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Shri T. N. Singh: I dare not dis-
agree with you, madam.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: [

shall put
all the cut motions 1o the

House.

(The cut motions were put and
negatived.)

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
is:

The question

“That the respective sums not
exceeding the amounts shown in
the fourth column of the order
paper, be granted to the Presi-
dent, to complete the sums ne-
cessary to defray the charges
that will come in course of pay-
ment during the ycar ending the
31st day of March, 1967, in res-
pect of the heads of demands
entered in the second column
thereof against Demands Nos. 65,
66 and 131 relating to the Min-
istry of Iron and Steel.”

The motion was adopted.

Shall we
Ministry  to-

Mr. Depuiy-Speaker
take up the Home
morrow?

Some hon, Members: Yes.

17.55 hrs.
*CRITICISM OF INDIAN HISTORY

o T FAET SfgE (FiamEme):
wege wgiEg, fom I 9v g# ==l
T § 7E O g (TR AvA)
F dgT gAEHT A A A w1 sfae
feard & forg weoeiedta wravn @
a7 %X @ I fFam et 39 T
¢ 7g & wrw wfa & wfoemw &
qget foeg o ST gfAge AT s
w} wEwTT A HET TEAT § | THAT 2T
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¢ ofem ¥ wedey aEm { afE
@ farerd oF @t 5gE U,
AL HUE TR & grQ &=y T
Heqr gAERl AT dWe W JOTC
9T 93t & | ggi a% R v A
g W ¥ @ qa-smEE
FIA AT ¥ THET TUTFOR AF T
A g mg ¥ feedErd &7 o
Lol
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Wq §IH T qF IS fw ww
fft W 9% a7 e AR w@W @
@ F W oAw o AR ey
w §8 A aEi 1 aTE e
T Wl WErRd W Og HIETT Wh
¥ 7o fawr qfradw w1 4 agT "
EFT | w1 ST TUT 9T Y ATal w7
THF ST T Al

wifa &1 sfmem § 9@ =t @)
arY & formy &, awma # @Y 39T
ferr e afromy 8 & 7 afaw
Ffaem & # ! ag & wed & a0
o TS TEA @1 qW & IEa fRw @
?fmﬁ.—ml“r'{":m:ﬂ'@-
e & wdta &7 9 | 7 A 51
anr wfger o F@wmT w1 fawiar o
ZHT AT ¥ | W T WA £ Al
Tod & § agwe W wiTsy & §
o g dT ¥ & oF o) & frere
aFT AT g | AfRy z2 merwre
1| w7 ey gfaerw # e ST
¥ e fqs g Y foer faan 9w
s sEermT fadar ¥ s wfeT
A & g% A A e & Afed
wrdy it 8, ok o e 2 1 A efe
OF T[T WL TR @ AT | AR
WIS AU A gg W @7 A9
o W A AT QYT agA OO T
fF 3w 7w F gut ¥ feqa AeTEw

*Half-an-hour Digcussion,
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& g q@dr ATl #1 OF
A4t A sfww feet gg A @
9 w9 & o fee sfagme oF 22 &
&Y # w1 S @ R A 7 g
2 fF gu S w0 & fF o T oY
T B T I A gy wE Araa e
T AT EHIL AT H AR AT AHART
g wieT &t =g gt vy fag £
ITHFT AL FrY T 9T Iq@ ATHEY W,
IAY qeAT 7 fAwrewc & o1 fF 0w
faagar wew® *19 7 gw ag Fifw
s ifrsfmgm s F s EA
Was R e H )

¥4 g faefae & fama & o 97
gf &, = § wafew & oy @7 a7
# st gars B owea & sfae &
fr-mmm S @ % A A
i 71 et g1 2§ faae
T T E, UF A1 4@t 7 A IS
g & a7 %Y faeit A1 e 3, < A
a7, fog & 79w @1 37 w7 SwEE
Y 99, T%F qg AL g =;0faw
Adven @ @ fF o oA g &
o e & daw FE AT AmwE
#zd & fF o3 gu A ¥ W@ =9
T TR MIAT Y AT O
qfewer gt omar @ 7 v fF e
ST A & FwE ¥ w9 w4 A
oA § 1 WE TW W & wmOe
TS HgrEw, OF €T qALC AT AAH
fe wrm & et sfaemm s &
T A T, aEer A faAey faen-
Y ¥ ot wefadt €Y 3T w0 A,
THET THTpeE a1 g A et
urdt & Ad, afer oF wf fagm
NFAT FaFaTs wrifee 3§ &4 AT
F TTF AT &7
17.59 hrs.

