Minister referred to an idea that I 
proposed, the deletion of the First Schedule, 
and what is wrong in it ? The Education 
Minister might have seen that in my 
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minute of dissent I did not object to the idea*   
embodied   in   the   First   Schedule. I only 
said that while the first part of that Schedule 
deserved   to be embodied in the Act, the other 
parts of the Schedule deserved to be 
incorporated in Ordinances. The Education 
Minister also must have seen that some of the 
objects that are enumerated in the first part of 
the Schedule are proposed by me to bo 
incorporated in the Bill when the powers of the  
University are to  be enumerated.   I   beg  to   
submit   that   the ideals which are enumerated 
here are mostly good—I have difference of 
opinion over one or two with which I will deal 
when 1 deal with the particular clause—and 
they are national ideals, not the ideals of a 
particular person.   The concept of social 
justice is a concept interpreted in their own 
ways by different thinkers in Europe from the 
days of Pluto to this day, and also in India that 
word has been   interpreted by   different 
thinkers.  A university loses its universality, 
loses its nationalism, loses its dynamism, if 
that university is required to fulfil the ideas 
and ideals as propounded by a particular 
person.   There is no idea which is static in 
character.    With the change in life, then is a 
change in ideas, and the university must  be  
the first  to  consider critically all ideas and be 
prepared to modify and propound new ideas.   
If Jawaharlal Nehru was a great man, Newton 
was surely a great scientist.      But the cause 
of science would have suffered if the 
university had been told to stick to Newton's 
conception of gravitation and if the university 
had not been allowed to teach the subsequent 
changes introduced by the German scientists 
and now by our Indian scientists with regard to 
gravitation.   There, I feel, you are converting 
the university into a church or a seminary of a 
church when you call upon a university   to   
propagate,   to   further,   the ideals  held  by  a  
particular person  at  a particular stage of 
India's development or India's national life. 

As far as the other things are concerned, 
many of these things can easily be embodied 
in the Ordinances under the proposed legis-
lative measure. Firstly, the Ordinances are 
to be passed by the Vice-Chancellor with 
the sanction of the Central Government and 
very easily those things can be embodied in 
the Ordinances. But if the Education 
Minister has no patience, just as he included 

a Schedule containing certain Statutes, he 
can also include a Schedule containing 
certain Ordinances. 
Now, Sir, it is said that the University is to be a 
unique university because   the University will 
also do these things enumerated in Schedule I. 
Do you mean to say that the other universities 
are not required to do so ? The other day when 
the Banaras Hindu    University   Bill was 
under consideration, I proposed that we should 
require the Banaras University to promote 
education in democratic citizenship, in secular 
nationalism or in secularism and nationalism.    
The Education Minister asked me, rather 
appealed to me, to withdraw that amendment 
of mine.   Now, what does he mean ? He is 
bringing all these things here. So that this 
University may be a unique university in India, 
does he wish that none but   this   University  
should  educate  the students in democratic 
citizenship, in secularism and in nationalism 
and that the students of all other universities of 
India should  be  deprived  of that  education ? 
If   education   in   democratic   citizenship, in 
democratic ways of life, in secularism,  in 
nationalism and in social justice is necessary 
for the  growth  of social  personality  in India 
among Indian citizens, that education is to be 
imparted to all the students at all levels and 
should not be confined only to the students of 
the Jawaharlal Nehru University. 
Then, Sir, what are the other things that they 
have given, on the basis of which it is said to 
be a unique university ? It is said— "provide    
facilities   for  students  and teachers from 
other countries to participate in the  academic 
programmes  and life of the University." 

I do not know whether the Education 
Minister is aware of the fact or not that there 
are many foreign students studying in the 
Delhi University, in the Banaras University, 
in the Lucknow Univeriity, in the Aligarh 
University, in the Allahabad University, in 
almost every university, and 'In these days, 
in almost all the Indian universities there is 
the exchange of one foreign professor or the 
other. So, this is not a unique feature of the 
University a»d it should not be a unique 
feature of any university ; it should be a 
universal feature of all universities in the 
same way—Sir, I do not know 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Is this uniqueness a 
part of the Bill or a part of the speech 7 

PROF. M. B. LAL : It is a part of the 
ipeech, on the basis of which they are going 
to make it a unique institution. 
Leaving that aside, I will invite your 

attention to a  certain uniqueness which is a 
part of the Bill.   What are the unique features 
of the Bill ? The first feature is, as I pointed 
out to you before, the association of a State 
University not only with the name of a 
particular person but also with the ideas and 
ideals of that particular person. The second 
unique feature of the University is that it has 
not defined territorial jurisdiction.   Its 
territorial jurisdiction extends to India and it 
may extend even to countries outside India if 
somehow they come under the legislative 
jurisdiction  of this Parliament.    The third 
important, unique feature is that there will be 
dual academic jurisdiction over the 
institutions maintained and recognised outside 
the Union territory. I know, Sir, that every 
university is subject to the laws of the land.   
And a university let up by the Central 
Government or by Parliament is subject to the 
general laws of the Union as well as the 
general laws of the State.   But so far as 
academic matters are concerned, it is subject 
to the rules and regulations of one authority.   
Now, here what does it say ?   The clause runs 
like this— 

"7.   Notwithstanding anything contained 
in section 5,— 

(a) where any institution or body 
established outside the Union territory of 
Delhi seeks recognition from the 
University, or 

(b) where the University establishes 
and maintains any institution or body 
outside the Union territory of Delhi, 

then the powers and jurisdiction of the 
University shall extend to such institution 
or body subject to— 

(0 the laws in force in the State within 
which, and 

(ii) the rules and regulations of the University 
within whose jurisdiction, the said institution or 
body is situated."   I So,  you  may  establish  an  
institution   I under  the  Jawaharlal   Nehru   
University subject to the jurisdiction of two 
authorities the rules and regulations which you 
may   | 

pass here or which may be passed under this 
particular Act, and the rules and regulations 
which may be passed concerning the 
university of that particular State by the State 
concerned.   I am not a student of law.   
Therefore   I   do   not   know   much about 
the decision concerning the conflict of 
jurisdictions.    But I feel that there is bound 
to arise a conflict of jurisdictions when a 
single university or institution is subject to 
the rules and regulations passed by two 
different authorities in academic matters. 
(Interruptions.) Sir, my knowledge of law is 
very limited.   I have studied only a few laws 
as a student of political science and the 
knowledge of the Education Minister in 
regard to law is very vast.   But I would like 
to know wehther there is any Act in the world 
where provisions are enacted in the way the 
First Schedule is given here.   I will read it 
out to you and, Sir, you  yourself, as a great 
educationist," will be able to make up your 
mind. 

What does it say 7 

"To be worthy of its name, the Uni-
versity shall endeavour to promote tho 
study of the principles and fulfil the ideals 
that Jawaharlal Nehru stood and worked 
for during his lifetime, namely : national 
integration, social justice, secularism, de-
mocratic way of life, international under-
standing and scientific approach to the 
problems of the country." 

Is it, Sir, a provision of law, or is it a mani-
festo or a resolution which political parties 
every day pass ? That is another unique 
feature of this particular Bill. 

Then, Sir, the other academic thing is 
"association of academic institutions with the   
university".      There are universities-which 
maintain institutions organised by the 
university,   which admit to the privileges of the 
university certain institutions and colleges, 
which affiliate institutions to the university, and 
perhaps there is a provision that institutions 
may be recognised. But there is no question of 
the association of an academic body or of an 
academic institution to a university. This is 
another unique feature.    And what will be that 
wonder of this association 7 

We have today an Institute of Medical 
Sciences. It has its own importance, its own 
character,    its  own  stature.     Now 
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it has to be associated with the University 
which we are going to establish. Now it will 
cease to have an independent stature of its 
own and will have the stature of an 
associated institution. With a view to raising 
the stature of this University, we will be 
lowering the stature of many important 
institutions that are established or are pro-
posed to be established in this country. 

SHRI P. K. KUMARAN (Andhra Pra-
desh) :   They can also be raised. 

PROF. M. B. LAL: Another important 
feature of this thing is "co-operation with 
non-academic institutions". This is an im-
portant clause which deserves your consi-
deration. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I would like to know 
how long you will take ? Our time is limited. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : I will finish in five 
minutes. Rest of it I will say another time. 
Another important feature is : 

"to co-operate with any other University, 
authority or association or any other public 
or private body   ..." Mark the word "public 
or private body." 

"... having in view the promotion of 
purposes and objects similar to those of 
the University for such purposes as may be 
agreed upon, on such terms and conditions 
as may, from time to time, be prescribed ;" 

Suppose the Congress Party says that they 
also stand for the fulfilment of the ideals 
and ideas of Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru. There-
fore, should the Jawaharlal Nehru Uni-
versity be prepared to co-operate with the 
Congress Party ? What will happen to the 
University which begins to co-operate with 
the public and private bodies like the 
Congress Party, or the Socialist Party or any 
other party ? 

Sir, another unique feature of the Uni-
versity is the Dean's appointment by the 
Vice-Chancellor. I need not dilate more 
upon it because I have already dealt with it. 

The most wonderful feature of this Uni-
versity Bill is that there is no provision with 
regard to the Board of Studies. In the whole 
Bill, the Board of Studies is conspicuous by 
its absence. It may be said that the School 
of Studies may appoint the Board of 
Studies.    But, Sir, in this Bill 

the School of Stuaus, which are usually 
called as faculties, are not empowered to 
appoint any committee. So they cannot 
appoint the Board of Studies. 

PROF. B. N. PRASAD (Nominated): 
They may be set up by Ordinances. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : Another unique fea-
ture of the Bill is that the Bill provides for 
more than one Rector. When you say more 
than one Rector, it may be any number of 
Rectors. Unless that Rector happens to be a 
Principal of a college, you may have any 
number of Rectors. Here the word "Rector" 
is not used by them. 

Lastly, the Vice-Char.cellor's autocratic 
powers with regard to discipline. I will dikt: 
upon them subsequently when that particular 
clause comes. Perhaps the B; na-ras Hindu 
University Bill and this Bill are unique Bill3 
where it is provided whether the students 
will have voluntary organisation or 
compulsory students' union. With these 
words, I take my seat. 
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"... the view of the Commission is that 

Universities should not be named after 
individuals unless the individual is not 
only an all-India figure but is also an 
international figure, one who will 
continue to inspire not only the present 
generation of students but also the genera-
tions to come, if I may mention, a name 
lik; Rabindrar.ath Tagore or Mahatma 
Gandhi or Jawaharlal Nehru." 

"... The Commission has given its 
approval that Shri Aurobindo Ashram be 
deemed as a university under the U.G.C. 
Act retaining that name 
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1P.M. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Wc shall sit till 1-30. 
Mr. Thengari. 

SHRI D. THENGARI (Uttar Pradesh) : 
Sir, I welcome some of the unique features 
of this proposed University, for example, its 
truly national character, introduction of some 
inter-disciplinary courses, it: r.on-affiliating 
character, association of seme eminent 
organisations without their losing in the least 
their much-priced autci cmy or their dignity, 
constitution cf the actcUmic advisory 
committee and machinery for reviewing the   
progress of the University. 

[THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair] 
While these according to me, are some of 
the welcome features, there are ethers which 
are not quite as welcome. Proposing to take 
the first question last- that is ;.bcut the name 
of the University- I willjt ■ I te i ch some of 
the points, because in clause by clause 
consideration we will take them up in detail. 

To my mind   the post of Chancellor is 
really superfluous. After apportionment of 
the top responsibilities between the Visitor 
and the Vice-Ch ncellor, I wonder what 
exactly is left behind for the Chancellor to do. 
There is a trend, and it is a healthy trend to do 
away with merely ornament 1 or decorative 
posts, and therefore I think that this 
University can dispense with the post of 
Chancellor. We also should not   provide for 
more than one Rector. I feel that an increase 
in the number of Rectors wili reduce the effi-
ciency of administration. I can understand 
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the utility of decentralisation of administra-
tion, but in the case of a university or any 
eduMtiovil institution unified supervision 
and u lifijd management would be more 
he'pful- 

1 do not subscribe to the view that only 
teachers should be entitled to become Vice-
Chancellors, but at least it should be an 
educationist who should be a Vice-Chancellor 
and also the powers of Vice-Chancellor 
should not be as unlimited or autocratic as 
they hive been laid down in the present Bill. 

In the Sxond Schedule the power of the 
Registrar to tike disciplinary action should 
be subject to subsequent approval of t he Vice- 
Chi iceilor, a id if that is not done, at least 
the employee should be given  the right to 
appeal   to tii ? Vice-Chancellor, not only in 
cases of th: pe laity of the with-holding   of 
iacrsTi-.M, bit also in cases of all penalties, 
penalty   of every  variety.   Similarly,   an 
employee should have a right to appeal 
to the Executive Council against the order 
of the Vice-Chancellor, whether the penalty 
imposed is that of dismissal or cf a kss 
severe type.   It has been laid devn that 
"a person sh :11 be disqualified for   being 
chosen as, or for being a member of any of 
the auihonti s of the University if" among 
other things "he has been convicted by a 
court of law of an offence involvirg moral 
turpitude and sentenced in respect thereof 
to impriso.ijr.ent for not kss thar six monhs". 
Now this qualifying clause seems to weaken 
the main purpose of this    provision.   If 
he is convicted of an offence involving moral 
turpitude, that should suffice.   Abcut the 
duration of the sentence there should be no 
qualifying clause, because moral turpitude 
is moral turpitude, and if we  want to set 
an example of any ideal before the students 
it is nee. sary that we should be very strict 
in this respect. 

