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[Mr. Speaker]
am sure he will himself be sorry and, later
on, if he thinks it is improper, he will
express his own regret. I do not demand
it. 'We shall take up the No-Confidence
Motion at 2 O'Clock.

SHRI M. R, MASANI (Rajkot) : There
is the Motion in the name of Shri Madhu
Limaye to be taken up at 5 p.M. So, this
will not be taken up today.

MR. SPEAKER : Naturally.

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE : Sir, you have
been pleased to mention me. 1 would like
to know why. I bhave been a Member of
this House long epough. If I have said
anything unparliamentary, you are at liberty
to pull me up. I do expect you to behave
in the Chair in a manner which is worthy
of the dignity of the Chair. I do not make
observations peremptorily without referring
to what is said and dome. I have coough
parliamentary experience. So far as words
are concerned, I choose my words g ereat
deal more carefully than words you hear
and pass muster., I do not know what
expression you have in mind.

MR. SPEAKER : That is all. This also
may remain on record. He says, he is a
very senior Member. I am happy: I res-
pect him. If he is happy and satisfied, I
am more than happy. Let it remain
record. Now, we go to the next jtem.

12-35 Hns,

MOTIONS RE : REPORTS OF EDUCA-
TION COMMISSION AND OF COM-
MITTEE OF MEMBERS OF PARLIA-
MENT ON EDUCATION—Contd.

MR. SPEAKER : Now we take up further
consideration of the motions moved by Dr.
Triguna Sen on the 14th November, 1967.

Dr. Sushila Nayar to continue her
wpeech, . . She is not here,

Mr. Mohamed Imam.

SHRT J. MOHAMED IMAM (Chitra-
durga): I have read the Report of the
Kothari Education Commission very care-
fully. It is a voluminous Report and they
have made many suggestions which are
useful. ¥ have also read the Report of the
Committee of Members of Parliament on
Education, which, I am afraid, 1s creating
confusion and complications,  The
country is already confronted with many
grave problems, which require the un-
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divided attention of the Government for
their solution. We had the Chinese aggres-
sion, we had the Pakistani aggression, and
there are so many other problems which
are coming up every day. But the Govern-
ment is busy creating fresh problems for
themselves and one of the problems that
they have added to the series of problems
is the language problem which, I gm afraid,
may have a very serious repercussion om
the destiny of the country.
12-36 Hrs.

[Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER ip the Chair]

Tt is said that the destiny of the nation—
in fact, this is the opening sentence in the
Kothari Commission’s Report—is shaped in
the class-rooms. A sound system of edu-
cation and a sound national policy on edu-
cation will play an important part in the
destiny of the country. According to Dr.
Sen, we have to evolve a national educa-
tional policy. According to him, the
national policy should be an jmmediate
switch-over to the regional medium and the
imposition of Hindi throughout the country.
By adopting this policy, he hopes that he
will bring out the creative energies of the
youth and will bring about national and
emotional integration. But, Sir, I am afraid.
by adopting this policy, he will only be
creating disruption in the country....

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION
(DR. TRIGUNA SEN): On a point of
information. May I know from where he
is quoting 7

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The hon.
Member is making certain statements, What
is the authority? Has he quoted from
anything ?

SHRI J. MOHAMED IMAM : The Re
port of the Parliamentary Committee aims
at that.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : That is the
hon. Member's surmise ?

SHRI J. MOHAMED IMAM : Yes we
cannot but infer that when we read the
Repart of the Parliamentary Committee.
Anyway, his idea seems to be, which we
can all understand, to replace English by
Hindi which he wants to impose through-
out the country and by introducing the
regional media in every State. It is said
in the Report that, by adopting this, there
will be national and emotional integration.
I am afraid, the result would be to the
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contrary. It is true that we must adopt
a good pational educational policy, But
what should be that policy ? What should
be its effect? According to my concep-
tion, any sound national policy must be
sach that it will strengthens the unity of
the country and does not bring about any
disunity. Secondly, education must be such
that it will not retard the scientific and tech-
nological progress of the country, especially
when the country is backward. Thirdly, it
must be accepted by all the States and the
language should not be imposed on them.
Fourthly, it must be left to the discretion
of each State to adopt whatever language
it wants according to its own conditions.
Fifthly, every parent and student must be
at liberty to choose his own language and
he must be given all the facilities. Accord-
ing to me, any sound educational policy
must comprise of these factors.

Prior to Independence, there was hardly
any controversy over the language issue.
Language and education were the respon-
sbility of the States which devoted and
attached great importance mot only to the
development of their own regional langu-
ages but to adopting English as the medium
of instruction at all stages of education, and
Znglish was adopted by them voluntarily
and it was pot imposed on them, because
people knew its utility and people felt and
realised that by adopting English, the fields
of science and technology would to open
to them. In fact, we must admit that it
was only after adoption of English that
science and technology and medicine pro-
gressed a good deal. Secondly, we must
admit that for the first time English became
a link language throughout the country.
Till then, there was no language spoken
throughout the country and each State was
a stranger to the other States so far as
language was concerned. The English
people might have dominated over us, and
they might have been devils, but we must
thank them for two things. First of all,
they gave us a united India which never
existed before except to a very limited ex-
tent. Secondly, they gave us a language
which became a common language thlmsh
out the country, I think we must
them for these two things.