[SHRI SONAWANE in the Chair]
I A9 H9E I 9T 0F B ¥ A
¥ faea § 5 9@ % 9 @99 w1
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areas & Srea< foa 7 ag ama fard
sy, ov fer Wit qd oy wg gwem
2 fr 3% fammy o g W g B, R
o waw ¥9 & Afew a7 ww
¢ fr feame i femm smow & ww Og
g wr e o AT HOAW
AT &, IAET SO A F w8,
HFT T F §9 gfow {, I AT |
fag™ SieaT AT o At ® FEn
21 % ¥ oz faew odeT e
forary & fa 73 fewmr 97 sme 2, ey
F1aE @ 9 gew fou mmm A i L.
(waawma) . . . fema o & T fag
e #77 #, afew gfere e amer
Fa1 fa2eit & 2viy oF @Y @ faamr &
g1 ey 4z e 2 e A wew &
T4 =9 & fewrn o gz aframar d s
WA # W FE gaT IR T2 A FE
AT g1 IEEr gwom e @@
wE & st 2 @t A% fF
a dn ogaw ww 9w 9w
fF 57 g% & oF W gAE W AW
feam mar & o faw &1 f A g7 F
& o @EA, uId FI6 0T g8 WY
W | W TEA® & AT § qrfeeta
%'(oooﬁ"l

% W WA 9T

U% AAAT §qE 0 T AG 8
FzaTa #

Mo TH FAET difgar : a2 we
F2AT WTT K FFAm g1 ue faad
TreaTa Ha® # 4, A § i ofee
1 F &1 uF gEenr ¥ faur o
@ TATHT F TUT WY HIgTEE & /Y
OF WEAT 4T QA TOTT F 0% w5
1 TAT g o7 FT TEET K ATH
2 7 & mifewana &1 9E qoaq &7 qF
T3 & AR WATA | AR A2 I A
FAT 78, TR 3F AR AT T 57
ar e @7 gofee &1 20 /M9 ad
1 zfaaa & faur s gnfemam
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[27e Tw WA Wfan)
&1 20 a19 af F1 WK fygeam w1
Wit fowr faar s/ 3 W @ = wifE
T qet w1 efag 1 wifa A 4
WY Q&Y F7 OF W0 § | AT wiw oAy
& 39 & o o @aems i ?

I8 TOF ¥ o Frata # oF Wi
o g T} fow 9 gemEfrs
R FT | A T o e
& w7 &7 § WIT 4 WA F AL H
¢ R fa oo & 5w awie
¥ & 7 quar ereife & gw amw w2
T g fF oo & Tt 1900 W
1200 w2 & 928 wafa wmor & 3100
af ¥ fagem ¥ wfaar o1 &
ot ff a¢ T & qr & fom de
Fg wHfmr S wfem 57 forw
g 17 #Y Ffaar 1 fow & J@t aw
HYT &1 qaTer § qHvT F AR H F
A AATE | 5 e F ot it
fermrroger ety § Sfer Ffaar 1 & w¢
¥ faorger @ g foamar 3 forer
T &f® 3100 a9 9g¥ F¥ Ffaar w1
MR ¥ &40 ¥ g foe i @ wife
30 & faq # aaq vwew At §
T wat aF WET F gAY ¥ 49
g Foma & fr wmw & a1 win
% 1500 9 UEH WIT FOT TET WA
OF a1 7g Wi, wad, zfas, wOw,
T[T B AF T § | W
AEF AW AAE A AT A FT A
far g@ aTawr NN gT 1 IT &7 AT
49 g AT T¢ UF TAT qW@T AT
W g g wHem 5 W & w1
3500 aF qu W ART Tl WA WK
g ¥ 500-700 99 ¥ 73 74 Fawy iy
AT ¥ T qA ATHC WAL W Y
we $53 & fs WAIT K orely ¥, woAv
g€ Ffaar &1 srat ¥ 2700 T 2800
ad g FE ATA |
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To Wro sfto W : (mg't)
uria fag frar § o womae & o
fiomr @ 6000 af g fad mo