I welcome the provision for  volur.tarily 
msmbership of students' orgarjsation   ;nd 
aho the provision of the constitution of a 
Council  of students' affairs  consisting  of 
teachers and students.   This would go   a 
long way in establishing cordi; 1 relationship 
between the teacher  and the taught.   In this 
context, I should like to insist on the Proper 
maintenance of the teacher and the taught 
ratio, that is 1 : 20. 

Now I come to the First Schedule.   It is stated 
that this University I   expected to fulfil   the   
ideals   that  Jawaharlal   Nehru stood and 
worked for during his   lifetime. Now all of us 
have a very high regard for the late revered 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. He was one of the 
greatest leaders of humaniy and scientific outlook 
was his special characteristic.   Now   through   
this   wording   I think we are trying to create 
almost a church out of the theories or ideals that 
he stood for.   This task,   howsoever i.cblc,  
cemts hardly within the legitimate jirisdiclicr of a 
university. This is the work ef a church, not of a 
university. The Unmmly  should be expected to 
encourage the nuy rf  : I e to conduct research in 
the p r i i<   oph> of Pandit Nehru,  but   not    to   
"fiifi,    the ideals" he stood and worked for. 
Madam, through this fulfilment of the ideals 
through the medium of a university, I fear we 
will be   carving    an     'ism'      out     of     his 
Philosophy,    and    this     is     something 
damaging      to      the   personality of the late  
revered  Pandit    Jawaharlal   Nehru. This is very 
unfortunate becavsc, as all of us know, Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru's thii king was dynamic, not 
static, ard every 'i>m' is   necessarily,   invariably   
aid   irevitably a closed system of thinking.   The 
moment it ceases to be closed, it ceases to be  an 
'ism' and therefore, to carve out Nchrnisrr. would 
be doing some damage to the gri at c'yi; mic 
personality  of Pandit Jawaharlal  Nehru. In this 
connection, it is worth   i < tii g that Lord 
Buddha has said something veiy relevant, and we 
all knew how Pardit Nehru respected   Lord 
Buddha.   New he says- I am quoting a 
translation by Dr. ArrK c'kar— "Do not believe  
what your Teacher tells you, merely out of 
respect for the Ttacher. But whatsoever, after due 
examination and analysis, you fhd   to be 
conductive to the good, the benefit, the welfare 
of all beings— that doctrine believe, tmd cling 
to' and fa ke 

Regarding removal of teachers on the 
ground of 'misconduct', 1 am all for it, and I 
would uige uoon the authorities to be very 
strict OJ his point. But may I suggest that the 
term 'misconduct* is so vague and it is likely 
to be misused? The term must be properly 
defined, at least as properly as it is possible, 
lest any member of the teaching fraternity 
should be discriminated against. The same 
holds good in the case of the non-tecaching 
staff also. 
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as   your guide". "Be Lamps   unto   Thy-
selves", that was his last  advice to his disciple^. 
Buddha, whom    Pandit   Nehru respected so 
much, was opposed to scriptur-alism, and also 
to the personality cult.   He observed,—and 
again   I am    quoting   Dr. Ambedkar's       
translation -"If   principle needs the authority of 
man, it is no principle. If every time it becomes 
necessary to invoke the name of the Founder to 
enforce the authority of Dharama, then it is no 
Dhamma." Oa this ground Bud Jha refused to 
appoint his successor,   He said "Dhamma must 
be its own    successor".   As Dr.   Ambedkar 
points out, Buddha—whom, I again repeat, 
Jawaharlal  Nehru   respected  so  much — kept 
his  teachings separate from his personality.   
Principle,    Buddha     remarked, must live by 
itself, and not by authority of any man, not even 
of himself.   That is why I feel that none of us 
can respect Pandit Jawaharlal    Nehru      more    
than    what Kassyappa, the President of the first 
Buddhist Congregation   held    after  the   death   
of Buddha, praised and respected Lord Buddha, 
and in that first Congregation  Kassyappa 
conducted only two enquiries to the august 
assembly, about the Dhamma of the body and 
about the Vinaya of the body, and nothing about 
his personal biography or life.   I think that this 
spirit is necessary for maintaining the  dignity of 
the personality we are going to respect. 

Regarding the name of the University, 
much has been said.   I need not repeat the 
decision taken by the Ministry regarding the 
naming of the University, also the endor-
sement of the decision by the University 
Grants Commission, but I may only say •that 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru himself would not 
have appreciated or liked the idea of naming 
any university after his own name for the 
simple reason that we all know  how 
sincerely, how   earnestly he respected the 
late revered Mahatma   Gandhi. But   still, 
during his lifetime, he never tried to set up —
he could have done it  had he wanted to —
any university after the name of Mahatma 
Gandhi.   We also know that in our India, 
also in the Buddhist tradition, which Nehruji 
loved so much, universities had been set up.   
But they were not named after any particular 
individual, howsoever great the individual 
may  be.   We     have  had  the Nahnda   
University.   It  was  not  named 

after Buddha or Ashoka. As Carlyle said, 
"No truly great religious teacher ever 
intended to found a new sect." Did Pandit 
Nehru teach any thing which was not part 
of our national culture? 

[THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. BHAR-
GAVA) in the Chair.] I agree   with the hon. 
Education   Minister when he says that 
whatever was taught to us by Pandit Nehru has 
become a part of our national culture.   I want to 
supplement it by adding that whatever he taught 
was also a part   of our national   heritage, and 
in this sense I think that, if we tried to name the 
University after Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, we 
would be trying   to degenerate the dynamic   
personality of Pandit Nehru into the status of a 
sectarian leader because, as we have seen in a 
number of cases, in times historical and 
modern, out of the misguided   over-enthusiasm   
of  followers, persons  who  stood   for  
rationalism,  for scientific outlook, have been 
reduced to the status of leaders of ordinary 
sects.   I think that this injustice should not be 
done to the late   revered   Pandit   Jawaharlal   
Nehru. SHRI   KOTA    PUNNAIAH    
(Andhra Pradesh) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, I rise to 
give my wholehearted support to the Bill now 
before the House.   It is good that a university is 
being constituted in the  name of an illustrious 
son  of India and beloved leader, the   late 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. There is no need for 
me to explain the greatness of one of the 
world's greatest men, who devoted his entire 
life for the betterment   of   humanity.   
Whatever   we   may do for him would be very 
little if we take his services to our  country into 
consideration.   I would like to congratulate the 
hon. Education  Minister and the Government 
for bringing forward this  Bill to commemorate 
the memory of one of the foremost democrats  
of the world who believed in democracy and 
worked for it throughout his life.   As an 
educationist and a democrat, Panditji firmly 
belived in the   spread   of education among the 
masses   as the   very foundation of a strong 
secular  democratic society. Time and again 
Panditji reminded educationists and educational 
institutions to meet the urge in the common 
people for enlightenment. In the fast changing 
society now science and technology have 
assumed an 
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enormous proportion of importance affecting 
the day-to-day life of the people. Hence it is 
gratifying to note that the new University 
would not only devote its energy to spread 
knowledge in the different sciences but also 
for teaching the humanities. Panditji was a 
humanitarian. It is fitting to name this 
University after Pandit Nehru. 

On this occasion we must seriously consi-
der how best we will be able to propagate 
his teachings so that we may develop the 
social philosophy of our nation in conso-
nance with his ideology. What is the role of 
a university ? Universities have a tremen-
dous role to play in this country and this 
University must take early steps to make 
Pandit Nehru's teachings a part and parcel of 
the curriculum in the Universities so that the 
student community may be benefited. The 
Education Minister has to deal expeditiously 
with this matter. The students of science and 
technology, engineering and medicine should 
also have some lectures in humanities so that 
we can build up personalities with technical 
training not in a vacuum but with a social 
philosophy as a guiding light. If we look at 
the past history of India, we feel that the 
various systems of Indian philosophy have 
influenced our thinking in India and during 
this technological age we should have a firm 
policy which should guide our thinking and 
action. Nehruji's teachings, I believe, 
provide the necessary social philosophy for 
our nation and it is the duty of every Indian 
citizen to get himself trained in absorbing 
that philosophy. While I hope that this 
University will devote its attention in this 
respect, I would like several other 
universities in this country to undertake this 
task of providing facilities for the study of 
the teachings of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru.   
Thank you. 

SHRI K. DAMODARAN (Kerala) : Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, neither from the Bill nor 
from the statements and speeches of the 
spokesmen of the Government has it become 
clear to me at least whether the Government 
itself has made up its mind as to what 
exactly should be the governing characteris-
tics of this proposed new University. On the 
one hand, they have said that the new 
University has become necessary because of 
the phenomenal rise in the student population 
of Delhi and because the existing Delhi 
University is not able to fulfil the demands 
and it has also become unwieldy and cum-
bersome.   On  the  other  hand,  they  say 

that the new University will be a fitting 
memorial to our departed leader, one of the 
greatest men produced by the twentieth 
century, Jawaharlal Nehru. I do not know what 
exactly the Government has in its mind, 
whether it wants only a replica of the old 
university or to break new ground in I the 
system of university education in our j country. 
If their approach to the recent i happenings in 
the Banaras University is a pointer, then I am 
afraid they will be incapable of fulfilling the 
ideals of Jawaharlal Nehru. Of course, the hon. 
the Education Minister yesterday asserted that 
the new University will not be a mere addition 
to the existing universities of the countiy. He 
said that the new Nehru University will be of 
an entirely new type and will be unique among 
Indian universities. But how he is going to 
make it unique is not yet made clear. 

Of course, the First Schedule has spelt out 
some of the features of the new University. 
For example, there should be special 
provision-for integrated courses in humani-
ties and the sciences, for promoting inter-
disciplinary studies, establishing such depart-
ments or institutions as may be necessary for 
the study of languages, literature and life of 
foreign countries with a view to inculcating 
in the students a world perspective and 
international understanding, and to provide 
facilities for students and teachers from other 
countries to participate in the academic 
programmes and life of the University. All 
these are good. But I still feel that something 
is lacking here. Where is that integrated 
outlook of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru ? Where 
is his philosophy and where is his world 
outlook ? In the first paragraph where they 
give what Nehru stood for, I do not know 
why the Government or the hon. Education 
Minister has avoided the use of the word 
"socialism". Of course, Nehru stood for all 
these things all his life, for national 
integration, social justice, secularisms, 
democratic way of life, international 
understanding and scientific approach to the 
problems of the country and so on. All this is 
correct. But why say "social justice" ? Did he 
not stand for socialism ? Why not use the 
word "socialism" ? Nehru's life, according to 
me, harmonises the blending of patriotism 
and socialism, just as he defended a blending 
of ancient   and   modern cultures.   Nehru 
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represented a new outlook in history, a new 
outlook of culture, a new outlook to world 
problems. His contributions are not only to 
international understanding, non-alignment 
and secularism but also to socialism. His 
contributions to socialism are well known. 
The Government and the country have 
declared socialism to be our aim. Even the 
leader of the Swatantra Party has no 
objection to socialism if by socialism is 
meant the existence of private capitalist 
ownership of the m ;ans of production and 
distribution. But the vast majority of our 
people have taken seriously to socialism in 
its right meaning. Yet, look at the curricula 
of the University colleges. We do not find 
much of this great ideal in the books taught 
there. Many of the textbook writers are 
dominated by some form of hostility to 
socialism, hostility to anything new. It 
appears that they still live in the good old 
days and imitate the dead by-gone past. I 
suggest that ths proposed University should 
give special facilities for the study of 
socialism, the history of socialism, the 
philosophy, etc. I do not say that only 
Marxism should be given a place there. 
Nehru himself said that Marxism opened up 
a now outlook for him. It is, therefore, 
necessary to give a place for Marxism also. It 
is also necessary to appraise the students 
with the experience of the socialist countries, 
their weaknesses as well as achievements. 
We mast commend socialism on the basis of 
our own tradition, culture and our own 
experience. 

Speaking about tradition, I may point ■out 
that ^<niy the reactionary and unhealthy 
traditions are being exaggerated and the 
progressive and healthy traditions of our 
country are all but forgotten. Our students 
are being kept under some obscurantist bond. 
Recent events in the Banaras University are 
an eye-opener. The depth of the omnipotence 
of obscurantism and the surrender of 
Government before the forces of 
obscurantism are seen there; I am sorry to 
say that. I suggest that the new University 
should give special emphasis to the study of 
our history, our traditions and our culture in 
the way Nehru understood them. You will 
find that even today our history book, are 
divided into Hindu, Muslim and Britinh 
periods as if the Muslims and the Hindus are 
two   separate nations. 

