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Prof. R.P.Vyas: An Introduction

Name

Dateof Birth
Father'sName
Mother'sName
Quadlification
Career Graph

Teaching Experience

Research Experience :

Subject for Ph.D.

Founder Member

Prof. R.P. Vyas

12th August, 1922
Shri Aidass Vyas
Smt. Inder Kaur Vyas
M.A., Ph.D., LL.B.

Started career as a Teacher at
Rajput High School, Chopasni,
Worked as a Lecturer at S.M.K.
College, Jodhpur University,
Associate Professor & Head of the
History Department, University of
Jodhpur (now J.N. Vyas
University, Jodhpur) retired on 31st
August, 1982.

32 years(Graduate & PG level).
More than two decades

"Roleof Nobility in Marwar1800-
1873 A.D." Rs. 2000/- were
awarded for its publication by the
Univergty.

(1) Rajasthan History Congress
established in 1967.

(2) Shri Jai Narain Vyas Shikshan
Sansthan, Jodhpur.

(3) Mahila PG Mahavidyalaya,
Jodhpur.



10.

11.

12.
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Awards:

Durgadas Gold Medal for meritorious servicerendered inthe
field of History and Culture of Rajasthan and Education.

MaharanaKumbhaaward by MaharanaMewar Foundation
for best servicerendered inthefield of history, literatureand
culture of Rajasthan, 1985.

Honoured by Jagdish Singh Gehlot Research Centre for
valuable servicesrendered in the sphere of Education and
History.

Rajasthan Hindi Granth Academy honour for writing books
on history and culture of Rgjasthan.

Honoured by Sodh Sansthan Shri Dungargarh Churu
Rajasthan for research work and honoured by thetitle'ltihas
Shri'.

Jodhpur Royal House (PurvaMahargjaGaj Singhji) conferred
'Palki Siropav' inthe year 2000.

International Biographical Centre Cambridge CBZ 3GP
England nominated him : 'An International Man of the year
for 1997-98' - A prestigious award.

District Collector Jodhpur honoured him along with afew
personalitieswho did valuabl e servicesto the society in the
respectivefields.

Reverend Saint Satya Mitranand ji Giri hounoured him for
valuable servicesrendered to the society.

Nagrik Abhinandan by the Citizens of Jodhpur on 12-8-98 -
Abhinandan Granth 164 pages published on 12th August,
1998. He was honoured by a cash award of Rs. 51000/-.

'Marwar Ratna for Life TimeAchievement by Mehrangarh
Museum Trust, Jodhpur, 2011.

Bharat Jyoti Award, Indian Friendship Society, New Delhi,
2013.
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Hared: THITET |
T 21ty swrE: 11 - wER

HULIT YT, 3T, UT, STH hl SAThaTsTT
BT, rEARIIT

fordlt foauemat e 981 & = @8 g 919 7 fawg-fagry
3l U faqd STEa 1 AR @ €, 79 91 g9 99 +ft urd § 6
g fate ge1 &+t T TREl & TH 99 B ¥ oS & i few
T o1 ? 3§ TR 12 3T, 1922 38l a’@ & &, Amadl &1
IR, TR Higed H ARATS ST & I IR SR ST,
Sft el ST & 9 H o oEed =g, SiHfd s<ieh R A9 & el
BIe (T=d) T o €9 7 S ] 5 3 Aar-faar 7 o7 g
WEE 4 TH 1 g€ JF AR fFa qayae’ | 38 @l
3T THI &I 9= 9 g fo vfasy § 9 g Steera §
IM: IH: WEASe Ffasn &1, TH ISR =ar At w1 fasm
2T, STt YT S9ThTA b1 TSl & iR HHeg Bl off
g ;S et fa= fa= ww &t e = afifeafae
% gfae § off waq fasfaa gy, T-ATRET & 910l #§ Jeare
1 IMvad Aigd, IA-=AF-Ht H1 s 9o e g @ @
HEATUN A i THIA SO T | ATHRI, S0 Bl & Faed
INNEl