Tro W RANYC Wfger: ww T
a1 W T wAT § AT e At
% ¥ AT ATET ® 9y FAen E
fir gt forrirardy oiT =10 TETROY
fore gfera & aro gz Ty E oA Ay
foredrardy & oz firama ot & form framar
i f wam o wfaar &1 o @ &
w§ wify gu wfem # 72 7 &
T 5 ot qUAr @) A A€ & WK
w® & fau s&iF oy aw ¥ o o
far & 1 & =it oF qr@ *Y AT AEAr
g Y et § & 7t o svear 1w
gAY § ST T S = ¥ @ e
™ oy F § ¥ ST w7 @Erd e
AT FETTF TaET T AT FT ag
g% "R T Gl $9 0% e
frer s fag wmr ) =9 A aw
rgwn g seEetfesr ) Ay
AEATET § 1 TAET OF G ATHY 97
FC & w19 &7 gAT 1 0% T
fagem & feqy w1 Hedt s
1 T dar & formy QT it oY
I TET A ATUT FAT & | AE FEA £
fF o4 s e B4 4t 99 ¥ a9
& tfeq wreae fasren & oY ag ol
9 €T § 9T gEAre fpa ot fis
T F T iy 1 & s
fadr & &Y T19 & 919 Ry o G
& g2 ad7 FR & 2035 &7 Wy
¥ 95 & T 640 fAT WHR T F
# o stoeE o7 96 A @ AR
foaft mar R A g & 1 &
ST fadwt awil =1 &Y w1 wel 99
¥ faamit or oxr At qE W g
¥ tfagrest 99 &7 @ AT TE
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A A W WY T0E At 9 e & Wi
# W qWT g W ARl WA
e 7 & faar aw | Wi £Y &Y wEE
¥ WIS gTET JAEET A0 ¥ ot wrf
AT FL TH

savRa e agdfF e frew
TTE 7 44 ot @F A9 @A WA
fimm & <Y & o< ag 73 fe ot 3@
W ogem ag frer TR ae ¥
W ¥ GET | WET &Y ST I 4T W@
39 aras 78 4t fr w1§ 7€ <o grfaer
T W ghw FrE aTgT AT A =g
fo|™ g Far1 99 & foq x9 feae

Mr, Chairman: His time is up. He
should conclude in two minutes.

Tro TR HAWT wfgEn : 71, 9T
fame 2 € o 7g @ & & Ay
# v IUFT qOEw @ F O
sqat # &Y I aF g 1 ¥ 2 femd
g1

“The elaborate fortification of

the citadels woulc hardly have
been necessary fo prolect the
cities against raiding parties from
the mountains of Baluchistan;
more probably taey were intend-
ed to overawe the countryside,
the assumption being that the
ruler and citizens were of an
alien stock which had reduced
their indigenous inhabitants to
the status of serfs.”

ag & sfaerasre fomd &1 Q@ s
H2H FT ASTT TET | T EAE ¥ § €W
# gfmeras <l 1 aT0% FET TTEAT
§ guifeag s g2 ¥ 2w d e &
R T A @ 9 0w § g
ooy & afmT & 99 I awew w7
g 5 w1 ¥ 7 g0A dfra €1
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N & AEY F IFER W@ wm
fammar & afrea sasif ¥ A A &
#d gE v Hagewd & oy
Tg SIHAT WMo THo IMEMIE HIT
Fre uF FHigw fead & —

Prof. 1. M. Diakonoff and Prof.
G. F. llyin note that no conclu-
sive proof exists that the ruling
class was of foreign origin. The
citadels may have been similar
to the baronial castles of Ger-
many in the Middle Ages.”

T I F HAT T A7E I qMRw
frad & f5 1 o & fom@ 7e wfe
g1 arar & & g2 e o@dfemt &
aawn | f&s F g ot A ey 4
ag TR § | UF AT A€ wvmar wif Wi
gat e 5 QO avrar & eswraviy
aga fawd 81 & @ Fem wew §
fe wrr T adF & A, w8 R
afaes § & &7 W% ar g 9
sam fr oF & wear #E 5w o#
wg 4 Wi %  eqamaww foe
IMET IT ¥ A # s & af
AT AAAT § T2 EFAETHEIT WY
A A A qg i e i
T w1 e FT & S7or wwit  fored
UM E1 AR & | §9 sag § § o9
Fxe ATy fr o ey efarareeri
Fwra &t vt sfaere faar w1 faege
ez %7 fagr & #0if% aat &1 efaarawre
TUATI AT TG AT AT BT a2 4
T F1 AH T T § R oW agi
97 QAT g & a1 F7§ T F18 2w
¥ wrifrr aves & gasiE g g
et g & g g fa qaw &
grm & fet sisr & grar & s A
gt & fF mraFw Al § 3g ot
gar m § T A F@d & owgfa W
rf & % 20177 WA AT 3W § 92 94 WY
gy foar F7a1 @1 A% § 919 gweAg
X fomr Fwam & 1 gmra v fafa-
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[3Te w7 7R Fifgat)