Such history books, I feel, will only foster 
separatism and obscurantism. It is forgotten 
that ours is a composite culture, not an 
Aryan culture. Even the Aryans were 
Indianised by our culture, the roots of which 
lie in the remote past, thousands of years 
before the advent of the Aryans. Ours is a 
great country not only of different religions 
and philosophies but of numerous languages 
and regional cultures. A real history of India 
on the basis of a study of these different 
regional cultures is yet to be written but 
national integration demands that. It is 
necessary to have a new orientation, a new 
cultural and historical approach. I suggest 
that the new University should establish a 
Department of Indology with this idea of 
national integration in view. 

I do not want to make many more sugges-
tions. Of course, many suggestions may be 
made but the most important thing is that the 
Government must make up its mind as to 
what should be the unique feature of the 
University and how to implement it. They 
say that the ideals of Nehru should be imple-
mented through this University but they have 
not yet made it clear as to how exactly the 
ideals of Nehru will be implemented through 
the functioning of this University. I hope the 
hon. Minister will rise to the occasion and 
will succeed in his efforts. 

Thank you, Sir. 
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The House stands adjourned till 2 ■ 30 p.m. 
The House then adjourned for lunch 
at thirty minutes past one of the 
clock. 

The House reassembled after lunch at 
half-past two of the clock, THE VICE-
CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA) 
in the Chair. 
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Hardly two per cent are doing agricultural 
farm work. All others are engaged in some 
service or other of Government or semi-
Government. 
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SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN (Nomi-
nated) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, may I begin by 
saying that I am always a little nervous 
when you are in the Chair ? You look much 
too grim for a timid fellow like me. But I am 
very grateful you have broken into a smile 
already. I want to begin by paying a tribute 
to Prof. Mukut Behari Lai, who entered the 
lists like a gallant knight-errant tilting with 
all his strength of arms and lance against the 
idea that the university is to be named after 
a person, however great. I confess I listened 
to him with a certain amount of intellectual 
admiration and appreciation and 1 v^ry 
much wish 1 could join hands with him in 
this tournament of tilting against a name. 
But I want my friend to realise that it is not 
logic that always decides a great issue. 
Logicisonhisside.irresistible logic, and he 
brought an array of facts and figures to back 
up his logic, but there is such a thing as the 
sentiment of a people and the 
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feelings of reverence of a great nation. He 
himself would on another occasion, in 
regard to some other issue, develop nothing 
less than the fervour of sentiment and 
emotion. We attach sentiment and emotion 
to something or other, after having made up 
our mind about something in advance, and 
then bring up logic to support it. If 
somebody had asked me before anything 
was done about this University : 'Shall we 
call this university after the name of on of 
the greatest men of our country in this 
century?', I would have said 'No'. I would 
have said 'No', because to attach the name of 
a man to a university is to do something very 
unpredictable. Look at what is happening in 
the Aligarh University and the Banaras 
Hindu University. One was founded by 
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya and the 
other by an equally great Indian, Sir Syed 
Ahmed Khan. They started with noble 
ideals. What is happening in these 
Universities today ? How are we going to sit 
here and foresee what will happen in the 
next ten, twenty or thirty years in the 
Jawaharlal Nehru University ? Things might 
be happening which might be completely 
contrary to the ideals, thoughts and 
programmes of Jawaharlal Nehru. So, if 
somebody had asked me in the beginning, I 
would have said, avoid this name. I 
understand—and I am hoping I am not 
letting out any secret—that when the Educa-
tion Minister approached Pandit Nehru, as 
he himself admitted on the first our great 
departed leader said, 'No' and then he added, 
now that Pandit Nehru is no more, he is not 
bound by his wishes. It sounded a little 
strange to me that we respect the wishes of a 
man when he is alive and do not give the 
same respect to his wishes when he is no 
more. Gandhiji himself had said something 
like this, once. So, he is in good company. 
Pandit Nehru himself if 1 remember rightly, 
had suggested the name of "Raisina", 
because Ri was the village on which New 
Delhi is now built. But now oae of us can go 
back on what has happened. So much has 
gone forward. You have brought foi this 
Bill. You have taken this great name and 
attached it to this University and there is a 
good deal of consensus in favour of this, 
because we are today moved by our depth of 
sentiment and reverence for the unique 
leader, who is no more.   If today 

j we go back en this, it would be a tragedy, 
pure and simple. You have brought it up. 
The revered and beloved name has been 
bandied from mouth to mouth. It would be 
discussed on the floor of the other House, 
every newspaper would be writing about it 
and the news about this will go out to the 
whole world. Having gone so far, I do not 
think we should ever think to go back on 
this. It would be either a deliberate or 
undeliberate act of inexcusable irreverence. 
So, now that it has been put forward, I want 
not only those who are in agreement with 
the name, but I want even my friend. Prof. 
Mukut Behari Lai, to say 'Yes'. There is 
such a thing as the sentiment of a nation and 
the reverence of a nation. There may be 
many pitfalls ahead of us. I would like to 
know which big step we can take in any 
direction in this country today without big 
pitfalls in front of us all the time. But we can 
guide ourselves, control ourselves, shape 
ourselves as we go forward. So let us be 
unanimous today, absolutely unanimous, in 
joining hands in reverence, to have this name 
for this University. Let me add that the 
Education Minister is taking on a 
tremendous responsibility by calling this the 
Jawaharlal Nehru University and I know 
nobody realises this better than he. 

When this Bill first arac befoie the House 
I had certain things to say and I said them 
without reservation. Then, the matter went 
up to the Joint Select Committee. I wish to 
unequivocally congratulate this Committee 
on the first class work that it has done. It has 
knocked out quite a number of things which 
were at one time very close to the heart cf the 
Education Minister. Now the knocking cut 
of these by the Committee was good. But it 
speaks also volumes for the Education 
Minister, that he kept an open mind and 
accepted several changes. Now, what has 
come back from the Joint Select Cc mrnittce 
is, in some ways, totally different frcm what 
was the original picture of this University. 
Let us be grateful to the Joint Select Commi-
ttee and even more to the Education Minister 
that he accepted the amendments and has 
now brought forward the amended Bill 
which looks so much better than it was 
originally. 

Having said (hat, there are 01 e or two 
remarks I would still like to make. I begin 
with  what is  called  the First   Schedule. 
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[Shri G. Ramachandran] There are 
many things said in it which are of vital 
importance and which even at the start gives 
13 this University anew tone and a new 
colour, a new and variegated programme of 
study and research. But in my opinion one 
very serious thing is missing in the whcle of 
this statement of objects and aims. I am 
thinking of something which was stated by 
Pandit Nehru himself, again and again, and 
particularly during the last six or seven years 
of his life, i.e., the absolute necessity in ihe 
modern world to reconcile the claims of the 
human spirit with the claims of advancing 
science, the reconciliation of spirituality and 
science. I would like to give an anecdote in 
this connection. The first imn who said it in 
India—and when he said it, it took the breth 
of many people away—was no less a person 
than Acharya Vinobha Bhave, that the days 
of politics and religionare gone and the days 
of spiritua-lity and science will and must 
come. When he first said that and J read that 
he had said that, it did not strike me as 
something wonderful to say. Others had said 
the same thing often before in different 
words. But Pandit Nehru picked this up and 
repeated it more than once. When he once 
spoke at the Bolshoi Theatre in Moscow, he 
referred to this and said: "One of the greatest 
saints of my country has said that the days of 
politics and religion are gone and the days of 
spirituality and science must now come". He 
said it with great approval. You will agree, 
Sir, that in the whole of our educational 
programme in this country the biggest gulf, 
the most disastrous gulf, is the gulf between 
what I would call the claims of the human 
spirit and those of advancing science. They 
are going almost in opposite directions and 
(he tragedy of civilisation arises from this 
dichotomy between these two imperatives. 
Shall we not make an effort in this University 
to reconcile the highest claims of the human 
spirit, the highest spirituality—let mc use that 
word thoroughly unashamedly—the claims 
of the highest spirituality with the cliams of 
advancing science ? If we will not reconcile 
them in this University, where is it going to 
be done ? And you have everything else in 
the Schedule except this. I would like this to 
be added in the place where you say : "make 
special provision for integrated courses in 
humanities, science and technology" etc.   
"and the reconcilia- 

tion    of  ethical    values     with    scientific 
advance". 

Sir, one of the major points that seme cf us 
made in the origins 1. debate was that yen 
must not pick up all the colleges in the 
surrounding area and put them |into this 
University and call it the Nehru University. 
The Joint Select Committee seems to have 
stood firm on this point with the result that >ou 
have given up the idea of taking up existing 
colleges and puitirg them inside this 
University. But having done that you have 
done something which in my opinion brings 
this picture baek again in an indirect way. You 
have provided for the establishment of what 
you call University colleges at the 
undergraduate level. ! tnink this is a very 
serious mistake to ccrn-mit in the Nehru 
University. I pleaded hard, Sir, that this 
University must remain a pott graduate 
university without reservation, and the phrase 
used now is, in order to build a base for the 
postgraduate sections there should be a few 
under-graduate colleges called University 
colleges. I pkad that this base must not be in 
half a dozen undergraduate colleges which you 
will put irte> ' this University, but this base 
must be locked for searched for ar.d discovered 
in every university in India, so that the deep 
base of the Jawaharlal Nehru University must 
be found, in its own appropriate way in eveiy 
university in this country ar.d even perhaps in 
universities outside. What do I mean ? I have 
said also that we must rot be carried away with 
the fascination of numbers in this University. I 
new discover frcm a document which I have 
here that Pref. V. K. P. V. Rao also pleaded 
before the Cerrmittee wry vigorously ret to 
take in several thcusrr.ds cf s t reet  is irto (his 
University. I suggested when I origirally spoke 
here on this Bill thai we should eo I -fine this 
University to rot more than ere thousand 
students-the best selected frcm every 
university in India under any procedure you 
might lay down, all of them postgraduate 
students-and the University should be a 
residential univcr ity with a campus the like of 
which India has never known before. It is that 
kind of a picture I had in mind, but the moment 
you bring in through the other door—I am not 
calling it the backdoor, because Mr. Chagla is 
not a person to do anything through a 
backdoor—under-graduate colleges irto this 
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University, it defeats the very point for j which 
we argued when we said : "Don't go and pick 
up existing colleges in Delhi and put them into 
this University". I do not want this University 
to be preoccupied with under-graduate studies 
in any form or shape. But you pick up from 
every university of India, by any selective 
process at your command, a thousand of the 
best students of this country; you can keep it at 
nine hundred so that you can have one hundred 
from the rest of the world. I am pleading with 
all the strength in me, let education in this 
University be one hurt- j dred per cent free for 
a thousand of the best young people wc can 
select; n.tke education completely free like w 
hat Tagore said in his immortal poen : "Where 
the head is held high, where knowledge is free." 
Let there be one seat of learning in this country 
fulfilling the dream of Rabindra-nath Tagore 
where knowledge will be free. Then what 
happens ? Instead of asking talented boys to 
pay to sustain the University, the University 
will pay the highest talent in the country to 
come and make what you wish it to be. So 
what should . this University be? Post-
graduate; no under-graduate in the campus; a 
residential university restricted to one thousand 
students of the highest calibre, learning and 
working and pledged to carry out the ideals 
which Nehru stood for. 

Prof. M. B. Lil said : "You call it the 
Jawaharlal Nehru University. Then you >ay 
this University is to carry out his ideals." 
His logic was almost irresistible. If you call 
it the Jawaharlal Nehru University, he said, 
then this happens. So he did not want that 
nam? and he did not want the university to 
simply carry out the mission of a person 
however greit. But this is going to be a new 
type of university. We are breaking new 
ground. Having said that, how are we going 
to create a unique institution if we go along 
the beaten track ? Then where are you ? You 
accept this idea that this will be something 
unique, magni-"ficent, thelike of which India 
has net known before. It is that kind of a 
thing we must create in the name of our 
great]leader establishing this not merely for 
study and research but for carrying out the 
great ideals for which he stood. Somebody 
said that this is a dangerous thing to do. 
When the world is growing, knowledge is 
advancing. 

science is expanding, ethics are changing 
from decade to decade, if you attach your-
self and your students to carrying out certain 
ideals of a person, what will happen ? The 
o.ie inique, absolutely unique thing about 
Nehru which was not true even of Gandhiji 
is this, that he was never tied down to a 
formula. Gandhiji was tied down eternally 
to certain formulae. iTead again and again 
Pandit Nehru's utterances. In nothing did he 
tie himself down to a formula. The broadest, 
the widest, the deepest human outlook—this 
is the Nehru way of life. There is no danger 
in our saying that this University will carry 
out the ideals of such a giant of our history. 
3 P. M. 

And what is all this talk about the Uni-
versity being merely a kind of intellectual 
place where you study, you do research and 
all that ? Then afterwards what happens is 
nobody's business. I think the new idea of a 
university integrated together for a great 
purpose and providing for the execution of 
that purpose is a completely new idea and we 
must welcome this idea. 