‘g’ gEgul 3 T WR B | S HifS TRAUET T g STER
T | 9% AT UH 9 TG 9 HEWA © | TH TAE IO & IR HT
St TIfe T 1 STedhTa ¥ & U9 I0d Wd & O, TER TS
THawTst, IRER 1 - Aehfae TFIsT & ST, HIA
farerel R Iy famne & TRl 9 goa 9| FHem=<R) | =
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TR o § Afenifae gehfca-geafad g, THYHR ATHH
fyaceis dereet gfavmeTel Jagas 3 ©dl, ALaa-37eaTIH,
ST, e TEH Td Y & 91 91y uTs & wE fYetur
GEAM! 1 Y7: Tad! Y& 3 741 Sitad & 78 faan ax 39 g7
& T St SN0 SAME-IR TSTE™ i AR fren & gfa
I@hod Teieh i IR Hd T o AT FHRTEH TG Ao
& Fea A st SRR =g et g iR uigen werfomme™
ST fereror Teenefi St T 1 999 e W @

oS & TRI0 W g & YUt fahta Y gfehan et & Sel-
STeel Bl €, TR 39 Segl | A @d 9Hd 3RS B off E o
&1 gy 3w B €1 e i & Ug o1 | i =ufe &
grquf faeera # avf @ S © | s9fed o, fas, gfa o HAifa
gar f9g 7 91, THYEE A hi AIRATAT % 93 IS I
TE-Se IEY haR & fod S 9ehdl §, 9P 8§ TR 910 571
a1 §, TR § GFR &, Fife a8 /i T

g T sryntaa ietua faergt

gfaer T ryTia faenet - fedt sfafiasm enfa
srfsta TagATest & fadr of smEerast =g Yod faum § 2.em.
TE W WIG-GITTE H HRRd 9 | s9fed 9! EERA a6
Ft foren gomTe 9 WA B g2 3A feAl # e weata iR
Fleferel Terd X 39 Gell | 294 37 feai siehmR &1 Tsa&iia
gfafiTarst § g7 "= Wl off | 39 il @ha & giawes s
faaret & w9 # el TAfa waifae of | siehmR US| 79t
T 1 JiarTae id U 3T ‘7S S79’ § oF oI 9T fohRan
o | ST 1 TSTEIT alciieel S & 379 F[ of W1 Ters
& S WAl H HIfGAT Lnfad i & HI0T & hIe<R | 329
AT TQ STMIHRT YT & FH Hicksl H Jo9T T gl |
SIS hictsl i aleiarel 29 & AR i I8 deh 319 shied
W Mg HT dicftara 1 & ot o feeret ® i 3
gfaenfiraresi § ariert fAuEg | 9d st drdiesh, seAREost
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Shered, #ff IS 9 S gete a9 e 2H H aiiss Feart
et gt hid U | MUk dfcilared SH 7 TSRAH & 3
Hicrsl Herraal § g aR fasasl gr 1| 9t S §
YR i Arciierd S| Tsrgar sirafeges § fasell W@ 91 1942
T ST AR SAAitaeh IiaariTal § 9T o arefl IsTqar a4
% 319 fararet W1 ¥ 1945 H 3Taeh! TSI arciiend 214 i
HEE TR AT Ao B § 3T A GHE, 9SS, hord
3R wrd Affa o | 38 YR T gfasmam Jagas = feeret
&% &9 H o sfaftued faaret & ®R &t 'fd sAfsd i 3R
T T e ST & dehlal AfeeRiiEl &1 faqry & fean |

T, Fefers, AUl e Usa 'R & saftrare
T IO QYA T Yfasr FRER s1waret, sTqentaa fereret & €9
H eust I Bfa AR 9 IR hell TAfd 3 dowe AU
foren favTh st wiew wa ARaTs T<a & fYren w3t @ s gopE=
g =1 etr@l o1 ar o T | fran fgeres it e 3o fommfd
& fod dor & u-wy Tl St A & feud 9 IR
HARATE T & qhTai e Wit e Ui st guparatag ST=Risei
R & ©A1fd 9 diell’ faaret 9| gak feere! sr.dt. =™ 31
T B JH STATHRIRE & =R 99 T WA Sied § S
FTsqeTar, T Bd 9Iel, Fedn-Hiek, HIA g, aREad,
STeATITaTd SR AT St Sr& =i uil 1 faesra fean |
FHIETR § & & R 0T ATk TgTAH AfRI & SMER ®EA
|