UaT § UFGT GTT W E | 6T HIT
TN A & § Tg FeAm AEa g
f& g7 sfaera & a0 arr & 293
fewrn &1 §& a1 g1 Trar @ f adwra
Tadtfa & 7 g fsgraia g & &
B a1 gafawid g, s1q g0 (e aneT
AT FT | ST AT AT ;AT A famrEar
TF  TH AT ST HYT 05 ¥ WL W
A TF TG SEATEE HiEFa® wqa
{9 ¥ 999 ¥ o7 9947 qiEgfos ®9F
AT AT ATH F @A AT | WA H 4@
qUT S BT AT F AT 7 K qp F
amaal g fF wa sfacra &t ara famga
ey g wifed | @aAmw &1 AT
FOEET & | OF A AT TEAY W
F FATHT T gy 1 foed geme 2w
F zfam & fygera F et @
qY=FY AEY AYAT q OF A G qgEAT
W

9 eaey o & @ e i w1 @
iy 7E FAT g | 9T & gaw & faad
I E R CE SR B et
e g and & | WS W § &
gfaga F e § TF Mo AT AT 7T
W UF To WAL F AW T AT &
I wat A wrr ¥ &, fafawan
T & &1 Wi F97 &, JAFI A FT
wreE & W1 fafew ®wa € 39 # %
fare ==t @t

A1 A% §F aTd 1 areaw g fw T
aegar w07 & WTE, AW RRTT -
sfram graT & | F IS TEATET W

w7 §, wet wrafas wYowA
AT qI9I4T F4 , FH IAF FW
aarr Y A gAsta A &1 HPEe
g qAtaT qae wra o erafe &
ary ot few g ot gogafer &
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Wy & faaew s=m fF gaw & w9
faqg & U7 §7 FTHT FT W@ A
#r famre #7ar srfen | g7 a2 H
T qAT A WTT G F q27 g1 @ Y
g A1 G fadw & frw qT 31 1 et
Y @z QT wfed, w@ifs ap farat a1
WA §, T AT F ATHAT §, T F-
HT FT oqrAAT &L L L

st sawew @i (W qbr
FITT) ¢ AT e W o
g |

o T AATEY Mifgay & =y
ar =%, e A g s  fF
T qETEl AT EATE |

ot FarT ot andr w1 @ E-faay,
ATAT FTOHTT, AT A nfzanfagt & qiac
37 F 98 7€) gfacra 1 9w 7 §: aepfodt
F1 FEMA, WA, WA, w0, wfae 6
faadr oFTAT, FTEATIF WH T § |
wafag st qEaEig) o
BIET &Y AT Y TATET I 4 §F gATIA
g At g wT Vg fE
Tt Fdram faeaan & @<t gfaan +
% ¥ @@ g wf wwia, qAEfes
s, §AF U, ¥ OANE ¥ AR
gfaga & ffame faeadt € 1+ & sTren
e & A3z w1 wew g oag
AR FqTa A AT wAAG T FL )

ot wReAT wU% - ATAATY aTEr
IAFT T AT g |

¥ro T FAET wfgn - g &
YART Tg 3 g AfF 3T F W% @
aw wu fag waw @ wifed o &
gt § 5 wfos w1 afoa, g7 31
¥ miad § a¢ o AT | TE AT F F9T
oI FT GreF T ot famgar | gfaga
wefla &1 a1 § | W gHA WA 9T K1
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BIF ¥ AAT WIT 9ZNAT qGT W W9
.4 w1 1% ¥ faamar 7Ef, ar @ W
it WY qF wseT W gEt g
gFar & | afog faam &1 W @,
' f e WMt St ¥ wT
ATAq ®F W /RO §_g—IwwW
< 7 Frar § 1 gt favafaaredt §
gfagra = afere, & &, faege At
¢ 98 & | I8 guTA F §w Ffow
T TE, CIAT T AW FgAO R |

wy faqfn et (wioww)
garifa #giga, & @& AT ¥ ag
ZqT4T FTA w1gav § fv 71 go g
gre ¥ ag fagw faad & @@ wrew
R ¥ &€ wIqwT ar fwwgw wm
&; afg gi, @t w1 ATATEY & a5 AwAl
% fa¥ gg @ tfage & < q&
wgia gfage faay & fag fafast 4
FT% AW qoTaT ar M /T KT FAm,
a1 W I AIEAT W aWeT W
#1§ fFTE go qFo wWro &1 W fay
TAT qT AT AGE |

Shri Kapur Singh (Ludhiana):
Are Government aware that during
British days, as in a free India, in-
digenous Indian learning and scho-
larship are not only deemed infe-
rior but irrelevant, for modern hu-
manistic studies? I so, do Govern-
ment propose to appoint a compe-
tent commission to examine this
whole question to suggest and recom-
meng remedia] messures?

