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_ the House to consider what is the logitimate scope of

g Lok Sabha on
: . R. Masani's spooch . in the
: ® ::';c:b-r 20, 1967, in th. coursc of the discussion
the

on the peport of the Bducation COMMEStoR —— ommisgion L
' v

:r of languages, and in
» a kind of ducl over the matter o
m;uhah-: is unfortunat.ly sought to be nerrowcd end apm‘:ilnt
to tako it back to a more fundam.ntal planc and to imvi
th. intcrvention of the Union

Govornm.nt and Parliam.nt in ccrtein issuce porteining to cducation.

This Acbat. has boc
that way the scop. of the
distortud. I would like

I would like, in that context, %o support tho amcnducnt that wes moved by

| Shri Lobg Prabhu on bchalf of our Party, and in order to focus attontion on thosc

issucs, I would like to rcad it out egain. We want that, at the cnd of the motion,
tho fo.‘l..loiing words should bc added, namcly,

"and is of th- opinion that —

(a) consistent with the fundamcntel rights of parcnts, it is
dosirable to leave to the parcnts both tho choice of schools
and collegos and also the medium of instruction for the
cducation of thoir children;

(b) consistent with the principlis of acad.mic autonomy and frecdom,
it is desirsble that cach university should be the judge
concerning the medium or media of instruction and that thorcfore
no further action bt faken by the Government of Indie in so for
as the medium of instruction in universiti-s is conccrncd. "

In so far as the ncighbourhood school idez is concerned, I agroe, we arc all
agreed, that socinl mobility is a good thing. Class or caste distinctions are bad
and, as far as possible, we should ¢ncourage the romoval of thosc distinctions.
whother they arc class distinctions, 2s in democratic countrics based on wealth,
or wheother thoy are class distinctions as in communist countrics based on political
privilege and occupancy of public officc, both arv equally bad and both must be
combated.

We egrec that cquality of opportunity is a good thing and that wo should move
towards it ms an objective =- that all children, all boys and girls, should be given
an cqual chance, consistunt with thoir intcllectual cquipment, to have as high an
vducation as possible, suitable to thuir talcnts, and that the accidc.t of whether
on¢ is the son of a commissar or of an industrialist should not comc in the way.

But we belicve that those objectives can be and are best achicved by methods
that have been tricd out in progressive countrics of the world with great success.
And these mcthods are to give scheolarships and frocships in libersl measure to childre:
of parcnts who arc too poor to scnd them to high schools or universitics or speéial
institutions, wnd thus to cqualisc the opportunity that is opcn to all.

Today, in the grammar schools =nd public schools in England, in Oxford end
Cambridg., children of working class parents arc to be found in a majority, while
the old classcs who monopolised them arc now in o minority, But this is not donc
by abolishing high lcvel institutions, whother univorsities or schools. It is
don: by opening thuir doors increasingly to morit os opposud to birth and wealth.
This is the way in which in 211 the lcading Democracivs of the world progress has
beun made towards democratisation of cvducation and cquality of opportunity.

The ?Gnc\;pt of the noighbourhood school, as ndvanced in the Commission's Roport,
howover, is rupugnant to democracy., It is =

o : : a totalitar%m npproach beecnus. it is
ased on compulsion. It sceks /parcnts to scnd ‘thoir children to a [to force
school w]_-xich may be altoguther unfit from the point of viow of the porent, just
bocause it happens to be nearer than any othur school. This is a kind oi‘ regimon~
::txtion t:n:,_ '.ﬁfuld have uniformity at a low level, while what we want is cquality
;chz :.Ligb" v-.l._ Therofore, wo are opposcd to this concopt of the moighbourhood
el, becausc it is bascd on an undemoerntic concept of compulsion nnd cocrcion,

We, on the othur hend, stud for the opposite principlo. I quotc from the



il 2 e
n whicn we have got alected to
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Eledtion ninifesto of my Party, ©
1 quote the relevant parts:

WThe Swatantra Party stands for T

(a) the vindicstion of the fundmentsl Right of the ?;.ltj.:zan
to euuc te his children according to lfu.s c]?oice n
ntuosphere untramelled by officisl directives; and

(e) the nutonomy of Universities -nd other educationsl
institutions."