WA-UfadT | Sifaentarsia ot gaie

a7 faenef Sftam § o129 7= i STl Biel ol wefHehdn
TR JAT THYHE TH 7 Bl o A1 FHIGHA &iad ford | 95,
I, Fad-w™ S8 Sdaea | fayfta @e 5@ e
SifaerTars & &5 | Jav1 1 37 ot fomn foret ufaeqst & emash
T ArhfE] &I HdR o T | T GH SIS YR A A
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= e Jan faaret & fad Iaa, foven faum, dfte gfererm
Fg R T qaredi § TSt ¥ T WHRT & Tol AT
e T T3 |

39 feAi SreqR w1 SraTe 818 ha O ugdl, ¥ T
T8I0 TS BIA STEATIH TN 1 ST TIT&T07 TeAq™ o 3R
T It hlaw Hed 39 A & fYaa wa foran fewe 9
Iae R.UT. =8 7 37fd Ieifed feeet 89 & &R, faarst
Jf¥T&T0 1 TS o0 g, TH A H T=uiE s & w9 H
SiifarehT TRE 1 AR e & THa o Faiiys areniad e o=
oS | AT fereor FXem # wa gfawnsti @ e, 3wt 99
Truren =1 g & & 1 Afias wdesa wH § 379 Si-99 9
T2 TH | YT TAhigaal iR ANfad siteq 95fd &1 SR

T i SISl AT e off |

STt T~ TR i &RIEL & &9 H g & 9 & FHfa
el &1 Wil 3R TGl & ¥ TR & FR1eT01 & fod aRars
I 7 FAE Yferd aE & 9EA, Th hier ° Cq= giirerm
whe el AR hliad WEd Hhi ¥elle T AT Jiargie W,
ekt Tu=faer fregerd o2 faam)

T gfrero wha &1 oo &g fafafea S8 o7 g
¥ ? ARATS & YT, SRl -qarfedl | wed fog M| #E
SIS 1 GiE a7 T, TR Hidd Ted & JATd & AT
Ta T AR fae e e & fad <a T v yivnem ¥ 89
TYTeTor WX 1 TIMHh TSR Sl SATESH A A SHALHl &
STeS[E It I § 91 | Fies Sfad &1 W ST &
-1y fErargt w1 ATHRTHdl, AIIMEAG SeHfavard 36
e - YU H T g3l | /S 999 & 915 AU I | 98-d
B, deleel I 3TTeh! HIW ST I€11 R i =9 Hft 7< el
B, R H oft eyt frersh & €9 H USR] Hifd 98 R e
M| AH-TSH i ThHal & sedrd & o4, o AESt &l
STt 3791 ISt H AN 1 B wet, 9} e Wed ¥ Td
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I T @ IR EET o AT Dl 3T=IF Tl i F9g 3TIH &
19, SHqR % @R Tha § Joen foran |

‘mﬂa’

YR H AR THe B ST & SRA st 4 T 9a
foran for STeh 3= GeehH! AeaTaes Serfores Jraaredl | 34 9%
¢ H U | @R THa & Neafores FaeE A9 T ST
FEAT HT TG Wholl § FAAT ST AT| TG WAl Dl TS
FAFIA- TR T AT Hid T AYA ol A7 Afosg &
IR § o= foran @ 3 ST9 oa 1 U™ g7 | 79 | o=
I3 AWIT W VARE Hl AT TH, Narfores Argared wi
YT FHleh AT o H Isorael Tfasd i HHAT GI-Hifaeht
THTMRNE?