It was after Independence that the langu-
age controversy set in. It set in because
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some sentiment was brought in. It was felt
by a certain section that English, being a
foreign language, was a sign of British
domination which required to be eliminated
or eradicated. So, sentiment played a great
part and an attempt was made to replace
it by Hindi. It was only after this that the
language controversy set in. There is, how-
ever, another equally good section which
feels that English must be retained and it
must continue if our country is to advance
both scientifically and technologically.

SHRI S. M. JOSHI (Poona) : He wants
it for ever 7

SHRI J. MOHAMED IMAM : Yes, for
ever we want it. Many people feel that it
is a foreign language. I am replying to
Shri S. M. Joshi. So far as many of us
are concerned, we no longer feel that it is
a foreign language; we have been conver-
sant with it for the last two centuries
In fact if you go to any part of the coun-
try you will find that even a common man
and a common peasant is familiar with
hundreds of English words. I may give
just one or two examples. During our
clection campaign, we would only go and
say ‘Please give us your vote’, There was
no equivalent to the word ‘vote’. Similarly,
none of the people would call it ‘Samsad”
but only Parliament. There are hundreds
of such words with which our peasants
and common people have been familiar for
hundred years and more. In fact I feel
that English is more or less a national
language. It is not only a national language
but an interpational and universal language.
We may recall the judgment of Justice
Chagla in 1964 wherein he said that English
is an Indian language, I may also recall
the words of the late Prime Minister
Jawaharial Nehru that English is an im-
portant language and we canpot afford to
dispense with it. In fact, it ought to have
been an Indian language and must continue
to be an associate language. Such being the
case, we can no longer consider English as
a foreign language, It is a necessary lam-
guage, necessary for the development of
science, technology and other subjects, If
we discard it and suddenly switch over to
regional languages, there will be great dis-
aster attendant with too many risks,

Now we propose to switch over to the
regional language in each State. I am also
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[Shri J. Mohamed Imam)
very fond of the regiona] language. I come
from Mysore. I know Kannada very well
and bave written some books also in it
1 am fond of it, but I feel that if there is
a sudden switch over to the regional lan-
guage, if we dispense with English, it is
fraught with grave consequences.

First of all, if every university adopts its
own medium of instruction, how many
types of graduates will there be throughout
the country 7 How many sects of graduates
will be there? There will be Kannada
graduates, Telugu graduates, Tamil gra-
duates, Malayalam graduates and so on.
There will be as many types of graduates as
there are linguistic states in the country. So
where is nnity ?

SHRI S, M. JOSHI : Will the graduates
also be different in mathematics ?

SHRI J. MOHAMED IMAM: I am
from Mysore. 1 know only Kanpada, Shri
Joshi is from Maharashtra, he knows only
Marathi. We have already created linguis-
tic states. It is already felt that it has
produced adverse effects, By this means,
we will only be perpetuating these. There
will be thirty or forty kinds of graduates,
each confined to its own state, The situa-
tion will be something like that of the
frog in a pond. Till now it was in a sea
and could go wherever it liked.

Secondly, look at the disadvantages.
Supposing we switch over to the regional
language immediately, where are the text-
books ? In fact, it is said in the Radha-
krishnan Commission’s Report that the
mumber of scientific and technical terms is
more than 3 million.

it possible to translate them even into Hindi,
let alone into the regional languages.
SHRI G. VISWANATHAN  (Wandi-
wash) : They will be manufactured.
SHRI J. MOHAMED IMAM : Yes,
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created a special bureau to translate all
text books. I have gone there. They told
me, ‘We take all care and translate the
books, but by the time a book is finished
and brought out, it becomes out of date’.
It is because science and techmology are
expanding and changing every day. We
must admit our dependence on western
civilisation. Without western civilisation
and western language, our country will never
prosper.

I submit in the interest of the progress
of the country, sentimental considerations
must be set aside, We must think only of
its development and of the future of the
country. If our country is to advance in
science and other things, they must be
taught in English. It is also necessary for the
sake of unity that English is retained.

It is believed by many persons that all
this move is a manoeuvre to impose Hindi
by indirect methods on the entire country.
In fact, what are your All-India Institutes
which you are contemplating, where English
and Hindi alone will be taught ? English
will go. If a man from Mysore or Andhra
or Maharashtra comes here to study, he
knows only his regional language. Secondly,
there is the question of advantage and dis-
advantage. A man studying Hindi, coming
from a Hindi area, is always at a greater
edvantage, it being his mother tongue which
be knows from his cradle, and he will al-
ways be at an advantage compared to a
person coming from Kerala or other States
who knows Hindi only when he becomes a
youth,

So, in a country like this, everybody must
have equal opportunities. Everybody must
be at equal advantage and disadvantage. So,
taking all these things into consideration and
the future of this country, I submit we
should not be hasty. Let there not be an
attempt to impose Hindi, I think in the
interests of the country, the present system
must continue, English must contjnuc as a
compulsory language in every university.