)
this House, cnd  *

The concept of the neighbourhood school violntes both these concepts or prin¢inles
to which we re pledged., Therefore, we are unrescrvedly opposed to any form of

commuleion of this noture.

i 0 titutionnl one,

n foct, I nm not sure that this nttempt is nmot on uncons .
whethir the (:'ourts of Lew wWill not strike it down as objectionable from the point of
view of fundamental Rights, I will explain why this is hkely‘to happen, and
therefore appeal to Government to desist from thig vain and futile nttempt,

Article 30 of the Constitution lays down cert-in rights of ainorities in regard
to educational institutions, I will read out the article:

#30() A4ll winorities, whether based on religion or lansunge,
shall huve the rizht to establish rnd administer
educational institutions of their choice,

(2] The State shell not, in gronting zid to eauentioncl
institutions, discriminate agsinst ~ny educational
institution on the ground thot is is under the monogement
of a minority, whether bnsed on religion or langucge,'

It is quite clear to «c that & mewber of any minority community, as we underst-nd
it in this country, cannot be coerced to send his child to a neighbourhood school.
He has n constitutional right to send his child to o school of his own choice wherc
the religign or langunge of his minority would be in vogue. Therefore, all non-
Hindus, if I moy say so, will be immune from this attempt. Then, is it to be
suggested that gnly the majority community should be so coerced? Would that be fair?
If nobody of any other denominsation can be so coerced, is it fair that the majority
should be coerced in this manner? The answer is obvious. It is unfair, it would
be inequitable, and alsp it will be disgriminntory, =and thercfore the Suprdéme Court
is likely to strike thot down alsg as being discriminatory between 2 member of the
majority coumunity and of a minority community. The whole attempt, therefore,
is misconceived, and I think the socner it is acbandoned the better. In any case,
it is not going to prevail if the Rule of Law and our independent Jjudiciary have
any say in the mutter,

Now I come to tha other topic, the controvergy which hrs occupicd the Eouse
the medium of instruction, fet me make it clear tint I do not pro:.aosc to join ir':
the battle of langusnges, I deplored it when I storted,
has never ur.c.le 2 party question of any langusge issue. we belicve that the issue
of l::.nguag.'e 1s gne that belongs to the sphere of the individual, thot it is
between him and his conscience and his own ideas, and that party wh::..ps. ond coerci
are entirgly out of order in this context. We h-ve refused to resiment out :e;;i:n
on this issue one way or the other ond, 28 is well known, our :ueuxgers toka n";'t ;

in a dialogue of a democratic kind, e i i
2] ind, expre B iew whatever ti
Al s pressing their views, whatever they may

As is wcll 'mowi, my Party

The reel issu: has been

this: Have this Government sud parsis o o0 His debate. The real fseuo is

o abeih o i mediu.::- : n (.rl:!.r_-.nent any right to intcrfere with, or legislate
iﬁs-titutions:? e 0. mgtrun:t:.on in Univ.rsities and nt other educationrl

i W s e it;r .:;::..r 'J:s o cle:u-"lio-_ We beldeve in acodemio --,utonamé.f-.
should be mastors in tE- : ol = free socicty that universities and such other bodics
law. 4and the choice 0:“'1-1::‘;;11;29&?. Elul-};ject oaly to the statutes nnd the rule of
one of thos: topics, liks those o tngzljzt?h:e:;;ﬁﬂc R el

tment of teachers, the way
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?(rhu should have been approached and I think it is a great pity

-
) Ix i ' toe 1 age is essentinlly = watter, i
e s admi;m::\::zn::;pg:ng:og: ::.ch Uni:engursit? to consider ~nd docidahi:h
s V:J:;,’ :;»:: wishes of tpe parents und the students in thﬁ: comnnﬂuniil:y i.:iw
:E: lﬂiﬁ set. Indeed, this is the view of the entire university vg;ig ;innd o; o
couitrg, to whou = great deal of violence is sought to be done by %

in which we h.ve been indulging.