i ufiferfai | off aeara ST W@l o1 | YRd WA= &l T4,
TA-FIa TR Hiad a9 370 e 9 9 fagra w®
& | TSR UT Tfed & 71 3R st SR &9 & Age |
AR YT T HEa 7 QT hi SIS AHICAT | TSRMET ST STHAT
TeH A B Edl i oA fHer o5 & I o911 T8 TER &
sttt &1 gfte # 3eremm feenfedl g sifSfa sifdami,
TSohi, HeTd-TId H1 HI Heed S 7 of | TA.T., TH.TE.H.
SR drw= 2l w1 fefira fod s weell & & o yow |
TEATTSh SR o1 W& 9 | 3T & H Yeafores Arearsti 1 &
TS Sereren o7 | T AU § HifdaH Jagas faarss A
T H1 HgH BIeH JHHT § F3HL, TA.T., TTA.SF. SrEd
3= rerforer Areais w1 ifSia w3 1 ke feran | weTgES
3R Tdl & Sfiad T3 Terad & SRA S Hl TaE 95 g/
A s wigsh 1 T3 eifad go-ag 3uew ‘ eraeiqive’ § =gd
9o Tyt | ¢ sTastdiye’ (79 Siueh T oA1) I8t o5 1 Afad
39T o | TSreehT o 9% ® T wd o1 ffew aament, oo &t
qof $HMERT | HH H 1 A HI G S H1e GR Hhedl i
et quifa & STt § | o 61 G S 1 Gd & T TS St
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I AT S W A HEaEned | AT 99 1 Hehed
feran 3R T 31ea9a 79 | 92 79 | 37 feAi &1 o1 § 59 S
& THa Hics § 3faerd &l T Hed (TH.T.) 99 |
3R A (&) FT HeAThTal § o hidl off | 3799 TA.T sfae™
B gav faen 8iR Teq teem w9e wd ufism 9 sfaerw # waw
H1 Uy Sfsia &1 AR Wy & WA A TA.Ta . I
TS IR, Sfifaeh] &AM &1 AfdRea Al «ft gera o)
el TSTET GG ¥ 1 TR 98 TR A 3= To187 YHR B 3k M®
T HIfgaed @idl a9 A9 EredMl & JSihg qelfaaned §
sfaee & e () e U1 SR § LIET=ol
BT 3T Tea! TRERITER USTeh1d et | hid @ iR o1 o
QR § 77 TAUd TH.TH.&. Hicrs § Sfaerd & JIeamds I8 T
FHEW LI T 1962 H AW SiuqR fovafaaea & sfae™ &
STEATdT U8 T e &1 T |

AT hl AR IS F Tl foreme! S9 02 geahl T8 e,
Y & g sfaer s1eddr & SR Swifdam A AR, TsErEt
% WAl 9 A HI 1 A § 7 T

YA & YT, YIEATTeh THYERS 1 ©Aifd e sfagrfag el
FAREEE 9T & Ry # ‘A % Tefadt 319 arars
(1800-1873) ' faera W sieqe favafaarea 9 diwa.€l. 3wy
SIS 1 | FIATR § G1. SIRY IH oft o9ah iy v |

a8 1970 3. § o9 Sy fovafaemea & sfagm fawm #
TeX 9afa g 31X 1982 . B faum & 1e7et ug § Yanf1g< gu |
9 YHR Sed & Jaig § ©d-He & aiad Sl Si9 g
HifaaH feeret o1, Siad & Sais § 99 & HifdaH ST
T 3fder STEd s TiRg dfed gu|
HaHG: W%D%ﬁ