DR. MAITREYEE BASU (Darjeeling) :
I believe this is a discustion, a debate, on
the Kothari ‘Commission’s Report, and we
are discussing the system of education first
of all, but I am efraid, the whale thing
huautbomddownintonoontmvm
of Hindi and English, Actually speaking,
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it depends on the teacher and the students
as to how the teacher teaches apd the stu-
dent learns. It is the receptivity of the
student and the teaching capacity of the
teacher which are the most important
things, but we have hardly discussed all
these things. We have not at all discussed
the system of education that we should
have.

After the fourth general election, a new
Minister came, and he got the best press.
No other Minister got the press that he
did, and he went on saying about the policy
of national education. We hoped much,
we thought something would come out of
all this talk, all this publicity, but what
really came out was not very emcouraging.

Just now, if the educational system has
at all been discussed, it has been discussed
only in the university stages and higher
stages. The child has been completely for-
golten. We bave not discussed at all the
pre-school children, the primary school
children, or any other backward community
like the tribals and women, Of course,
women I would not call a backward com-
munity, but women's education has not
been discussed here at all. At least in the
Commission's Report, women have been
discussed with a warmth that is their due,
but though the tribals, the backward peo-
ple, have been given a place, the same
warmth has not been expressed about their
education.

Language is really a vehicle and means
through which knowledge can be imported.
It matters little really in what language we
learn as long as we know the language
enough to learn in it. It is the subject mat-
ter which matters more. It matters very
little whether we learn in English or learn
in Hindi or learn in our regional languages,
as long es we understand the language
enough, well enough, to learn.

On this question of regional language, I
may also sound a note of warning, because
the regional languages are 15 in number,
after Sindhi has been admitted into the
Eighth Schedule. All regions do not have
the same language or one language. For
instance, take Bengal. I come from West
Bengal, and paturally I know mere about
West Bengal than any other State. And in
this State of ours, of course, Bengali is the
lapguage. There is no doubt sbout it and
Bengali is one of the best-developed lan-
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guages in the country, perhaps in company
with Tamil. There are other languages;
they are not dialects. I must sound a note
of warning here that they are not dialects;
there are other languages. I have the
honour to represent a constituiency which
docs mnot speak Benogali predominantly.
There are a very large number of Benga-
lees there and especially after the partition
of the country, Bengali has come into its
own in that particular area. But the lan-
guage, the lingua franca, of the sub-Hima-
layan region is not Bengali. It is Nepali
mostly; the Bhutias speak Nepali; the
Lepchas speak Nepali. The Nepalees, of
course, speak Nepali, and even the Adivasis
poing from Ranchi, who went there first to
serve as plantation labour, but who have
now spread out like anything, also speak
Nepali with the other people; not amongst
themselves, not as mother-tongue but as the
lingua franca of that region which is Nepali,
and it is the predominant language. But the
regional language in Bengal would be
Bengali. If at the university stage, it is
only Bengali which is the language, as the
medium of instruction, then, how would
these people stand ? What will be their
position ? Supposing they have to study in
Bengali, they will not be able to do so.
That particular difficulty is there. I want
to bring this difficulty to the pointed atten-
tion of the Education Ministry and the Edu-
cation Minister,

I go back now to the question of primary
education, and the pre-school education. The
Commission has mentioned pre-school-edu-
cation and it has been kind epough to give
it three years. But what the system would
be and how the children would be taught
has not been discussed in detail. This
should have been done and this is the most
important stage. In all the developed coun-
tries it has been now accepted and acknow-
ledged that this is the most important stage
when education should be given. In some
cases, it has even been said that by the age
of six months an infant acquires knowledge
and il the habits are formed from six
months onwards, and naturally, education is
a very important thing. But that aspect
has pot been taken into consideration.

There have been many things which have
been left out of the Commission’s report
itself. Perhaps it could not be bigger. But,
unfortunately, in this House, even the Com-
mission’s report has not been discussed ade-
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quately. We have only bogged oursclves

into this controversy—useless controversy,
futile controversy, of Hindi and English,

I am pot speaking Hindi; I cannot speak
Hindi; 1 cannot speak chaste Hindi at least.
If 1 wanted to express myself in Hindi, I
can do so, but not in a chaste way. But
even English is not my mother-tongue; not
yours either, and there are very few people
in this House in whose case English is the
mother-tongue. But in spite of that, we
have been brought up in the tradition of
English literature and all that,

Would you like me to stop here and give
me time tomorrow or could I finish now ?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : We are ad-
journing now; she may continue her speech
when we resume this debate next time.
That will be all right.

DR. MATITREYEE BASU : Thank you,
Sir,

12.59 Has.

The Lok Sabiw then ad)

journed for lunch
fourteen of the

Clock.

The Lok Sabha re-assembled after Lunch
at Fourteen of the Clock.

[Mz. DerPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]
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