Some hon. Members rose—

Mr, Chaiman: The hon. Minister.

Shri R. 8. Pandey (Guna): Sir, only
one guestion,

Mr. Chairman: No. Only those who
have given prior notice are allowed to
put questions.

Shri R. 8. Pandey After all, it is a
question,

VAISAKHA 6, 1888 (SAKA) of Indian History
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Mr. Chalrman: Order, order. I can
nmat allow it. Now the Minister,

Shrl R. 5. Pandey: What is wrong
if you allow one or two questions?

Myx, Chalrman: There is nothing
wrong, but the rules do not provide
for it...(interruptiens) Please co-
operate with me in keeping the de-
corum of the House.

Shri Rajeshwar Patel (HMajipur):
Not allowing us to ask questions is not
maintaining the decorum of the Mouse,

Mr, Chairman: If the hon. Member
had given prior notice, he would have
been entitled to ask questions.

Shri R. S, Pandey: Sir, I rise on a
point of order,

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. The
rule is very clear on this poinat. He
would resume his seat.....(interrup-
tiona)

st art (fge1e) oF OF gaw
e dfar  mr e a7

Mr. Chairman: Every day when-
ever half an hour discussion is rmis-
ed, this rule is followed by the Spea-

ker and the Deputy-Speaker. So,
there should not be any deviatian
from this rule.

Shri R. S. Pandey: Sir, with your
permission a question can be asked.
After all it is a very impoctant sub-
ject. It has gol something to do with
our history. Now that Dr. Ram Mano-
har Lohia has raised that question, Sir,
You may allow one question to Dr.
Aney and one question to me....(In-
terruptions) .

M:. Chalrman: Order, onder. I
would request hon. Members to listen

to me.... (Interruptions)

Shri B. S. Pandey: 1t i the privi-
lege of the mermbers to ask questions
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Mr, Chairman:

“There shall be no ormal mo-
tion before the House nor voting.
The member who has given notice
may make a short statement and
the Minister concerned shall reply
shortly. Any member who has
previously intimated to the Spea-
ker may be permitted to ask a
question for the purpose of further
elucidating any matters of fact."

The rule says:

So, this is very clear.

«t W o WG AT wToRaTH
qeq F garad A A1

st Tm ®wgw@ amdg : IfEgE &
v ¥ aradta fgur o & o e
JETUT §, 98 <5 M=\ § . . .

Mr. Chairman: It is for the Rules
Committee to amend the ru'es if it
wants the Members to ask questions
without previous intimation. As long
as the rule stands, I cannot permit it.

st AT o §g7  91g
a1 ? AT wAT U AEAT —ATT §EA
%Y 7z v & f& qarw qud w1 A4
fear sz 1 & oodw W war g fE
AT GIEGT F1 A4TT GBA Ky FATAS
& S

Mr. Chairman: Unless there is &
motion for suspending the rule we can
not deviate from the rule. Now, the
hon. Minister.

Shri K. C. Pant (Nainital): Sir, I

beg to move:

“That rule 55(5) of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Busi-
ness in Lok Sabha in its applica-
tion to this Half an Hour Dis-
cussion in so far as it relates Lo
previous intimation being given to
ask questions, by suspended.”

Mr. Chalrman: The question is:

“That rule 55(5) of the Rules
of Procedure and Conduct of

APRIL 26, 1966
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Businesg in Lok Sabha in its app-
lication to this Half an Hour Dis-
cussion in so far as it relates to
previous intimation being given
to ask questions, be suspended.”
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The motion was adopted.
Mr. Chairman: Now Dr. Aney.

Dr. M. 8. Aney: A few years ago I
brought to the notice of the House,
the history being re-written by the
United Nations. Shri Majumdar, a
former member of that Committee,
spoke in his speech to the Bhandarkar

Oriental Institute of Poona saying
that the history of India is being
written in a horrible way by the

UN.O experts. In view of that, I
wanted to know whether the Gov-
ernment would take any steps to see
that the proper perspective of [ndian
history was being put before them. 1
gave that speech to Shri Ayyangar,
the previous Speaker on his asking for
it and I expected that he would lovk
into it. T do not know what happened
afterwards.