There is only one flaw in the whole of this 
picture. Suppose after ten years or after 
twenty years this University goes off the 
track, who is to bring it back on to the track. 
You may keep something written in your 
book but your book will not live. You may 
have a constitution. I am therefore 
suggesting that a provision of some kind, a 
suitable formula, which the ingenuity of our 
best educationists can evolve, be put into this 
University Act which would ensure that once 
every ten years, a National Education 
Assessment Commission at the highest level 
will find out how far the University is going 
on the proper track. It is not a question of 
somebody coming as the Visitor of the 
University or as a normal University Grants 
Commission. I am here thinking of a 
National or International Commission at the 
highest level which once every ten years 
would look at this University and see 
whether this University is working and 
advancing along the lines contemplated in 
the Bill. If this check is made from time to 
time, may be, there will be an opportunity to 
correct any wrong drift in the University. 

So, I welcome the idea of the Jawaharlal 
Nehru University.   I have certain regrets 
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[Shri G. Ramachandran.] on some points in 
my mind but it is too late in the day to. press 
home those regrets here. We are almost at the 
end of the debate. But I want to say this that a 
tremendous amount of responsibility rests on 
the Education Minister. How long he will be 
the Education Minister is a question-mark 
before everybody. With change of Ministers, 
policies also tend to change. It can be 
guarded against by putting a suitable formula 
in the Act. Let us put in all the safeguards to 
the extent humanly ■ possible. 1 do admit 
that it is impossible to work out absolute 
guarantees. But let us do our best to take care. 

I hope that this University will serve the 
purpose for which it is intended and all 
these big brave words which we are now 
using—'unique*, 'absolutely new', etc.— 
will be justified by what happens. 

Thank You. 
SHRI K. V. RAGHUNATHA REDDY 

(Andhra Pradesh) : A prominent question 
that has been raised on the floor of this 
House is whether a university can be asso-
ciated with the name of a particular man. In 
other words, the question of personality cult 
has been raised and arguments have been 
advanced in support of the statement that 
personality cult should not be perpetuated on 
the ground of various sociological theories. 

Mr. Vice-Chairman, this question of 
personality cult has been dealt with by 
various historians like Toynbee, Plekhenov 
and other social theorists. But there is no 
historian or social theorist who has denied the 
role of man is history. Whatever might have 
been the phases of history, the role of man as 
a guiding factor in the development of 
history has not been denied, though man 
himself or the hero himself may be the 
product of history or historical conditions. In 
tin's context, a distinction has been drawn 
between hero worship and the contribution 
made by a man of science or a man of 
knowledge to the various disciplines both in 
sciences and in humanities. To illustrate my 
point, if we take the history of economic 
thought or the history of social thought or the 
history of ethnology or the history of 
mathematical thought, no study of the history 
of thought would be complete unless we 
refer to the contributions made 

by the various thinkers on these subjects. For 
instance, no study of mathematics or the 
theory of relativity would be complete 
without studying Einstein, and no theory of 
economics would be complete without a 
study of Ricardo. Similarly, any study in 
jurisprudence in law would be incomplete 
without reading Rcscopound or the very 
early jurists in this field. If we draw a 
distinction only in relation to a name, it 
would form part of the hero worship, and 
then it would certainly amount to personality 
cult. To look at it from a different angle, if a 
person had made a contribution to the theory 
of knowledge or to the history of ideas, then 
there is nothing wrong in trying to study the 
history of his ideas or the contribution he has 
made to the theory of the various social 
processes which had helped and guided him, 
to develop the ideas based on them. In that 
case, is there anything wrong in associating 
the name of such a person in such a context 
of intellectual activity ? For instance, if a 
Ricardo school of economics develops, 
certainly there is nothing wrong in it. And 
even in England, I am told, there is the Laski 
Institute of Political Science named after the 
illustrious thinker. Prof. Laski. If an 
institution is created not to perpetuate the 
name of Laski but to pursue the ideas enunci-
ated by him, and if incidentally his name is 
associated with it, I think there is nothing 
wrong in it. 

If we accept this major premise, that if a 
person had contributed towards the theory of 
knowledge, to the history of ideas and to the 
social thought in relations to theory as well 
as practice, one can justifiably associate his 
name to an institution meant to propagate his 
ideas. Then let us examine whether Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru had made any contribution 
to those aspects of intellectual activity and 
whether, in that context, his name can be 
associated more in relation to his 
contribution to knowledge rather than to his 
personality itself. 

If we take this into consideration, there are 
a lot of conflicting ideas in the contemporary 
world like the peaceful transition to 
socialism from capitalism or the difference 
between a welfare State and a socialist State 
or the difference between the dynamic 
element and the static element in law, about 
which the Education Minister would be more 
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competent to speak. If we take all these 
aspects of intellectual life into consideration. 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru had certainly made 
a contribution in drawing a distinction that 
democracy by itself has no meaning, that 
under democracy there might be formal 
equality as in England, and that democracy 
with socialism alone will provide real 
equality. In other words, formal equality 
under democracy should transform itself into 
real equality under socialism. But these two 
ideas of democracy and socialsim have 
always been used in juxtaposition with each 
other and understood more in conflict and in 
contradiction rather than in unison. Pandit 
Nehru coined the expression 'democratic 
socialism' and expounded it, not in terms in 
which the British thinkers have done, 
because the British thinkers" concept of 
socialism, as propounded by writers like 
Prof. McGregor or even the present-day 
Minister, Mr. Douglas Jay, is different. They 
also had used this expression 'democratic 
socialism*. But Pandit Nehru had given a 
real content to it, in the sense, that socialism 
is inevitable but to achieve socialism it must 
be through the triumph of democracy and not 
through the tyranny of dictatorship. When he 
came to the ends and means of achieving it, 
he had clearly shown now the end could be 
achieved by democratic means, that is, by 
parliamentary democracy and not otherwise. 
Therefore, he had really made a contribution 
to this concept of 'democratic socialism* in 
relation to the doctrine of equality, to the 
doctrine of ends and means and to the 
various phases through which we will have 
to go through. 

Next, the concept of a welfare State— 
mother words, loosely used as 'social justice' 
in the First Schedule is known not only to 
the socialist world but also to the capitalist 
World. And we often use these terms 'social 
welfare' or 'welfare state' without trying to 
understand the real import. Pandit Nehru had 
made it very clear in one of his speeches. 
Take the capitalist states like England and 
America. Nobody can accuse America of 
being a socialist state. Even there, in the 
days of Roosevelt, there was the New Deal 
which no doubt created a lot of excitement 
and opposition. In America, the ideas of a 
'social welfare state' have taken some form 
and shape.   The Beveridge Report 

during the Second World War, even, intro-
duced this concept in the capitalist structure 
of both England and America for the pur-
pose of alleviating certain grievances, 
troubles and privations which the citizens of   
those   countries    had   undergone. 

But to equate a welfare state to a socialist 
state, as Pt. Nehru had stated, is a misnomer. 
A socialist state might contain all the ele-
ments of welfare, but a welfare State is 
certainly not a socialist State, because even 
a capitalist state can have all the elements of 
social welfare without solving the problem of 
economic equality. In a capitalist state, even 
with measures of social welfare, the 
economic inequalities between man and man 
might grow. In the concept of socialism, as 
far as possible, the economic inequality or 
social inequality should be brought down to 
the minimum possible. Therefore, ho had 
clearly drawn distinction between a welfare 
state and a socialist state. 

Now, when we come to the question of 
law and jurisprudence, he had dealt with the 
static element and the dynamic element in 
law. In one of the speeches, while moving an 
amendment to article 19 of the Constitution 
he had stated that the directive principles of 
the Constitution, constitute the dynamic 
elements where as the fundamental rights 
constitute the static element in law, and if 
there is a conflict between the static element 
and the dynamic element, the static element 
must yield place to the dynamic element. Mr 
Vice-Chairman, on this occasion I might 
quote various writers on this subject like 
Friedman who, in his book, "Law in a 
changing Society" and Roscopound in his 
book on "Jurisprudence" had dealt with this 
question of dynamic element and static 
element in the field of law. Therefore, if we 
have to study Pt. Nehru, we will have to 
study Pt. Nehru's contribution in various 
aspects, for instance, in relation to law, in 
relation to social science, in relation to the 
study of history, international relations, the 
doctrine of non-alignment as a part of 
international relations and development of 
international law. These will have to be 
understood in theory. 

Then also in relation to state capitalism 
and state socialism and the rise of fascism, 
we have to study his works; state capitalism 
and socialism may look somewhat alike. 
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[Shri K. V. Raghunath Reddy.] but they 
are different in relation to content and form 
relating to control of state. Therefore, Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, in the field of political 
theory, in the field of social theory and in the 
context of legal theory, Pt. Nehru has made a 
tremendous contribution to the history of 
ideas and history of thought. In that setting, 
the First Schedule to this Bill must come 
into force. 

Pt. Nehru's ideals will have to be examined 
not as a static phenomenon. As Mr. 
Ramachandran said, Pt. Nehru was always 
against statism. He always believed in 
dynamism. After all, human thought can 
never be static. And when we study Pt. 
Nehru in this context, we will have to under-
stand the contemporary contribution of 
various writers. We have to compare how his 
thoughts and others' thoughts helped each 
other's contribution. If we examine the 
various writers' thoughts and Pt. Nehru's 
writings, we come across quotations from 
the writers like Prof. R. H. Tawney. For 
instance, a student taking a post-graduate 
course in the Nehru University can very well 
undertake a doctoral dissertation on how one 
could influence socialist development under 
Nehru's directions, how Pt. Nehru had 
viewed the doctrines of equality by Prof. 
Tawney and how he developed them further 
for ths purpose of introducing them for 
practical application. 

Now, Mr. Vice-Chairman, when we deal 
with technology and science, there cannot be 
any technology and science in a vacuum, and 
to quote Mr. Eric] Ashby a Vice-Chancellor 
of one of the universities in Canada, he had 
coined a phrase "technological humanism". 
By technological humanism, in other words, 
it should be understood that techonology 
should be studied in relation to human 
values, not in dissociation with human and 
social values. A person who specializes in 
technology, medicine or any other branches 
of science, must also have sufficient 
knowledge in relation to social values that 
govern a nation and the needs of a nation. In 
that context Pt. Nehru had made a 
tremendous contribution when he dealt with 
the question of science an c technology and 
also the administrative services, and how the 
administrative services must deal with this 
question with a sense of consciousness but 
not as members of the red tape. 

Having said all this, Mr. Vice-Chairman, I 
consider it relevant to raise a question on 
this occasion. I am in perfect agreement with 
Dr. Sapru that the usage of the expression 
"social justice" in the First Schedule remains 
rather vague. We should not have felt shy to 
use the word "socialism" because after all, in 
the ultimate analysis the concept of 
socialism must comprehend in itself not only 
social justice, economic justice, but real 
equality and other highest values of life. 
There is no need at all to feel shy of using 
that phrase "socialism" because Pt. Nehru 
himself has used it several times. If we read 
the various Addresses to the joint Sessions 
of Parliament by the President of this 
country, starting from the last Address of Dr. 
Rajendra Prasad to the latest Address by Dr. 
Radhakrishnan, those Addresses have clearly 
used the expression "socialist society". 
Therefore if once the President in a joint 
Session of Parliament has used that 
expression, there is no need to feel, in any 
way, shy to use the expression, "socialism" 
in the Schedule  to the   Bill. 

I might also state one more thing on this 
occasion, Mr. Vice-Chairman. While it is 
good that this University should undertake 
to perpetuate the ideals, philosophy and 
principles propounded by Pt. Nehru, the task 
that the country has to face and the task that 
the people have to face is so enormous that 
one University alone in this country would 
not be adequate. Therefore, may I humbly 
point out to the Education Minister, the 
necessity for creating a consciousness 
among the educated classes, so that lopsided 
personality may not develop. Every 
University should undertake as a part of 
their curriculum to provide one paper at the 
post-graduate level and to provide some 
questions at the under-graduate level on the 
teachings of Pt. Nehru so that the coming 
generations might have a social 
consciousness based on the principles of 
philosophy and teachings of Pt. Nehru in 
order that a harmonious Indian personality 
might develop and they might act as real 
soldiers in the cause of principles which Pt. 
Nehru had stood for. 

SHRI M. M. DHARIA (Maharashtra): 
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, at the outset I 
would like to pay my compliments to our 
able Education Minister who not only 
guided us while working in the Select Com-
mittee, but it is because of his flexibility in 
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accepting the various progressive ideas in 
the Joint Committee that now we are here 
having a nice Bill which will definitely be a 
nice memorial for our late departed leader, 
Pandit Nehru. 

