to Question
Mr, Speaker: Yes; Dr. Lohia.
Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Now, I
request you....

Mr, Speaker: I thought he
finished.

had

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: No, Sir.
I request you to ensure that Minis-
ters, the Prime Minister and all ner
colleagues, should not make state-
ments in the House unless they are
sure of the facts, because it creates a
bad impression not only in India but
also abroad—look at the repercussions
that it might have had on the other
Commonwealth countries and the Bri-
tish Government also. I had said that
day that we have got two heads:
one, the constitutional head, the Pre-
sident, anq the other, the symbolic
head of the Commonwealth, the
Queen. He is apparently not aware
of India having two heads.

I would, therefore, appeal to the
Ministers particularly not to betray
their ignorance here in the House too
often.

o T AAVET Sfgar (weEmaTe):
ag § g aay ¥ qF o ¥, o TS
Fardt § we famd ¥, & v R go Fo
TEAHE 7Y, 98 WY qHE FETL | A@S
N T ¥ oA fr TR A §)
faemm &= omw fa@  waddT &
e &qor fag ATew gHAT AwE 2 {
@ 98T {1

oW WA ;. a8 7Ry 8 fE e
oE fg o Fo wEAET oY a7 T
F

Shri Swaran Singh: Sir, as you
know, and ag the Housc also is aware,
there is no written constitution for
the British Government, but by con-
vention, thc Queen is the head of the
State. It is true that according to par-
liamentary system, a convention has
for a very long time been built that
the Prime Minister is the head of the
Government.
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Mo T AAET Mg (FREER) ¢
qrAg-afa # gfaerd & e § [@
) I FT /YF 7 fram, gafag
(uF) wgamar g wE, A ()
[-TRA F AN F TG TAAw AT
PN A IR A w7 F
fadft wwrg &7 SIET

F «ft faaras gifoq w1 wardy §
I AT A ITGEF A AT Y
¥ 7 RE, AR fogiv geaF & wFmw
& ofgw € qF WAt arn fard

gater 3wy W) awn gfagrsr
1 agt &, afew gfee 71 &1 &
gfagrgedd, weax far @
o ST gfeaw ¥ g ) T oIy
@t o feoaforat 6t §, gor & q@ed
TS WY oTedigE qreqwer § fae
FOT | Mo HIAITT ¥ HAT FaeY
& 9 gAY feeelt e 3 @, AfEA
73 fa% o 17 §, safs wa 7R
@€ & g faw qF ¢ e
pefer faey arét  gvgar &1 AT g
HqTAT o7 AT WY @ Ifew geaan
FT T N U AF AT AT T ¥
aF AT &1 ® § gF &0 H 3o
MragT g i &Y feoauit £ 72T TET
9 T@H F TATHT HET 4Y | A WIH
qre TgT AHT & |

wrdm gfaerg W e
3\ wria Aegfa 7 ®1 F157 T €7
¥ ¥ &1 st & 5T fade ferg
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[sTe Trw wAYT Arfeat)

% 3fa.19 & TR FET BIF WG
o gra: g3 fawq W sfEd oK
AIRFTY T & | qEF g9 WY
gfrarasre, faa) wrea s=t § qoar
2 aa ¥ aw qume v g qfeay
F AF W IAT E | AR TF W A
T IR FT o7 AgE A
g AT § arg? frww v @y

qarqy Fad AT H EE H}
T & W @R gra gEfna
1857 S9& WY SATT Ff¥T wEA W
HATEAT | AT F WD Ffqgra.
F &7 gfte agy & A7 gAwwY A &7,
IR IAT AT AT FY THAT ¥ qAN
g

o AT X gfagraeTd # {
fe ot 15 BIF FT I |

The Minister of Education (Shri
M. C. Chagla): I would not have in-
tervened in this matter but for the
last paragraph in Dr. Lohia’s state-
ment, and which has nothing to do
with the subject-matter of the half-
hour discussion, It was a book pub-
lished by the International Commis-
sion, set up by the UNESCO. Dr.
Lohia has cast a serious reflection
upon the author of 1857 India, who
was a very distinguished man, He is
no longer with us. I cannot allow this
to pass unchallenged. I have got the
book, 1857 India. Dr. Lohia has said
that it is untrue and unclassical.
Dr. Sen is the author of this book; he
was the head of our archives. He
became the Vice-Chancellor of the
Delhi University; he was given an
honorary doctorate by Oxford in
token of his services to history. Dr.
Lohia is saying that the book is dis-
torted, untrue and unclassical,

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): He had
made many mistakes,

Shri M, C. Chagla: A historian must
have both intellectual freedom and
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intellectual integrity. I do not be-
lieve, and I am sure that the majority
of the hon. Members of this House do
not believe, that g historian should
write history according to a particular
way, that we must regiment our his-

torians and ask the historians to
write history in a particular way.
Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): What is

wrong in expressing a differing view?