YA-HT & A 9 Al & HH BITHL AT~
LAY & e’ & | g9 81 Ui & TRfied | = g ol
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ql 3Taeh HYHT AT AT i odesh oA 3 31 S| el
YRR 1 W sl # 59 afires oiR aurge miss s &t
rfersat | ureEds faTe Sran ©, 99 I A SAfR i T S R
st 7 31! fre-wfafas Steq=at &1, 92w &t yee afig §
TUTHRL, TTURMEAT &1 TUSH Fafehcarie M &1 s19an gresfas
feM ¥ H=<aaq a9 & I TR STarTen 9%a gLl 39
fed go@ yga ofrum Afard iR =mam & fod, frafaa
TH-83 T 79 "o oy foran | fafaad T+ ol o =R
(T &t 9i) ¥ fovafomed & Iga SH-o 3E fwa
STOT oIS YOMell § A IREdd w2 o e @E-99 &l
Tt foran | 9=l 1 e - Afe T fomml W sTo st
Ied A @ T TN W AR # el 1! T ' €
= oA W aAfasr fean 8, S=2M o 99 W @ R
o €1 € dfceh 3T ST R off SR & 91 € 1 1. T99Ee St
Y W IE T HYF IO e afared 2 g

wdifafea ¥ o gftest smamil &1 92/ 39 frergfa =
oIS =g Tfss Wa 9 dt 2 @ R famg enfe gaifeaai 61 @
@ BT T I SR | W st 7 fasem, sty -ae ik
Al % Y- - AAA SE T 1 Ul SR Y
fean iR st Testt, Tt Ukt 71 1 <1, AWl & e < fam
IS FeTeh! i TRTeh, GHI 9o oIl Y& ohl | SaTud=1 3119 &
B WET IeE wd W) AgHg’ A TE 9 R gere w1 o 39
T gehl &1 S@1| 39 o 99 iR frafaa fga-<die @
gwd gaTl foh auet IR Twfd oik dasmifa ga: gansdi 4 s
o ot

el FHrome 3 S © o S/ 7 96 i aest &
Y FLA-HFLd Y GG B Il 7, q9 oftfaw wfgd
ST AT FH B STl § | Fifoh a9 3Uh SgaA H HIideh
Tl (aret afe) fawfaa & St €1 & feafa § o8 w9a =1
T 7 EhT ITHT Tl o1 S1a1 ¥ 1 e off, 12 ot o 39
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Y Fehd § qal ol &l T8I Fehdl 1ok ST § IS oIt §H %
-9 e 96 | 2 T fae ot 3§ =fed & 99d 9
A 3 <1 B | SHIfd o & e T HEE ged 8 S §
S i Ae-aTdih! @ # ot € TQ &, 9o i arel i
FIAA T, T, e o foaet 8 € |

SierqR fergarfaemera # i forerenmd T0.T. 1 g9raehTed
HET YTd: 7 1 § ARE Bt off | UTd: 7 991 & S el gl
e Ig o WIEaTTsh 9gM ol acaR el &Idl o i1 39 fod
Tgd AR TN S TSl AT | WL SR AT St T STAH g
I HT HeRd A1 Tferll & Hod T A ANH HT a8@ G
e & &R, 3= oIca og (IR gk fovafaemea wg=m #
g foahd 7 off | 270 : IR TR g I8 qeh Jeell YIS e
T qra<! & 91 9T |

Tf, T 3R W W AA-IE W FHK B U< G
TS TRTE & Toad el § 999 i fo@ Usd | 31 ar
Feherl < B gg ¥ a1tk fTenterd o1 @md &1 fgfem § aeer
TMa TEHren faenef W g w1 gHgesdr S dd I I
=] THRIHF & Tod BT 3T | TN, AT i FeiT-hedl 3R
qsTid | genfoq S fammef aee-uee | 3% STar SEel
‘TIRE TR 1 99 5 TRA’ hI Ik RERHAHRL IMH Hel H
T X A | 39 e g H WL =AEST I, s A
AR AT 1 FeTsh et B