I have gone through the speech and the 
remarks made by Leader of the Opposition, 
Mr. Dahyabhai Patcl. I would not like here 
to bring in any sort of political discussion, 
but all the remarks that were made by Mr. 
Patel, if they are to be replied in his own 
words, it would take me long. But with your 
permission, Sir, I would like to refer to the 
debate in the Rajya Sabha which took place 
on 29-5-64. It was an obituary reference to 
our departed leader. This is what Mr. 
Dahyabhai Patel had said :— 

"The life of Jawaharlal Nehru has been a 
life of long and dedicated service not only 
to his country but to the human race. The 
urge for freedom that grew in India was 
symbolised, particularly as far as the youth 
of this country was concerned, in the 
personality of Jawaharlal Nehru. The 
country will remember for many 
generations his sacrifice, the many years 
that he spent in jail, a better part of his 
younger age, in the service of the 
motherland. He was one of the freedom 
fighters along with his great father, his dis-
tinguished sister and his devoted wife, who 
was a picture, a model, of Indian woman-
hood and stood shoulder to shouldet with 
him in the struggle. His great sacrifice won 
him love of our great leader whom we call 
the Father of our Nation. After attainment 
of independence he devoted himself to 
building a new India, a society free from 
exploitation of the weak and the poor and 
building up industry to provide employment 
and a fair standard of living to the teeming 
millions of this country. At the same time 
he was working to rid the world of colonial 
domination and exploitation and the evils 
that follow. He was working to eliminate 
war and the horrors that near leaves 
behind. In this he truly carried out the work 
of his great leader. He worked strenuously 
for diminishing tensions, tensions between 
nations, which weie the cause of war. He 
worked for building up better under-
standing and his contribution to the United 
Nations in the matter will also remain a 
great memorial to him." M1RS/65—5 

The very speech of Mr. Dahyabhai Patel is 
an answer to what he said yesterday. At the 
same time while going through the debate, I 
would also like to refer to the speech made 
by Mr. Vajpayee.   He said : 

 
It is in accordance with the desires not 

only expressed by the Members of the party 
in power but also by the leader 
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[Shri M. M. Dharia] 
of the opposite side that we thought it 
necessary to have a memorial which could 
definitely be in a position to take the idea 
forward, the idealism of Panditji. It was 
urged here yesterday regarding Tibet and 
Kashmir but I am really sorry that the 
leaders who oppose or criticise have not 
taken proper care to look at the schedule 
itself.   The First Schedule says : 

"To be worthy of its name, the University 
shall endeavour to promote the study of the 
principles and fulfil the ideals that 
Jawaharlal Nehru stood and worked for 
during his life-time,     •    .    ,    • 

We   have   defined   what   those   principles 
are and that is material, namely, national 
integration, social justice, secularism, demo-
cratic  way   of life,   international under-
standing  and  scientific  approach  to  the 
problems of the country.    Then we have 
enumerated what are the other things that 
should be done in order to fulfil the aims and 
ideals.   Now I would like to mention reason 
why  wr came to the conclusion. The House 
may be aware that the Bill was envisaged in 
the year 1964 when Panaiiji •was  alive  and   
naturally  the  aims    and objects of that Bill 
stated various reasons and one was about 
satisfying the need of Delhi city.   There was 
no mention in the Statement of Objects and 
Reasons as to -why we are trying to have this 
name for the University. As you are aware, 
the Statement of Objects and Reasons could 
not come before the Lok Sabha as part of the 
Bill. Naturally it was necessary to mention 
somewhere as to why we have taken this step 
and why we want a university of this chara-
cter and it is from that point of view that we   
have   attached   this   Schedule   which 
clarifies  the  whole  position.     Now  the 
point  is  regarding  the  character of the 
University.  This House may be aware that 
the original Bill was meant to satisfy the 
needs of the growing city of Delhi.   It was   
discussed  threadbare  in   the Select 
Committee.     There  was  an   unanimous 
opinion,  barring  one  or two   Members, 
who all insisted that this University should 
not be a university to fulfil  the needs of Delhi 
city. If this University is to be named after 
Pandit Nehru, then it should be a university of 
a national character, that not only that it 
should be a university which 

should be a matter of pride to our whole 
country but it should be a university or an 
institution of international standard as well, 
and students from foreign countries should 
also take it as a matter of pride and privilege 
to belong to this University and it is from this 
point of view that we have tried to bring in 
various provisions in the Bill. When we say 
we shall strive hard for the aims and ideals of 
Pandit Nehru and for their fulfilment, it is not 
for the fulfilment of any objects of any 
particular political party.   We look at Pandit 
Nehru not as a leader of the Congress Party, 
He was a leader of the country.   He was the 
leader of the world and from that point of 
view we have tried to bring some unique 
features in this Bill as it has come from the 
Select Committee.   We feel that for 
maintaining the high standard, the 
jurisdiction of the University should not be 
limited to Delhi only and that is why we have 
taken away that part of the original Bill.   If 
we look at clause 6(1), it says : 

"The jurisdiction of the University shall 
extend to all Colleges and recognised 
institutions." 

[THE  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  in  the   Chair] 

It is meant for the whole of the country, not 
for any part of Delhi. Of course, we are 
aware of the constitutional provision that if 
we have to affiliate any institution to this 
University the sanction or permission of that 
State shall be necessary and after obtaining 
that permission only it may bo possible for 
this University to affiliate the colleges and 
other institutions. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : There is no provision 
for affiliation under this Bill. 

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Affiliation of 
institutions is there and I shall point it out.  
It says here: 

"(2) Notwithstanding anything contained 
in clause (13) of section 5, the Jawaharlal 
Nehru University shall not grant re-
cognition, either in whole or in part, to any 
institution which has already been 
recognised by the University of Delhi 
unless the Central Government, after 
consultation with the University of Delhi, 
authorises the Jawaharlal Nehru University 
to do so. 
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(3) On and from the date of the re-
cognition either in whole or in part of an 
institution by the Jawaharlal Nehru Uni-
versity under sub-section (2), the Uni-
versity of Delhi shall to the extent of such 
recognition cease to have jurisdiction over 
that institution." 

In clause 7, it says : 
"(a) where any institution or body es-

tablished outside the Union territory of 
Delhi seeks recognition from the  Uni-
versity, or." 
Here it comes        .... 

PROF. M. B. LAL : There is a difference 
between recognition and affiliation. 

SHRI M. M. DHARIA : Yes, that is right. 
We can recognise, we cannot affiliate, an 
institution from outside. I was referring to 
this point regarding the unique character of 
the University and I would like to say that 
this University will be having a standard 
which cannot be compared with other 
Universities that are established here. It is 
true that we have tried to go into the details 
of the various universities but we have not 
tried to copy either the Oxford or 
Cambridge or any other university. This 
University is unique because it is having 
altogether a different character whether 
compared to do the Oxford University or 
any other institution in this country. 

My request to this House would be that 
there is no doubt that there is need for a 
memorial in memory of Pandit Nehru. What 
sort of memorial that should be and what 
would be the fittest memorial in memory of 
Pandit Nehru is the question and 1 feel that 
this would be the best possible memorial. It 
is through this institution that we can impart 
those ideals among the younger generation, 
those ideals and aims for which Jawaharlal 
Nehru stood, for which we all stand. [I think 
it will be possible for us to fulfil those ideals 
without having any political bias and 
without entering into those political 
controversies. I feel that the Members 
should look at it from an unbiassed point of 
view and they should also support the Bill as 
it stands before the House to day. 

PROF. B. N. PRASAD : Madam Deputy 
Chairman, I am thankful to you for allow- 

ing me some time to make some observa-
tions on this Bill. 

Having been in a university and having 
been in intimate touch with the various 
university activities for over forty years, 
naturally, I am going to make my obser-
vations not from any sentimental point of 
view, but mainly from the university point 
of view. 

The hon. the Minister of Education, while 
introducing the Bill, made very powerful 
references to certain provisions contained in 
the Bill. He showed to us that, when this 
University would come into existence, it 
will be an ideal one. He made a distinction 
between cult and democracy and tried to 
show that the provision as it is given in this 
Bill is not inconsistent with this principle. 

So much mention has been made of the 
name, of the University of Oxford and, in 
fact, if I am correct, I feel that our Minister 
of Education, who had the privilege of being 
educated at Oxford, had been too much 
influenced by the ideologies of the Oxford 
University in proposing the present 
Jawaharlal Nehru University Bill. May I tell 
this House an interesting thing '.' The noble 
person with whose name this University is 
going to be associated, was not a man of 
Oxford.   He was a man   of   Cambridge. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : Everybody knows it. 
PROF. B. N. PRASAD : And everybody 

knows also this thing, that there is quite an 
exciting type of rivalry between the 
University of Oxford and the University of 
Cambridge. Therefore, to have made 
mention of the name of any particular 
university, and especially of university with 
which the person was not associated, might 
not have been very helpful to the discussion. 

All the arguments that have been given in 
favour of certain provisions of the Bill, I am 
afraid, to say, have not proved very 
convincing to me. They appear rather airy 
and sound rather like platitudes when 
critically examined. There is dire need of 
introducing a number of modifications in the 
provisions of the Bill as it has come out.   A 
good deal of time of this House 
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has been taken about the discussion of the 
name of the University. I would like to say, 
coming as I do from the town of Allahabad, 
from which also our late lamented leader 
came, that I have known him as I did for 
over forty years and I am second to none in 
any personal respect for him. I knew him 
and I had the privilege of doing certain work 
especially in the organisation of Science 
Societies and Science Congress in close 
touch with him, and I was really, earnestly 
and very sincerely devoted to the noble 
qualities that he possessed. Yet, if I make 
certain observations which may not be 
agreeable to some of my friends in the 
House, it should never be understood that I 
have less respect for the dignitary with 
whose name this University is going to be 
associated. 

SHRI SYED AHMED : It will be surely 
misunderstood. 

PROF. B. N. PRASAD : Well, if a person 
is determined to misunderstand another 
person, it cannot be helped. Now I was 
saying that I am not against the name of 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru being associated 
with the proposed University. I am quite in 
favour of this, but the way in which the 
arguments have been advanced in favour of 
this proposal does not appeal to me. Even if 
such a line of argument were to be followed 
then, to be consistent, a university to 
promote the principles and ideologies of 
Mahatma Gandhi should have first come 
into existence. But the basic fact is that the 
object of a university is primarily the 
creation and dissemination of knowledge. 
The principles and ideologies of illustrious 
personalities may very well come into its 
purview to be promoted, but the basic and 
primary object and purpose of a university 
cannot be only the promotion of those 
objectives, however noble they may be. 

Questions have been raised regarding the 
existence of universities associated with the 
names of personalities. There is no doubt 
that there are some such universities in India 
and also elsewhere. But their number is 
extremely small, almost negligible, com-
pared to the vast number of universities 
unassociated with names of personalities. 
The crux of the problem, however, is that 
even these universities were not established 

with the avowed object as set forth in the 
First Schedule of this Bill, only to per-
petuate and promote the principles and 
ideals of the persons with whose names they 
have been associated. 

I would, therefore, like to make a suitable 
suggestion and I appeal to the hon. Minister 
of Education and to this august House to 
give a little consideration to this. Let this 
proposed University be established incor-
porating all the high principles and ideals, 
including also those of our late lamented 
leader, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru without 
mentioning them in a specific manner, as is 
done in the First Schedule, that the chief 
object with which this University is being 
established is to promote his ideologies. And 
after it is done, let us all welcome the idea 
that the noble name of Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru be associated with this proposed 
modern and unique University. 

If the hon. Minister of Education could 
agree to such a suggestion, I hope the 
acceptance of the proposed name of the 
University will be done in a very graceful 
manner without any controversy. This will 
add dignity both to the University and to the 
illustrious personality with whose inspiring 
name the University will be associated. 

Then there are certain provisions con-
tained in this University Bill on which I may 
make some passing observations. We find 
that the jurisdiction of the University can 
extend to the whole of India. Now it is quite 
easy in a Bill to say that there is a university 
which will have its jurisdiction over the 
whole of India. After all, when there is a 
university, there are various Faculties in 
which the work of the university is being 
done. Then there are certain academic ways 
incorporated in the constitution by which 
care is taken whereby the standard 
maintained in the various institutions may be 
regulated and may remain of a satisfactory 
order. Suppose you locate the seat of a 
university here in New Delhi and suppose 
there is an institution near Rameswaram, 
where, say, research in biology is being 
done, how will it be possible, in practice, to 
have a careful watch over the standard that is 
maintained there ? Then there would be 
meetings and other things normally 
connected with university 
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work. So it would not be possible, I would 
even say it would be impraetieable, to have 
a proper type of supervision over institutions 
in the whole of India. 

Much discussion has been made about the 
First Schedule. I personally feel that the 
various clauses which are mentioned in the 
First Schedule require serious revision and 
consideration. There arc a number of ideas 
which, I feel, should not be incorporated in 
the Act. Such things we find in •the 
constitution of the university or they arij 
mentioned here and there, in Ordinances or 
in connection with the Board of Studies. But 
these are not the type of things to be 
properly included in the main Act. Next, I 
may just put before the Education Minister 
one aspect which should come along with -
all thase things. Pandit Jawaharlal Nahru 
was very deeply interested in scientific acti-
vities. I know personally that for decades 
every year hi agreed to take part in the 
Indian Science Congress. He used to go in 
lor so many activities and I know from 
personal experience that he was always for 
encouraging science and scientific workers. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : He was a student of 
science. 

PROF. B. N. PRASAD : Well, not a 
student of politics like your goodself. You 
have mentioned here : 

"establish   departments  or  institutions 
as may   be   necessary for the study and 
development of the various Indian langua-
ges ;" and 

"take appropriate measures for promo-
ting inter-disciplinary studies in the 
University ;" 

and so on.   Here I suggest there^should be a 
clause like this, to say— 

"impart special stimulus to the pro-
motion of scientific and technological 
researches." 