Shri M. C. Chagla:
to is the words. ...

What I object

Shri Nath Pai: Historians should
not be regimented, but are the readers
to be regimented? I have read that
book; with great respect to Dr. Sen
I must say that I have found that it
is wrong; Dr, Sen has not caught the
spirit of the War of Independence of
1857. (Interruption).

Mr, Speaker: No discussion. I have
asked the hon. Member to make his
personal explanation and the Minister
is replying.

Shri M. C. Chagla: This book was
published by the Government of India.
It is true,

Shri Ranga: He wrote under the
orders of Government,

Shri M. C. Chagla: 1 will read one
paragraph from the Foreword written
by Maulana Azad, then Minister of
Education,

Shri Ranga: At that time we took
exception to that book.

Shri M. C. Chagla: I would request
Shri Ranga to allow me to proceed.

Shri Ranga: He has become the
Education Minister now. But long
before this, Sir, when you were the
Deputy Speaker, this book was discus-
sed and so many comments were made

by different speakers in this House,
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Mr, Speaker: On the Half-an-hour
discussion that took place, Dr. Lohia
wanted some personaj explanation.
Now The Minister wants to say a few
words on that,

Mo T wAET Wfgar : AW w
3Iq faq arod fear Sar ar ;s 78
W q%E ¥ 9 A av ) I faq
FraR & fgars g@ 1 @ Ao fear
T 97

This is what he

vy

Shri M. C. Chagla:
has said:

“The present book is the result
of the work that Dr. Sen has
undertaken at the commission of
the Government of India.”

Shri Ranga: That was the gravamen
of our charge.

Shri M. C, Chagla: Then he says:

“The only directive I issued was
that he should wrife a book from
the standpoint of a true historian.”

I emphasise that.

o T wAgR wfgar: <
nE F7 FT F 7T 32 g e
18

Shri M, C. Chagla: Then he says:

“Beyond this general instruction
there was no attempt to interfere
with his work or influence his
conclusions. The responsibility
for the selection and interpreta-
tion of events is, therefore, ex-
clusively his. The Government of
India are not in any way com-
mitted by any expression of his
opinion.”

I have got a book here which Dr.
Lohia may read in his leisure time.
It is called 1857 India. Here I have
got a collection of opinions of differ-
ent historians who have taken differ-
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ent views about 1857. There |is

Savarkar who has taken....

Shri Nath Pai: Why don't you re-
publish Savarkar’s book. It was re-
published by Bhagat Singh and Netaji
Subhas Chandra Bose.

Shri M, C. Chagla: That is not the
question.

Mo T wMgT Wfgm ) 7@ £f-
grae  fasgw o & . .

weqw wgveT . q3 AE & AT /K
FE qE QAT A A FT AT
TV HAft ot w2 R E T T S T
¥ o W) ITE "ew w7 O
T qad FI15 FEEE] @ IITE AT
aFar &1

o T wAge wghar:: & A

33T 737 afew 98 ToT W E (TWAWA)

oW WP . W7 uF @IHT
fear & @ 3 «t A qYHT 3T =@nfew

Skri M. C. Chagla: Last but not the
least, Shri Mazumdar, one of the most
distinguished historians of our coun-
try, who is still alive—Dr, Lohia has
quoted him in his support—has taken
that view, I have also got here a
quotation from Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru’s Discovery of India, where he
takes the same view as Dr. Sen.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hosh-
angabad): That is not the last word.
(Interruptions).

Shri C. K. Bhattacharyya (Raiganj):
Sir, it has become difficult for us to
follow the proceedings because of
these continuous interruptions from
the other side,

Mr. Speaker: Has the hon. Minister
of Education concluded?

Shri M. C, Chagla: Yes, Sir.