y me thi that has not been brought to it.
Impr"m%gadlngb:: r:i ::nzﬁnggui.mmglﬁ the resolution of the Intcr-University
Ilio:d passzﬁ at o melerting in Delhi which was held f:jam the .15t1~. to 17th WGembgrAn;%é,
and at which the Vice-Chancellors and heeds of the Universities were present.
this was a unanimous decision. I shall read the.rusolut.‘!.on. It should have bezn
circulsted to this Parlisument by the Education Ministry itsslf. It says:

"Resolved that the Chairuan of the Inter-University Bm:.\i of

India, discuss with the Cheirmnn of the Rajyz Sobha and the Spesker
of the Lok Sabha the question of evolving a parliamentary convention
under which matters impinging on the autonomy of a University, like
the medium of education, scope and quality of research and the
appointment of teachers be not accepted or discussed in Parliament,"

I do not know whether the Ghairman of the Intir-University Boord appronched the

Speaker of this House and the Choiruan of the Rajya Sabha or not. I subscribe entirely
to this principle. I say this Parliament hes no right to meddle in the affairs of

the Universities which have Acts of their Stnte legislatures or of Pariiament to guLide
them. I think thig is 2 completely sound principle and we stand unrescrvedly for it,

"(Gir S.1.Banerjee : What about the Ceutral Universities? ./

¥ (.:'Lr..-;.it.msani _:) Iﬂ"'rh:-::ac- Universities which function under Acts of Parli-ment hrve

their fundesental statutes or constitution, 2nd whatever is the sutoromy or discretion
given to that university under thet Act shoula be exercised. usut e should not in
this political mamner try to interfere with the exercise of thuir outonomy.

(’Hr S.K.Bhattacharyya : What about the Central Unim.rsities?.)

Lll-lr.H.R.H-’lsani ) I am saying that the central universities have their own statutes

N (:md if those stntutes lay down the language in which that university should teach,

I hive nothing to say.)

+AMR S.K.Bhattacharyya : That is passed by Parliament. |

H\ br H.R.Masani : Yes; but it was by Parlisment at o time when th. present trends,

| these vory unhealthy trends of political interference in the affairs of the country
\#hich have no need for politicel interference, were not there,)” If, in due course,
@ neW university is established and Parlisment has to vote funds and Parli-ment.
prescribes ccrtain things, I have nothing to say. I am for stopping this interfercnce
with existing institutions which have developed their own life, which have developed
their own wedis of instruction and which have gnined their experience,and now we
come in as busybodies ond interfere with them. Thers is = great deal of difference
botween legislating ab initio ond imposing som.thing like a politicel decision on
those who are doing their job.

,,—-(mou. as 1 said, I do not know whother the Spealer was approached, but I think ™

! ; : : that thc Xkind of
;\‘_mj:er\lr:nt;on in wh.lxc}} we arc todny engeged should have taken place at r\-.ll;i The
coFst:ll:.ut1?113i‘p011§1t10n 15 clear, BEducztion is a State subject, rnd except for
the kind of ‘umvc-n?ny to which my hon. friends Just referred, wherec an Act of
P-ar]i.-:m-.-nt 1s a thing thet determines, we have no business to interfere in regard
to primary and other education, which are » State subject.

Bven in regard to university education,
and the Inter-Univorsity Board is the
deteruine their medie of instruction ir id

ideans,

‘:iaafﬁe;puri,ncc aud the pressures of the community in which they function. Ir
Y arge, the community wants a cert-in lenguage to be utilised then 'ln ;
L ] ¥ a

- the opinion of the Vice-Chancellors
right one — that they should be left to
and other watters nccording to the
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j they want s‘mudents
i :ties will respond to it, because 3
e o S, et vt Soer oot LS
to come. » ; ? 5 7
i jnflucnced in that way. Tm : <y
5 - lmpamlyuwo?thia country should determine the kind of educatiﬁncgﬁmmnm ¥
7 n:i.t should be given: Let cach University cm.to its.o o 1:1‘1.31: & =
h ﬂ;:gh'bed by political interferemce or Prossure. [:f_t is not enough to soy E
- hrill not pess & law .../ : :
<