SHRI SYED AHMAD : You should then 
give an amendment. 

PROF. B. N. PRASAD : I will give the 
amendment also. Why do you interrupt me 
?    Why not try to listen ? 

Now, I was just putting before the hon. 
Education Minister that if he considers it fit, 
he may incorporate here one such clause 

like the one I indicated, in order to specially 
emphasise the scientific aspect. 

There is the provision that a number of local 
institutions will be associated with this 
proposed University.    Well, to me it seems 
that possibly this will not be a matter of great 
benefit either to the  University or to those 
institutions.    Now, take for instance this 
Indian Institute of Technology at Delhi.   
There are also four other Institutes of 
Technology  in India elsewhere. They are all 
on a par.   Let me tell you that for admission 
into all these five Indian Institutes of 
Technology, there is only one common 
examination.   All the admissions are made on 
the basis of that one common examination. 
Now you pick up one of these and say that 
that one would be associated with this new 
University. Then what will be the fate of the 
other four Institutes ? In that case will they be 
on a par 1 These Institutes have got the power 
and the right to confer their own diplomas 
,and degrees.    If you attach one of them to 
this University, then there might be some sort 
of discrepancy or irregularity or whatever you 
may call it. Similarly if you join to this 
University the All India Institute of Medical 
Sciences, I feel no useful purpose would be 
served. Therefore, without going into details 
in All these matters, I would only say now 
that these provisions should be carefully ext-
mined to see whether these will really increase 
the utility of the proposed University or only 
make it a jumble of so many colleges and so 
many institutions joined together. After all, 
this University has got to be a sort of 
residential university and that is a primary 
thing for this University.   If you just bring all   
these   institutions   and   colleges   and jumble 
them together, no useful purpose would be 
served.    I shall now leave this and other 
discussions to the stage when we will be 
going  through  in   detailed   consideration of 
the Bill, clause by clause. Thank you. 
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"The visitor may, from time to time, 

appoint one or more persons to review the 
work and progress of the University and to 
submit a report ihereon ; and UDOB receipt of 
that report, the Visitor may U%? such action 
and issue such directions as he considers 
necessary in respect of any of the matters 
dealt with in the report and the University 
shall be bound to comply with such 
directions." 

 
SHRI M. SATYANARAYANA (Nomi-

nated) : Madam, in the course of the ex-
position of her case, the hon. Member said 
that the President signs often whatever is 
given to him even by the clerks. It is not fair. 
According to me, it is not the President to be 
blamed but it is the Education Minister, 
whoever is responsible for, against whom she 
has got a grievance. Therefore, I consider 
that this is not only unwarranted but is 
irrelevant also. 
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4 P.M. 

DR. TARA CHAND : Madam    .    .    • 
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN :    I am 

sorry you will have to restrict yourself to 
fifteen minutes. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : I think more time 
should be f,iven to him. Educationists must 
express their views fully. 

DR. TARA CHAND : Madam, I am 
afraid the discussion has been so prolonged 
that my friends must be tired by this time. I 
will therefore be as brief as possible. In the 
first place I wish to join my friend. Prof. 
Mukut Behari Lai, in expressing my regret 
to my esteemed and dear friend for whom I 
have the highest respect and affection for 
some words which fell from my lips 
yesterday and I hope in this generosity he 
will forgive and forget. 

As regards the Bill that is before us, it is 
not necessary to repeat the arguments in 
regard to the naming of the University. I 
personally do not think that there is any 
impropriety in giving the name Jawaharlal 
Nehru to the new University which is being 
established in Delhi. Not only are there 
precedents for giving personal appeallations 
to the names of Universities but on a point 
of principle I may say that giving the name 
of a person to a University is merely acknow-
ledging our debt to the personality whose 
name is being given.    It is nothing more 

I than that. Here we are expressing our I 
gratitude for the unforgettable services which 
this great man rendered to this country. It is 
therefore in the fitness of things that an 
institution like a University in Delhi should be 
called after the name of Jawaharlal Nehru. The 
University is an institution of an abiding 
nature. We hope that it will live in perpetuity 
and we hope that this will be a centre of the 
highest type of learning and knowledge. 
Therefore there is nothing inappropriate in 
associating the name of this great man to the 
institution which has such high functions to 
perform. 

The reason why I think there has been a 
certain amount of apprehension and dis-
cussion and debate in regard to the giving of 
this name appears to me to be the First 
Schedule. I think legitimately it is being felt 
in some quarters in this House that this 
University is going to pursue, to instruct, to 
study the principles and ideals of Jawaharlal 
Nehru and this University has been 
peculiarly commissioned to carry out this 
assignment. I think this ought not to be so. 
The purposes of a University are well known. 
Universities are established for dissemination 
of knowledge, advancement of knowledge, 
for the building of the character of the young 
men who come to the University, 

! imbuing them with high moral and intel-
lectual ideals and this should be a suffi-
ciently large purpose  for  any University 

I to fulfil and it is not necessary to give in 
detail what a particular individual stood for 
or what a particular individual desired to 

i achieve. If you do that then you lay yourself 
open to the charge that you are in some 
manner or other trying to build up a cult. I 
am sure there is no desire on anybody's part 
that a JawaharJal Nehru cult should be 
established in this country. Cult or hero 
worship means that we take all the ideas 
»nd all the actions of a particular individual 
as sacrosanct. Nobody here holds that 
everything that Jawaharlal Nehru said or 
everything that Jawaharlal Nehru did is so 
supremely true that all these should be 
studied, pondered ever and taught in this 
University. Even in this Schedule only cer-
tain selected ideals and principles of Jawa-
harlal have been mentioned. Jawaharlal had 
many other things to say and followed many 
policies with which many people did not 
agree and therefore it is, I think, an 
exaggeration to say that this University has 



3577 Jawaharlal Nehru [2 DEC.  1965J        Unlvtnlty Bill, 1964 3578 

been established to develop a Jawaharlal 
Nehru cult. I personally think that nothing 
will be lost if the First Schedule is dropped. 
What does it say ?    What it says to my mind 
is no more than a certain explanation of what 
is already included in the Constitution of 
India.  The words in the Indian Constitution 
are that we establish a State— for what 
purpose ? —for liberty, equality fraternity  
and Justice.     Take  these  four words : they 
include everything that is said in this First 
Schedule.   What is the point then in saying 
again this that or the other ? Take democracy, 
democracy is based upon liberty  and  
equality.     Take  secularism ; secularism is 
based upon liberty.   If there is liberty of 
conscience, if there is liberty of worship, if 
there is liberty to propagate your religion, if 
there is liberty for every religion to flourish 
in this country, then there is secularism.     
Therefore the term 'secularism'   and   the   
term   'democracy' are both included  in  the 
terms  'liberty' and  'equality'.     Take justice;  
now  the word 'justice' is very 
comprehensive.    All kinds of justice are 
included in the  term 'justice'—social  justice,   
economic justice, political justice, legal 
justice. All justice  t included in the term 
'justice*  and it is not necessary to spell it out 
as social justice or economic justice or as 
social welfare society or socialism.    The 
University, we must  realise  must    live  for  
many years, for     many      centuries.      The      
various kinds of mo\cments that are popular 
or fashionable today are not necessarily going 
to remain fashionable or popular tomorrow or 
the day after.   Take the universities in 
Europe.     They started in the thirteenth 
century when Europe was under the sway of 
theology and the universities were teaching 
theology.    Then came the renaissance and  
the  universities   taught  new  subjects which 
came up with the renaissance.   Then came  
other   changes   and   those   changes 
affected the universities.    Now, today we are 
passing  through  a  phase  of human history 
when socialism, well, is a popular movement, 
but who can say what kind of social 
movement is going to arise in twenty years or 
thirty years or forty years and if we  put  
down   socialism   here  what  will happen 
thirty or forty years hence ?    I, therefore, 
feel that it is not necessary at all to try and 
pin down the university to these objectives.    
The large   objectives   before any    
university     are     already     included 

in our Constitution  and nothing   mora   is 
needed. 

I may also say one other thing and that is a 
great deal has been said about the uniqueness  
of this  University.     By  uniqueness I only 
understand that there are going to be certain 
improvements in thi« University over the 
universities which eaiat today in India.   But to 
say this University will be entirely different 
from all the other universities that exist in this 
country or outside is, to my mind, tall talk, 
which has no meaning at all.    You cannot es-
tablish a university or an institution which is   
completely   divorced   from   everything that 
exists.   We are thinking in terms of a Vice-
Chancellor, who will be a heaven-born person.    
Nobody knows one like him in this country.   
Where is he to come from ? We   want   sort   
of   unique   philosophers, professors and 
teachers for this University, unique human 
beings. Where are they going j   to come from ?  
If they are going to come j   from India, we 
know the sort of people [   that we have and by 
establishing this University in the month of 
March or April 1966 you are not suddenly 
going to get out of this  country  such  
marvellous  people as will make this University 
an ideal and unique institution.    Although I 
hold that this kind of talk is self-deception, I 
also hold that it is possible to make improve 
ments.   By all the human efforts that we can 
make, we may collect together a good staff, as 
far as possible first class staff for this 
University.  There are first class men in other 
universities, in the Delhi University, Madras   
University,   Bombay   University, Agra 
University, Allahabad University and so on.    
Therefore, it may be possible to do it, but I 
would not like that all ihe first class men who 
are scattered in this country, should be 
collected here and  other universities should be 
impoverished of their talent.    Therefore, what 
you will have in this university probably will 
be an improvement upon the various 
universities that exist, but those improvements 
do not mean that we are going to have a sort of 
an ideal university. 

I have great sympathy for what Mr. 
Ramachandran said, but I am afraid it is 
altogether unpractical. There is no question 
that this university can become a centre of 
what he called spirituality. In the first place, 
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[Prof. B. N. Prasad] I am a very 
materalistic human being and J. do not very 
much understand what spirituality means 
and, if I may say so, knowing Jawaharlal 
Nehru as I do, if you had put to him this 
question, what is spirituality, he would 
certainly have said : 'I do not know'. I say so 
because in my presence he said to a 
Christian missionary, who had come to 
discuss with him this matter : 'Mr. so and 
so, you talk about religion. I am afraid I do 
not know anything about it.' Therefore, 
whatever spirituality is, one ought not to be 
irreverent in these matters and I do not 
•peak with irreverence on this question, but 
I think to expect that these universities, 
wordly institutions as they are, will perform 
these godly functions is trying to do some-
thing which is hardly possible. Now, there-
fore, although from my point of view it is 
right and proper that this university should 
be named the Jawaharlal Nehru University, 
neither should we expect too much from this 
university, nor should we make this 
university purely a replica of the universities 
that exist. 

Having said all this, may I draw your at-
tention to some of the provisions in this Bill 
1 The first thing, to which I have already 
referred, is the First Schedule. Now, it is 
most unhappily worded so far as 1 can see. 
It starts with the words :" To be worthy of 
its name." Now, that means that you 
question the possibility of this institution to 
be worthy of its name. To start questioning 
the worthiness of the university, about 
which you entertain such high hopes, is, to 
my mind, very odd. I, therefore, strongly 
feel that such words as these should not be 
used in connection with the aims and 
objects of the University. 

Then, again, as I have already stated, the 
objects, which are given, are merely a sort 
of repetition. They do not add anything that 
we can call new or vital to the aims of this 
University. Therefore, whether the First 
Schedule stays or does not stay, is, to my 
mind, quite immaterial. If it does want to 
say something, then I hope its language will 
be changed and such words as "to be worthy 
of" and so on will be omitted. 

My second point is in regard to the chara-
cter, functions and structure of the Uni-
versity. As I read this Bill, I believe that this 
University has, in the first place, the 

function of teaching. 'Teaching whom' it not 
quite clear, but I take it that it has got the 
function of teaching at two stages. One stage 
of teaching, study and research is the 
postgraduate stage. The second one is the 
undergraduate stage. The University under-
takes more or less direct teaching at the 
postgraduate stage. The University at the 
same time contemplates the undertaking of 
studies at the undergraduate stage by 
instituting and maintaining its own colleges. 
I hope I am correct in interpreting the 
provisions in this Bill. While I entirely agree 
that both these functions are worthy 
functions for any university to fulfil—and I 
do not agree that a university should become 
merely on institute for postgraduate 
studies—I cannot understand why this 
University, which is being set up, cannot 
associate and recognise colleges where un-
dergraduate instruction is being given, col-
leges which are not instituted by this 
University but which are instituted by other 
bodies and societies. The University can lay 
down rules and regulations in its Ordinances 
and statutes, if necessary, regarding the 
conditions on which such colleges would be 
recognised. The danger is that there are 
fifteen, twenty or twentyfive colleges in 
Delhi which the Delhi University wants, I 
understand, to shed. These colleges will not 
be as good as they ought to be for this 
University which we are establishing. That 
danger is there. That can be obviated by 
laying down proper conditions for re-
cognition and if those conditions are fulfilled 
by any college, which is today affiliated to the 
Delhi University, it may be recognised 
tomorrow by the Jawaharlal Nehru 
University. Then, that danger will not exist. 
I do not see any reason why this University 
should shut its door upon colleges which by 
reason of fulfilling the conditions laid down 
by the University itself deserve to be 
associated with the University. 