=t oW wgra qrRy - gfaare frdt
T T & fq% oF odor F gura @
FE WY U IH QI F H9H w9 1
T gFar § | gAT & amT T2 @ fE
Tt &Y Tt ¥ wadl F qUAST F wW
HATY Efa1®, gAY wEEia, gAT US
Fr qovfy Wt su% wfwa w1 aga
arEr qITT AT & | IR AT glaur
F waare gfaara 1 forar 1 g7 ¥7 &,
1 | Tl # pwry faenfogi w1 fa2-
fomt gro femr man sfagie 9@t
| & s At g R oww & 5w
dad ¥, wafE e w1 wawa g w Ty
IW g ¥ §, IW w19 § A gfAqw
fomr o &7 8, 39 &1 @A @ F,
IAFT &I FT F, WIEUA  TIF,
gAY §T ¥, ¥ qATHT F TIF &
fedt 77 mfear & A1 #71 #1 quE
fear a1 w7 §, @fw g7 W gaTae



Critizism

13223

aar faadt WY qIAY qrdt @ 8, W
sqqfout, s sufwes 2w @1 wr g,
IawT @t F1 agr foaw qq7 ¥ g
@ % | I9 &1 qIAA W KT OF A7
gifgca, us a7 sfagrg & @ &
wreg & A aven g oww
sae for o <@ &

The Minister of Education (Shri
M. C. Chagla); Mr, Chairman, in the
heat and dust of political battles it is
very refreshing that we are now strik-
ing an academic note by discussing the
quesiion of history. I am very iralc-
ful to Dr. Lohia for having raised this
question because it is very important
that from time to time we should
withdraw from these political on‘ests
and think of more important subjects
like history, culture and art.

Dr. Lohia has asked the question:
What is history? It is a fascinaling
question and everybody interested in
history wou'd like to give an answcr
to it. Hislory is recapturing the
past, but il is nol merely recapturing
the past. A historian does nol merely
write about the facts of the past. A
historian also assesses the pasi. He
interprets the past. He passes judge-
ment op the past. Even  in writing
about the facts gnd the data he can be
selcctive. He may omit certain [acts.
Therefore, the role of the historiap is
very important. It is wrong to *hink of
history as merely a catalogue of cvents
of the past. The greater the aistorian
the greater his interpretation.

And may ! say this to Dr. Lohiu
that interpretation will always differ?
One historian having the same [facts
will interpret them in one way and
ano'her historian will interpret them
in another way. Very often the intcr-
pretation may not be acceptable to
us; but, as 1 said, it is the right of a
historian, if he is honest to his vota-
tion, to interpret the facts in ais own
light.

Having said that, may I, first of all.
clear the misapprehension in the mind
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of my hon. friend, Dr. Lohia? He said
that the responsibility of this history,
which is, History of Mankind: Cul-
tural and Scientific Deve opment, is
firsily on the UNO, szcondly vn the
UNESCO and thirdly on the Govern-
ment of India. This is entirely an
erroneous statement. And 1 will pcint
it out.

What happened was that the UN-
ESCO appointed an internaticnal
commission of historians, the most dis-
tinguished historians of the world
according to UNESCO, and it is quile
clear that the responsibility for writ-
ing this history was not on the
UNESCO but on the international
commission. I make this clear from
what has been stated in the Foreword
to this volume by the Director Gene-
ral of UNESCO. It says:i—

“The author of this history 1s
not UNESCO; it is the inter-
national commission which since
1850 has directed this venture in
complete  intellectual indepen-
dence.”

Shri Sivamurthi Swamy: What au-
thority has appointed this inlerna-
tional commission?

Shri M. C. Chagla: UNESCO ran
appoin' any commission. They appuini
various commissions.

e TW wAET fgmr ;o TEs
e 7 faT, g AvaTa 1 frg® qamar ?

Shri M. C. Chagla: It gocs on:—

“It is to the commission, laere-
fore, and to it alone that the full
credit for this work is due, It alsv
bears the so'e responsibility for
its seientific work.”

May I add, full credit and, if .here is
discredit, it is solely the discredit of
this commission? .

Then, Professor Carneiro, who was
the President of the Commissicn,
clearly takes the stand in the Preface,
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to Volume One of his book that l.hle
author-editors will be fully respensi-
ble for the text.