W Vasudevan sair: Doss the hon, member think that there should bv som: rel'ltionship7
* | between thc medium of imstruction and thc medium of administration? _— t

—_
[ Masani t think so at all.) We are competent to legislote for the
I"ﬁf:c‘%;]. lﬂng:wgelo:o t;:s country and, whe\:):; the Bill comes before thc Housc, we shnll
desl with it. But the medium of instruction is = voluntary mntter b;:tw:-:n the parent,
the child and the tcacher in which Government or Parlisment has no right to
interfere. This is an unwarranted inturference in a mattcr which pertains to the

child, the teacher nnd the parent, whose nutonomy and fundamental liberty should be
respected,

- (Hr N. Mahida : You will continue English for all tma)

. (Mr M.R.Masani; My hon, friond will not provéke me to take sides in the battle of
' k_la.ngungas.)vﬁta University is today teaching in Hindi or Urdu, let it do so. If
a University is teaching in English, let it make up its mind whether to adhere to it
“* or change it., I do not want to take port in the futile debate in which we are
engagod, The real debate in which we should be engaged is to turn the searchlight
imwards snd consider: nave we any right to intorfere in this mntter?

Even the pressurc of the University Grants Commission should not be brought by
the Education iinistry to try to influence or pressurise universitics into de termining
2 their medium of instruction. This, I suggest, is in keeping with the spirit of
our democratic Constitution. Anything elsc is not.

Unfortunately, this particular debatc in which we are engaged, this particulor
attempt op the part of the Education sinister, is only one facet of 2 trend that is
very dangerous to our democracy. It is an undesirable trund for polities te enter
into overy walk of life, whether for goed or for evil.

There arc many other éxamples. There is the world of sports in which we find
] politicians meddling. There is the world of culture, of dance, of literature, of
» musi¢, where official patronnge distorts the frec flow of intellecctual life in this

country, There is the whole of economic life where we believe the limits of economic
interventionism have been crossed long ago.

/ To come buck to cducation, there ore these undesirable attempte at nntionnlisation
o

£ tex?.boaka, as if there is nothing better to nationalise than textbooks, which are
essunt:_m}ly something that should be left to the author, the publisher and the
prescribing authority to create for the minds of our children.

| There is a Book Trust, with a retired minister as Chairman. There is another
thing canlled Book Development Council, with a particularly well-known Communist,
Hr Romesh Thapar, as Chairman. What are these politicions doing in the world of
educntion and culture? Why should o Communist, Wno has never written o book in his
life, be picked up to become the Chairman of the Book Development Council? Why

should another retirud politician, who is no longer in Parlisment be given another
jou?

That is the way we politicians arv inviting our doom in this country. We are
attracting illwill and distrust becausc, by putting our finger in every piec, we
arc creating opportunitics for patronage which we have no right to cxercise. Pcople
oxe getting more and more disillusioned with us, saying that thesc politicinns
are tm to dominate because they want to distribute patronage and purquisites. i
This is extrem:ly objectionable. This may be worthy of a Fascist or Communist ;
dictatorship. These trcnds have no place in e democratic Constitution such s ours.

Thie extension of the role of Government and of politicinns, for from incrensing



r,"-.{
L §
v
=~
e
Y
o
%

h ;
.

N

k-

-5 =

ion of our
i i ine about our destruction and the dee.;tz_'ucjc .
Bt i ?H:Od:r:lﬁ stop from this attempt. The pollta.ii;ntzliis
e D'r.mo:;:ag sticks to politics. Just asn cobbler ahm_xld stick K
o respe?tedim should stick to politics, and not dabble in literature, booxs, i
l%tlwdpolﬁi; and everything elsec. Let the educationists run the world of k:
8 , educa :

Let writers °nd publishers produce books., Let us ﬁot;;i bringh:in; ::oi:e
i i dabbling in ngs W 3
i t Democracy into disrcpute by i
bl Oftza:l:?ag::nlarzith. Thig Parliament is not competent to discuss what shm}g
g:tt;:m;:r;m in which children should be taught. What study have wo giten to I:.B.
1 do not pretend any competence for myself; 1 am o lay men. So are nll‘oi‘ us.ku 2
are not cducationists. What business have wu to dabble in mattors of which we kno

nothing?