THE DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN :     How 
much more time do you want to take ? 

DR. TARA CHAND : As much as you 
can give me. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Another 
five minutes. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : He should be al-
lowed to speak in some detail. He is a 
prominent educationist. 
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THE   DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN ;     You 
carry on, Dr. Tar.: Chand. 

DR.   TARA   CHAND :     Than I 
Madam. The second function that this 
Jawaharlal Nehru University has placed 
before itself is ths association of recognised 
Institutes, and again I understand that the 
term "recognised Institutes" includes, for 
instance, the new Institute of Russian 
Studies. It also includes so far as 1 under-
stand such Institutes as the Indian Institute of 
Medical Science and Research, the Indian 
Institute of Technology, the Indian Institute 
of Agriculture, and so on. Here 1 am in 
complete agreement with the Bill that 
Institutes of this description should be 
associated with this University, and 1 say so 
because in my opinion the association of 
these Institutes with this University will be 
of benefit both for the Institutes and for the 
University The Institutes will benefit because 
they will participate in the larger intellectual 
life of the University. The students, for 
instance, of the Medics! Institute coming 
into contact with the students of the 
University and teachers and professors of the 
University are likely to profit by that contact, 
The University will in its turn benefit 
because these ir stitutes will bring their own 
point of view, their own scholarship and their 
own learning to the notice of the members of 
the University. It is to my mind always an 
advantage that a university should have as 
diversified a circle as possible of Institutes 
which are established for various kinds of 
disciplines. Therefore, I am all in favour d 
this provision of the Bill that the recognised 
Institutes should share the amenitii the 
University. 

There seems to be a third function thai 
this University is supposed to fulfil, and that 
is of associating with itself Institutes which 
are situated outside Delhi. 1 think it was my 
friend, Prof. B. N. Prasad, who pointed out 
the difficulty of association of the Institute 
of Marine Biology in Madras or Trivandrum 
or some Institute of Anthropology which i-, 
somewhere in Assam or some similar 
Institute, say, relating to nuclear science in 
Bombay. Now it is all very nice to say that 
all these Institutes should be associated with 
this University here. But what machinery is 
this University going to possess in order to 
look after the 

interests of all these scattered Institutes ? 
These Institutes are not going to be ordinary 
colleges. They are not merely Institutes 
teaching under-graduate classes or carrying 
out research of a very low order. They are 
very highly specialieed Institutes. Therefore, 
looking after such highly specialised 
Institutes requires a very highly specialised 
machinery, and I doubt whether it is 
practical to contemplate the establishment ot 
such machinery at the Delhi centre. 

I do not agree with my friends who seem 
to think that unless this Jawaharlal Nehru 
University is permitted to associate colleges 
or institutes all over India and permitted to 
give the privileges of the University to all 
kinds of institutions scattered about, it will 
not be an all-India institution. It is a 
completely wrong idea. Oxford and 
Cambridge Universities are not merely 
Oxford and Cambridge Universities. They 
are all-England universities. In fact they are 
all-world universities. To the Harvard 
University young men from all parts of the 
world gather, and nobody says that because 
Harvard University is situated in the 
Cambridge County it is therefore a local 
university. The character of a university 
depends upon what kind of teaching and 
standards it maintains. 1 hope, and 1 am 
sure that the Minister wants to do it, that this 
should be an institution with the highest 
standards. Then its standards will make it an 
all-India university. Its standards will make it 
an all-world university. We never 
proclaimed in the old days that Nalanda was 
a world university. But to Nalanda came 
students from Japan, from China, from Iran, 
from Central Asia, from all over the world, 
because there were teachers in Nalanda 
whose fame spread all over the world, and 
they attracted pupils from all over the world. 
People go to Paris or Oxford or Harvard not 
because these universities can recognise or 
affiliate or hand over their privileges to 
various parts of the world, but because their 
teaching and studies and their researches are 
so famous that students from every part of 
the world wish to go to them. I think that it 
would be desirable that instead of spreading 
ourselves out like this we concentrated our 
energies in making this place so good and so 
highly specialised and possessing of such 
high standards that people from all over 
India and people from 
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[Dr. Tara Chand] abroad should be 
attracted to it. Therefore, of the three functions 
which this University ^s supposed to perform, 
the first and second I think everybody will 
approve. But so far as the third function of 
recognising institutions oulside Delhi is 
concerned, 1 think | it will be desirable to leave 
that out. 

Then, may I say one word about the 
University as a body administered by the 
academic people ? 1 cannot make out clearly 
the position because things have not been 
detailed out as to what sort of Court, what sort 
of Faculties or what kind of administrative 
bodies will be set up, but 1 do hold very 
strongly that we should say good-bye to this 
lack of trust in our teachers. There is too much 
of distrust by one group i of people of another 
group. I may tell you I feel st) hurt when I sit 
among my friends who are all the time talking 
that this Minister is so bad, that Minister is so 
foolish, the third Minister is so corrupt, and so 
on and so forth. No trust in the Government or 
the Ministry ; no trust in the Legislature ; no 
trust in the universities and their teaching staff 
; no trust in the Vice-Chancellors. What is 
going to happen to this country ? If we are all 
the time thinking in terms of the bad qualities 
of each one of us, what is going to happen ? J 
am full of defects, I know. But perhaps I 
possess some good things also. There is my 
friend over there with white, grey hair— that 
might be a defect. But surely he has got some 
virtues in him. The teachers of the universities 
are not angels ; they are not super human 
beings. They are human beings, they are 
Indians like all of us. If we are not going to 
trust them, whom are ! we going to trust ? On 
the one hand, we j expect our teachers to 
develop the highest qualities of morality and 
intellect among the young men who are 
coming into contact with them. On the other 
hand, we do not trust the;;-,. We say, you arc not 
go*od enough. God alone knows what will 
happen if the administration of the University 
is handed over to you. If the Vice-Char.celior is 
given two terms, we say that during his first 
term he will like to look around for getting the 
second term ; we think as if he is such a 
despicable human being that lie must be asked 
to quit or otherwise, he will fish for the salary 
or the power or the position of the Vice-
Chancellor 

again. 1 most earnestly desire that both the 
Government and this great House, this 
august Chamber, should realise that this is 
an evil which is eating into the vitals of our 
country, and it is the duty of our leaders, our 
Ministers, our Government, to see that this 
kind of psychology, this kind of distrust, is 
destroyed as socn as possible and that 
mutual trust, mutual confidence, is 
established. You know what is going to 
happen if you do not trust the teachers. I 
understand- 1 hope it is wrong that in the 
Banaias University, the agitation which has 
been carried on is due to the staff of the 
university. 

PROF. M. B. LAL : No. Madam. Some-
thing higher than the staff. 

DR. TARA CHAND : Higher or lower —
all are staff. I am not going to particularise, 
but it is there. And the teachers of the 
university feel frustrated. If they feel that 
they arc not being given their due in the 
administration of the univeisity, how are 
they going to have the heart to run the 
university properly ? Therefore, it is very 
unwise. There may be difficulties ; there 
may be among the staff people who cannot 
be trusted. I have been connected with 
universities for forty years rnd 1 know the 
conditions of the universities. There are bad 
people. But that does not mean that the 
group as a whole, that the profession as 
such, should be branded as unworthy of the 
trust of the Government and of the 
Legislature. 

Therefore, my point is that when you are 
spelling out the administrative details of 
the University, you must be extremely 
careful that you do r>oi create further dis 
trust and disappointment among the staff 
of the University. I recall that I read per 
haps two or ttiree days ago in papers that a 
great hullabaloo took place in the Andhra 
University because the Government of 
Andhra Pradesh wanted to take away the 
i—I do not know what powers—of 
the university bodies and therefore the 
Vice-Chancellor said that he was going to 
resign and the tea* id that they were 
going to resign. Ana II kinderstand that the 
' linister of Edue; i irened and, well, 
some peace was brought to the University. 

Therefore, 1 again uige that these matters 
are   important. ..meter   and   the 
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functioning of the University depend upon 
the trust that you place in the teaching staff 
of the University, they depend upon the 
arrangements that you make for dealing 
■with the students of the University. Some 
friend over there made this point that greater 
trust should be put in the students. I entirely 
approve of that sentiment. The students that 
are coming to the University are not children 
; they ace grown-up people. After three or 
four years they will be set I led in life and 
they will have to take decisions and do 
things. Why not begin to take interest in 
them as men. not as boys and girls, but as 
men and women. And therefore why not 
develop in the University such bodies and 
institutions as will give a chance to these 
young men and youg women to have their 
say on matters which will, after all, affect 
them most intimately ? 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I think 
you should wind up now. 

DR. TARA CHAND : I will now, ac-
cording to your wishes. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You will 
have occasion to speak again because you 
have amendments. 

DR. TARA CHAND : 1 will wind up. 1 
should not speak any more ; 1 have taken 
more time than I ought to. 

I will just say that you have my best 
wishes for the establishment of the Jawahar-
Jal Nehru University. But 1 do hope that 
some of the points which 1 have raised will 
meet with the approval of this House and 
that what I consider to be the defects will be 
removed. 

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY (Madras) : 
Madam Deputy Chairman, I am afraid that 
the Jawaharlal Nehru University Bill in its 
passage through the Select Committee has 
fallen from the frying pan not into the fire 
when it would have been burnt out but into 
the cinders and ashes around. Some part of 
it has been burnt out completely, namely, 
the original provision allowing the affiliation 
or the recognition of the sixteen odd 
colleges already in existence in South Delhi. 

The claim has been made that this is a 
unique University. It is going to be a unique 
University and there are going to be 

unique features of this University.   I aa 
| afraid the word 'unique' must be used in the 

Pickwickian sense because it is only in that 
'ise of the word unique that this University 
that has been thought of, the University that 
is shaping under our hands, will be. For 
instance, the area of the University is to be 
identical with the area of India. 

• That is indeed a unique University because it 
will be a university having jurisdiction over 
more than one million square miles. I do not 
think that any other university has such an 
imperial range. It is against all modern 
trends in university development. The 
Minister of Education has insisted more than 
once that a modern university in India 
should be residential. Now, there is only 
tn\c part of this University that will be resi-
dential, namely that part which is situated 

I in New Delhi. There cannot be any corporate 
life or any communication between the 
teachers and the students or between the 
students of the different faculties or bet- 

l ween the different schools and those insti-
tutions which will belong to this University, 
outside the Delhi area, after the passing 

I of this Bill. It is unique also in the sense that 
there are certain institutions which are 
already in existence which are to be recog-
nised. It is also unique in the sense that the 
Bill does not provide for their actual in-
corporation with the University. The 
Minister hopes that by negotiation, by per-
suasion, he would be able to persuade the 
authorities of the institutions like the All 
India Institute of Medical Sciences and the 
Indian Institute of Technology to be re-
cognised by this University. Just now, they 
are all disembodied spirits ; it will take time 
for them to become actual members and 
parts of this University. In order to give 
prestige to this University, the provision lias 
been made for the incorporation of these 
institutions of all-India importance. It looks 
like, what is known in law, legitimate post 
matrimonium. That is to say the prestige 
comes first and then later on the institutk 
ros arc to be incorporated. 
There is another unique feature of this 

University and that is that in the very bill [ 
itself, where provision is made for the kind of 
instruction that is to be given, the University 
shall give instruction including 
correspondence courses. I do not ihink.   any   
University   Act  in   the   world 
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[Shri M. Ruthnaswamy] provides for 
correspondence courses in a University. 
Correspondence courses are associated with 
cram institutions for the examinations of 
higher civil services or which prepare 
students for commercial courses. But a 
University providing for correspondence 
courses seems to be going against its very 
spirit, against its very traditions. What 
distinguishes University education is its 
scholarship pursued in a society, which 
means a social life. What social life is 
possible in correspondence courses when 
instruction is pus>eJ from the teacher to the 
student and the student sends his answers ? 
Is there a living contact betsvecn the student 
and the teacher ? Correspondence courses 
may come by side winds. But to put it in an 
Act for all the world to see, 1 think, lowers 
the very prestige of the University. 

Another unique feature of the Bill is that 
faculties are replaced by schools. What is 
the difference ? It is another name for 
schools. Still another unique feature is that 
there is an academic Advisory Committee 
provided for in clause 14, but the work of 
this Academic Advisory Committee is only 
temporary. Till such time as its advice is 
necessary it is required. After a certain time 
the Visitor may terminate the existence of 
this Academic Advisory Committee. One 
would have thought that when an Academic 
Committee is necessary at the beginning, it 
must be necessary throughout because a 
University is a developing institution, and if 
the advice of a highly competent body helps 
the University at the initial stages, it should 
help the University throughout. 