Let me point out what happened.
We had three Indians on this commis-
sion—Dr. Bhabha, Professor Mazum-
dar, a very distinguished historian—
he was the Vice-President—and Sar-
dar Panikkar, When the text was pre-
pared, it was sent to our nativnal
commission in this country. It was
sent to all the national commissious.
We submited this text to Profcssor
Mazumdar, the Director Genera] of
Archaeology and Shri Lal, who was
the Assistant Director General. These
distinguished gentlemen in India sub-
mitted the critcisms of the text. They
violently differed from some of ‘ne
interpretations put upon the past by
these authors.

I must say in fairness to the au-
thors that, although in the text Llhey
adhered to their view, they incorpo-
rated in the notes the criticism sub-
mitted by Prof. Majumdar and others,
so that anybody reading this history
not only gets the text according to the
authors but also the criticisms of the
text wherever they differed from it.
So where does the responsibility ot
the Government of India come in?
Where does the responsibility of the
Ministry of Education come in? Here
is an International Commission wcrk-
ing in intellectua] independence and,
as it has been pointed out, consisting
of eminent his orians; they prepare
the history of the past, the pre-histo-
ric period and it is submitted not to
us, but to the Iniernational Commis-
sion; we send it to the proper autho-
rities and their criticism is forwarded
to the Commission and that criticism
is incorporated in the history. There-
fore, [ beg to submit to this House and
to Dr. Lohia that it is entirely wrong
to blame the Government of India or
the Ministry of Education for not nav-
ing taken adejuate steps to see that
any misinterpi tation of Indiap his-
tory doec .ot I'gure in so important a
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book. The responsibility was entirely
of this Coramission. Even so, the Gov-
ernment of India did do all that it
could to see that our objections to any
misinterpretation of our history are
inzorporated in this volume. 1 have
no time; otherwise, I would point out
the number of notes where Prof. la-
jumdar’'s view is set out. The author
says that he does not agree. After all,
he is an author; he is entitled to his
view; we may not agree with him. This
is the position.

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azag (Bhagal-
pur): I can understand honest inler-
pretation but not mischievous inter-
pretation. We hold the Government of
India responsible for this. The Gov-
ernment of India knew that here was
a body which giving a wrong inter-
pretation  of  history—differing not
honestly but mischievously—and they
should have protested, It is not enough
to say that it was an honest body.
What is honest in that body if it tries
to tarnish the fair history of our coun-
try? We want to know from the Guv-
ernment as to what they have done in
this regard? It is not emough to say
that Prof. Majumdar's criticism is in-
corporated. The Government should
have made efforts to drop that pas-
sage from the history,

8hri Kapur Singh (Ludhiana): The
hon. Member who has moved (ihis
motion has demonstrated before this
House that these historians are not
only ignorant but might say things
for ulterior purposes. Merely by cal-
ling them eminent and distinguished,
the Minister will not be able to meet
the puint which the hon. Member has
raised.

Shri M. C. Chagla: As a pointed
oul, Government did all that was pos-
sible, The texts were submitted to
distinguished and eminent Indian his-
torians; their criticism was invited and
it was forwarded to the International
Commission and the International
Commission has incorporated it, We
were not responsible for its publica=-
tion; the UNESCO was not respon-
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sible; the UNESCO, having appointed
an International Commission, left it to
the authors and on that International
Commission we were represented by
three distinguished Indians.

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: The Gov-
ernment of India is paying a handsome
amount to them and this body zets
the money from them and they et
this money to write a history against
us. As Government what have they
done? Why did they not protesi? It
Prof. Majumdar failed, why did the
Government fail? We want to know
this.

Shri M, C, Chagla: As | said, we did
all that we could. I do not know what
more we could have done to point aut
the errors into which the historians
had fallen. The criticism is a'so part
of this history. Anybody who reads
this history will not only read the
text which may be a libel on our cul-
ture, but will also read in the nofes
the comments made by the distin-
guished historians like Prof. Majum-
dar, so that any fair-minded reader
will know both sides of the picture
before he draws any conclusion. What
more Government of India could do?
We did not publish this book.

Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia has raised
the question of the age of the Rig-
veda. [ agree that this author takes
the view thal the Rigveda does not
g0 beyond 1200 years B.C. It is guite
contrary to what all of us know and
feel strongly, namely that the Rig-
veda is a very ancient book, one of the
finest symbols of our culture, a great
contribution to our literature and poe-
try. Here also, in the note it has been
pointed out what our view about this
is. As 1 have said, again, the error has
been pointed out, and the criticism of
that error has been incorporated in
the notes.

Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia has also
talked about Five Thousand Years of
Pakistan. Pakistan came into existencoe
only ninteen years age. As I said in
the Security Council, before ninetcen
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years, the only culture was Indian
culture, the on]y history was Indian

history and the only background was
Indian background. No Pakistani can
look back to his own country beyond
nineteen years. If he tries to look
back, he can only look back to Indian
cuture, to Indian history, and may I
add, to Indian forefathers. Therefore,
it is ridiculous for any historian to
talk of five thousand years of Pakis-
tan. I do not know who has written
this book. I have not come across it.

To TR WAET Wifigar : 99 AT
arad §, @1 HATe T FUE

R. E. M. Wheeler: Five Thou-
sand Years of Pakistan—An Arch-
aeological Outline, Liondon, 1950,

g wga a% wrEArEfaTe §, 1§ wEr
Ty TEF § | GHT ATEHY T AT IR
w7 Ut foar aFar § | 9GS A
Ay, fee Sfog | w1 Tt q@H
agi g A7 HAT ;T |

Shri Kapur Singh: We had kept him
here for a number of years. Even alter
the Partition he was here. He has
written the book cntitled Five Thou-
sand Years of Pakistan, He was &
former Director-General of Archaeo-
logy here. He is the same fellow.

Shri M. C. Chagla: We are very
proud of our ancient civilisation, It
goes back thousands of years. I agree
with what my hon. friend Shri R. S
Pandey has said that it is time that
our own people write our own history
and give a correct interpretation
about the past.

But  how

Shri Sham Lal Saraf:
soon?

Shrl M. C. Chagla: I am coming to
that. I have always fell that onc of
the misfortunes of our country is
that most of our history bocks have
been wrilten by foreigners who have
injected poison into our country, and
have given a totally false reading of
what happened.
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Now, I shall tell you what we are
doing. That is more to the point. We
have set up a board of distinguished
people who are re-writing Indian his-
tory, from the point of view of India,
from the point of view of our national
integration, from the point of view of
our culture. These backs are not ready
Yet, but some of them will be ready
by the end of this year. My view is
my hope is that these books will be
sent to the varioys States and they
will be translated into our differeni
Indian languages and will be taugnt
to the students. There is nothing more
impartant in education than to give to
the young boy and the young girl in
schoo] a correct view of his or her
own country, of his or her own his-
tory, and of his or her own past.
Therefore, I agree with the view that
we should attach much more import-
ancc to history.

Then, take the other thing that we
are doing. We have set up iecentliy
the Nehru Library and Museum where
we are collecting all the books nus-
sible for the period which starts from
Raja Ram Mohan Roy til' the madern
age. The idea is to get Indian scholars
there and try to write the history of
modern times. Raja Ram Mohun Roy
played a very big part in our Indian
history, but there iz hardly any his-
tory about him. From that period down
1o Independence or beyond, we have
had a galaxy ol men who have con-
tributed to India's Independence and
India’s struggic for freedom. So, there
again, we are doing what we can. to
promote historical study and hi:torl-
«~al scholarship. Therefore, we are
doing what we can to help young peo-
p'e to think about the past of India and
to wriie about India. We do not want
a history which is biassed in our fa-
vour, and I do not think that we need
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that bias, because our history is great
enough, and even an honest and fair
interpretation would be sufficient to
prove to ourselves and to prove 1o
the wor!ld what a great past we have
had.

But es far as this particular gues-
tion about the UNESCO book is con-
cerned, as I have said, I do not think
that it is right to foist upon the Gov-
ernment a responsibility which is not
its. It is the responsibility, not even
of the UNESCO, certainly not of the
UN, but it is the responsibility of this
internationa] commission.

The second book, Ancient World,
has come out, which is from 1200 BC
to 500 BC, which is much more appre-
ciative of what India's contribution is.
The first book dealt with the pre-his-
toric period, prior to 1200 BC. The
other volumes are still to come. But I
assure the House that when the text
comes, it will be sent to distinguished
hisiorians in India, their eriticisms
wi | be invited and thesc will be for-
warded to the International Commis-
sion, and as in the first volume, these
will be incorporated.

WMo TR AAFT Migar ;. Aqrafa
w&1on, & fadz & & wAT ava FaAT
k16 (K

Mr, Chairman: The House stands
adjourned to meet again at 11 AM,
leumorrow.

18:36 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Wednesday,
April 27, lQSE/?ﬂiaakM 7, 1888
(Saka).
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