education.

ida : The hon. Member is a great liberal. way I know what will h.s:pptmwr S

to the uneducated people in the country? Unfortunstely, in our country we have a

great mass of uneducated people. What should we do for thcm? »
1 } f :
k”M-:r' ani .'/Thoy |should be educated by being given free and compulsory education

Which our Governmnt hns failed to do in the last twenty years. The job of the
Govornment is to provide primary education. It has neglected that ex:u:lf ir.lstead nf"
doing that, they are dabbling with University education which is ﬁ:'mctlomng all right.
We are following the tradition which the British set for us of having an army of _
unemployed gradustes, while the poor people remain uneducated. Ist us attend to it.
Lot us not neglect our duty and dabble in other people's business.

, IThe prescnt tducation dinister appears to be like an innocent at large. Leaving

! his own world, where he knew what he was doing, he has now been tzken for a ride

’ by his sdvisers and his junior collcogues who are politicians and who have an axe

' to grind. | HBis more recent statements show some improvement on his carlicr brash
statements during the last Session of Parliament. But slowing down the pace of
disaster or of a mistake is not enough, Saying that we will not do a wrong thing
in five years but we may take fifteen years to do it is no solution to anyone. We
question the very direction in which he is moving. we say that the attenpt to
intorferc with the m:dium of dmstruction and choice of schools and collegee is
reactionary and anti-democratic. Therefore, it is not enough if he says that he will
g0 slowur down to ruin, we want to stop him from going to ruin and turn him away from

! this attempt. he has been a guod cducationist. |1 app.nl to him to save himself from
the clutches of trose into whose handa he hns fallen and to extricate himself., |

\‘Dr. Triguna Sen: May I ¥now what is my policy that he says will take me to ruin? r
(Mr, W R.Mnsani:) I say that the kducation Ministor should neither have gone into the
question of languagze nor have cdvocated compulsion in regerd %o cheice of schools.
He should r_mt havg taken up for discussion in this House and the Uabinet the gquestion
of the medium of instruction, He should have abided by the decision of the Inter-

University Board, He should have respected the view i
. ew of the highest educat i i
this country and kept his hands off. g i

( Mr. Bal Raj Madhok: Can you think of any ecducation in which we do not have any say
/ in the motter of medium of instruction? You cannot separate the two things. I wish

you had been teaching in a college or a school becausg then you would know boctter in
this matter.

| Mr. M.R.Masani : My hon. friend will be speaking for his own T 1
| o point of view which is the Libural point of view. .

Dr, Triguna Sen: I have not understood the hon. Member. Am I right in thinking
that he has given me credit for enunciating a certain policy?

Mr, M.R.Masani : For fomenting certain politicies.
Dr, Triguna Sen ; Certain policjes of whom?

Mr, ﬁ.R.Maaa_rﬂ :

Of your Government and the Comiasioﬁ.
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P~ ( Dr. Triguns ven : I will reply to that. ) !
Mr M.R. lH]fi-"aa;,v the Education minister has given a wrong loed to the |
Zducition bommssian and is seeking to do it to this Housc. If T hove charged ¥
]

him unfairly, I would ask him to advise the Cabinet to accept the Amendment

thnt stands in our neme. If he does that, then I =gree that the charge has been

made unfairly and I shall withdrew the imput-tion that he is an innocent at large

playing into other people's hands. If he is to do something good efter the discussion
l// for the last three months, the decision of conferences of learmed and cminent

educationists who have seen him, written to him,metf him in public and private,

and have mede some dent on him, I would ask him as a men of education even now to

say that the whole thing was a2 mistske. Let us drop if, let the universitics

teach in such language as they, the perents and the children want. Let hin say

that we made 2 wrong start and let him correct it now, The way tc 2o it is for the

Minister to accept the Amendment which I read out at the very buginning. If he

does that, then I have been unfair in my charge and I will withdrow every word

that 1 said.

2N Dr. Triguna Sen : I am aorr;,r,) /.;.f(_;a.jej -{/g\ s ‘_;;:_-;. 1445

&