The crowning uniqueness of this new 
University is the provision made in the First 
Schedule for the propagation and the 
teaching of the ideas of the great man after 
whom this University is named. Here again in 
no University in the world is .> provision 
made in so many words, in so many 
paragraphs for the propagation of the ideas 
of one single man. Even in the medieval 
Universities of Europe, which were 
dominated by the Christian Church. 
although theology was taught there, other 
sciences also were taught ; although Aristotle 
was the dominant figure, other philosophies 
were also taught ; Platonism developed 
during the middle age3. 

Then you got into difficulties because, for 
instance, the First Schedule speaks of :— 

"To be worthy of its name, the University 
shall endeavour to promote the study of the 
principles and fulfil the ideal* that 
Jawaharlal Nehru stood and worked for 
during his lifetime, namely national 
integration, social justice, secularism, de-
mocratic way of life, international under-
standing       .... 

Now secularism is a very controversial word. 
Hon'ble Members in this House and others 
call the Indian Constitution a secular Con-
stitution ; the Indian state is a secular state. 
But do they really know what the meaning 
of secular and secularism is ? If they look 
into the Oxford Dictionary, they will find 
that secularism means anti-religionism. Only 
that state is a secular state which prohibits 
the preaching of religion, which prohibits 
the dissemination of religion, or which puts 
obstacles in the way of religion. That is 
what secularism means. The most perfect 
secular state is Russia where all religions are 
opposed. 

DR. TARA CHAND : America it a 
secular State. 

SHRI   M.   RUTHNASWAMY :     The 
Indian Constitution expressly provides for 
the profession, the dissemination and pro-
pagation of religion. 

In other articles also provision is made 
for the encouragement of denominational 
institutions. The pride of India, the pride of 
the Indian Constitution, is that India is a 
free State, not a secular State, and to preach 
secularism in a university will land you in 
difficulties. No doubt, Pt. Nehru was a great 
man, he was also a party leader. He prided 
himself on being a party leader. Throughout 
his life he devoted himself to the 
propagation of one particular philosophy, 
socialism. Is that going to be preached in 
this University ? Is it going to b* the first 
socialist University in the free world ? 
There are socialist professors in other 
Universities who preach socialism. But 
socialism is also criticised and opposed by 
other professors and teachers. So, Madam 
Deputy Chairman, I think we are entering 
very stormy seas when we provide for the 
dedication of a University to the propagation 
of the ideas of one single man. 
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Madam, I fail to see where the uniqueness 
lies. From many of the provisions made in 
the Bill, it resembles any other university. 
Under-graduate instruction is provided for. 
You will have a number of colleges. Al-
though the seventeen colleges are not to be 
recognised straightway, provision is made 
for recognising them in due course. With the 
permission of the University, with the 
permission of the Central Ministry of 
Education, these colleges may be recognised 
by the University. The word used] is 
"staggering", staggering the admission of 
these colleges. It may be that these colleges 
may eventually stagger the University itself. 

Of course, much is made by the Minister of 
the new schools that are going to be 
established,  school  of Indian  Languages, 
School of European Languages.   Well, they 
could  be established  in  any  University. 
There  are  some  Universities  which  are 
already providing for the teaching of certain 
European  Languages.    One  would  have 
thought that this would at least be a post-
graduate University, where men of mature 
minds, students of mature minds, would be 
admitted and make research and contribute to 
the advancement of knowledge. If under-
graduate students, especially   Intermediate 
students, are also admitted into the campus of 
the University, by their very numbers they 
will lower the standard of the University, not 
to speak of the discipline of the University. 
So all things considered, Madam Deputy 
Chairman,  I  do  not  think  this University 
that is being set up, is worthy of Jawaharlal   
Nehru's  memory.     What would have really 
immortalised his memory would have been 
the establishment of a higher  scientific  and  
technological  institution like the 
Massachussets Institute of Technology.    
Why should it be believed in India that we 
can enhance the prestige of an institution by 
giving it the name  of University ?   We are 
so obsessed with the excellence of the word 
"University" as if it were the most important 
unique educational institution.    If you want 
to honour agriculture, you must found an 
Agriculture University ; if you want to raise 
the prestige of engineering, you must found 
an Engineering University, whereas the word 
"University", by the application the   term 
has received, means an institution where all 
human knowledge is studied and provided 
for    The   Minister, in his opening speech 

as well as when he first introducted the Bill, 
referred to a conversation he had with the 
late Prime Minister when he wanted his 
permission to name the University after him 
and it was refused. Now that he is dead. 1 
wonder if he would approve of it. If in the 
course of human destiny, the Minister of 
Education—and may the day be as distant as 
possible—proceeds on bis path to the 
Elysian Fields and meets the spirit of 
Jawaharlal Nehru, 1 wonder what kind of 
greeting he would have. I imagine —and 1 
do not think I am making a wild guess—that 
with his clenched hands and blazing eyes, he 
would greet the spirit of the Minister with 
these words : "What did you mean by 
naming this University after my name ? This 
University in spite of all the changes that 
have been made, is not a worthy memorial 
to Jawaharlal Nehru. I part from this Bill in 
sorrow rather than in anger, in sorrow 
because I feel that it is not a worthy 
memorial of him. But I sit down with the 
consolation that the memory of Jawaharlal 
Nehru is so great and so endurable that it 
will survive even the Jawaharlal Nehru 
University. 

SHRI        M.      SATYANARAYANA: 
Madam, after the volcanic eruption created 
by my   colleague, Prof. M. B. Lai by op-
posing this Bill firstly on the question of 
name and secondly on the various other 
provisions, I feel that a good deal of reply 
has already been given.    I am sure that even 
he is now reconciled to if.   Now it is not   a  
question  whether    the   University should 
be name after Jawaharlal Nehru but it is a 
question whether we will be able to live up 
to the standards which we have envisaged 
and which we thought we should keep  up  
by  establishing  this  University and 
working up to those levels.   While dis-
cussing these provisions, the Joint Select 
Committee has rightly taken out the whole 
University from the purview on which it was 
conceived to a larger purview not only from 
the point of view of the provisions for 
academic standards and for other things that 
are incorporated but  also even for 
jurisdiction.      Originally   the  jurisdiction 
was only to New Delhi and near-about the 
Union territory.   Now the jurisdiction has 
been mentioned.    It can be as big as the 
whole of India.  This is to some a welcome 
feature, to some it is a very ambitious 
programme.   To me, it is a very welcome 
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[Shri M. Satyanarayana] feature.    It is 
because, Jawaharlal Nehru does not belong 
to New Delhi alone and he belongs to the 
whole of India.    . 

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY : To   the 
whole world. 

SHRI M. SATYANARAYANA : ...or to the 
whole world, which you cannot reach. If I can 
reach the Institute I will and if I have the funds 
and resources, I can reach the Jawaharlal  Nehru 
University even to Washington which I cannot 
but 1 can, as far as India is concerned, as far as 
this Parliament is concerned.     Therefore,  my 
own feeling is that it is in the right direction that 
the jurisdiction has been expanded and now it is 
no longer limited but while doing it, we have 
also tried in the Joint Select   Committee,   to   
introduce   certain provisions  by  which  this  
University can associate itself with institutes 
already existing in the various domains of 
culture and education and also can establish 
centres for higher education or such centres  by   
J which the academic standards can be pro-   ! 
motod.   My own feeling is, I would have   | 
very much liked  if New Delhi  had  not been 
mentioned  as  the headquarters.     I would have 
very much liked that a new campus somewhere 
in the valley of Nar-   I mada should  have  been  
thought of for establishing   a   big   university   
for   higher learning in this country.   That 
should have been   promoted   and   complete   
freedom should have been given to that 
institution to evolve such standards which will 
be in consonance with the greatness of 
Jawaharlal Nehru.    This  would  have  been  a  
very appropriate memorial for him. The whole 
controversy to day that we are listening to i» 
because we have begun to compare with the 
maladies from  which  we  have   been 
suffering, the pessimism from which we are 
suffering or the mistakes that we have been 
making in these days and the various troubles 
that we are now being confronted with every day 
in every University.   All these things are 
forcibly coming before us and therefore 
everybody, whoever has thought, whoever has 
seen, whoever has imagined wha   this 
institution would be like, is now confronted 
with the problems that there will b: a good 
repetition of what we have been suffering from 
and it is not possible for us to live up to those 
ideals.   Therefore I would very much like—
even now it is no   too late for 

the Ministry of Education—to think in terms 
of establishing a very big campus for 
promoting those ideals, ideas and pro-
gramme for which Jawaharlal Nehru stood 
and then work de novo in a new campus and 
a new area. I have purposely mentioned the 
valley of Narmada for the reason that 
geographically it is a very highly central 
place, and when you develop a new campus 
in the area of Narmada, it will not only be 
accessible to all the people in the north, in 
the west, in the east as well as in the south 
but that will be a central place where a new 
university should be established and it 
should be tried. 

A good deal has been said as to 
whether we-should   havej the  First 
Schedule   in order to find out whether we 
will be able to live up to those ideals of 
Nehru in the course of which certain 
enumerations have been made.   This was 
really discussed in the Select Committee 
but ultimately it was agreed that we must 
have certain guidelines. !    Unless and until 
we have certain guidelines how can we 
work ?   After all what is said is more or 
less a kind of repetition of the Directive 
Principles   in the   Constitution. There is 
nothing   new, it is true.   There is nothing 
dynamic, it is quite true.   There is nothing 
which we have thought of which we have 
not worked up to or we are not thinking of 
working up to, it is quite true but even then 
these guidelines are necessary for not only 
promoting those ideals but even   for 
implementing   the   programmes that we 
have before us.   Let us not forget hat we 
are handing over this University to the 
future generations.   We axe too near 
tojwhat exactly is happening and  what 
"exactly has been happening till now. 
Therefore all these things may not be new 
to us b"ut they will be new after ten, fifteen 
or twenty years when actually the future 
generations will begin to think that even the 
interpretation of these ideals, the interpre-
tations  of these  Directive Principles  will 
undergo a lot of change in relation to the 
social environment, in relation to human 
evolution, in relation to intellectual calibre, 
in relation  to  the  understanding of our 
basic problems in our science and humani-
ties.    Therefore we thought in the Select 
Committee  that  it  is  necessary  that  we 
should  repeat some  of these ideals   for 
which Nehru stood.    It is not said that they 
are Jawaharlal Nehru's ideals.    It is 
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not said that it is his programme. It is \ said 
that they are what he stood for. What he stood 
for was only what was stated in the Indian 
Constitution by way of Directive Principles 
which every day we are repeating and we are 
swearing by it. Therefore there is nothing 
wrong in repeating what had been said. It was 
also said that this institution should be 
exclusively confined to post-graduate studies 
alone. I am not at^ all in favour of such a 
proposal. A university or an educational 
institution should be such in which there must 
be provision for boys and girls belonging to 
variouSjjages to come and take full advantage 
of the environment as well as the facilities 
offered to them for the purpose of education.   
Therefore,   if   you 
confine yourself, as far as this Un- J 5 P.M. 
iversity is concerned, only to postgraduate 
studies, it may not be possible for us to 
promote what is considered to be our culture, 
the starting point of which should not at all be 
confined only to those at the age of twenty-two 
or twenty-three. Jt should be from the 
fourteenth year itself. Therefore. I am not at 
all in favour of that. 

As far as the other provisions are con-
cerned, my own feeling is that they are only 
the result of what we have in our mind. As 
far as university constitutions are concerned, 
it is not possible for us to think in terms of a 
change now. It is not possible for us to think 
in terms of a change in the nomenclature, or 
whether we should have a Vice-Chancellor 
or a Pro-Chancellor, or the President or the 
Visitor, or this or that. All these things'will 
come only when we make a change not only 
for the purpose of evolution of the larger 
purview of the University but also a change 
in the medium of instruction. As to medium 
of instruction, my own feeling is that the 
regional languages   should   be   tried   in   
this   new 

University, and unless and until we have 
them, there is no complete uniqueness in 
this. But then, as far as the Union languages 
are concerned. I do not say that all the 
languages should be there, but the Central 
language. Hindi, which we have accepted, 
should be tried side by side with English. It 
should be a double media. It need not 
necessarily be multi-lingual media, but the 
media should be at least bi-lingual, the 
languages being English and Hindi, and they 
should be tried as the media of instruction 
for purposes of promoting higher learning 
and also for raising the academic standards. 
If we give a fair chance to this University for 
the purpose of developing Indian languages, 
it should be possible for us not only to have a 
developed Indian language, but also to have 
a larger number of people who will come 
within the purview of the integrated concept 
of Indian culture, and it will make a very 
large contribution to the culture that we have 
in mind, namely the composite culture. 

With these words, Madam. I support this 
Bill and I wish that whatever has been said 
on this in the course of the debate should be 
carefully studied, and I hope that efforts will 
be made for the purpose of not only lifting 
up the standards but also for the purpose of 
implementing the programmes of research 
and so on contemplated in the Bill. 

THE   DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN :      The 
debate is closed.   The Minister of Educa-
tion will reply on the next occasion. 

The House stands adjourned till 11 A.M. 
tomorrow. 

The House then adjourned at two 
minutes past five of the clock till 
eleven of the clock on Friday, the 
3rd December.   I%5. 

  