Tty §, sfaerm o1 foenef =€ § denfy #3 g & s
tfqerfaes fea<di-37eive &1 Tert Tfasey (Yoq) 794 &l
KT 1 UTa A off 3TR SHeRt yewi Ut : fohan Xt off | 5
TRRTHT 7ed ¥ et STUHT 3TReTeh = Thel &l Tl ot
e g € T foemer erer w0 ufedi <g oot of, oot €
T a1 &€ 0 9 & | 98 380 TIUE i HERAT, W I hi
TE< B W 79 97| 39 Td & & SR e FHER 1 i
AT I HX SIS Ghdl o7 | AESH 3R fovafgame™d & T
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forereh, 3% 99 & 99 B i QA Sl 38, T, 3Ierd fam
% T hl WL TS Dl IHT IEe] W TE 3R Y 9l |
€ SATES o HET JAI W ITd: 7 o 791 3R faumr =61 ufg=
ST Then foren = an| 39! A a1 TR &1 . stean o=
T 93 &I ISR o, 99 THas favarg 0. SAmEst & S
S AT TH 99T & 920 9 W SR = Si |

FHTAR § Gl TAST TINE =R i o9 Hi o g gfgal
T HEshel W FART Hd gU fovafoane 9g=- ol | 3T i
it feerd 3TqH oTam 9, 9gd dSh Hsfchel W SIHa=l ohicTsl
ATl *T 3R 9gd U AU YTd Tl HiTe il g @
F O YR H alredt IR, fasreht fauet #1 ywed geT §
FOd-gEhd, fdt Gt gt 9 sfaard, sifga aEfea = we §
o, UEArs ¥ YH: 39 " W A9 <90 B S |

SR fovafaae § T Aeaameia, 999!, sTenfad,
U, fTex, Tt wd U et sameard & sTest €9 § STaeh!
Tt Sfa o= 1, TSt g 9t Tewd! q1eamdes fean &id 9|
3T IO dk I, TGS SHATAE & 3teftereh, =d Fae € Td
B o fovered JUHRiQIdn o1 ST9eTs Had shrdehial qui foha | =751
A=Y & IHAA SaRehTA B of 319 Afen fagraa! =i i
U YR T o @ | FHlors T.HLH. e & oft st etfered
T © |

. IR.G. =AY ST o UG A a3, Uew & ke
TeTfaeneral - favafaaner™l § Teamq Y YR @ATfa Afsid i |
s tfqerfgs Uu fa@ iR g™ Afgard o, 19 STIR
Fad® & fad 9@ wd € | Torum sfaem, fawivest arars &
sfaer, T aren 3R Eifecd & TAdEddiEE & A |
EITd 91, gL @ HE hl AU Teerd Yl ARAL. TS HY
STHIHROT GiaeT TR A&l W THE § | W ST 6 iR .
G AreR oft 9. SRR A8 % T e ® ¥
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HERER )

Tt rerETe fovi™ | wfed STl o1 AS-iqeh, AT,
anfefer wa Hitepfaer qRGea § reggm-fagero i g afe sfaem
7, @ 9. IR = hl Sfaerd gEe’ wEl |1 Hehdl § | SR
T S ARETS IR SR HS i AREeTe TR
Yiehfaes TR &t & U Hel JHIU Sl 2|

ORaTs 3fae YfHs AReMeaR TSeard ot Tes & a9
AR d=dl SAT<Ied &1 gseyqfd #, ARae aH=wmal &
JTasTert 27U fyrenfusiiE & w8d 3R dokTel Aidtare &
Hifdae faaret | ©d Sa § o9 sfaer™ a9m a9t | sfas™
faog # Ta.T., W-T=.E & FrFar Afa w3 9 sfagre,
AT AR S fovafaame & sfaed faum % et 9T,
21 . A *1 H-T=. N ot AT IR SHE i AT Areifafe
T ARETS 1800-1873 T.El. ' AT 5. ¥ 1800-1873 & HIT@UE H
ARETE § |H=aTg i fient | favafasmed | e & |rg-a
AT ek Ufaertass Ueli o1 freuo foan ) sfaem fasa &
Tt T TRl JIEATIh] T HHmE! Sl 1 AR fwar|
iy v & ®Y § o wienffE 1 vy & § Aniey
feram

TR UfeTideh e T HERIT Yard, Harg HeRIv TSITHE,
TR0 HFT, St STERE =19 e & Sfteq W) Tfaeriaes oo
TEF W T Td qERR AfSd fhd | IRare sfae™ W oed @
TYHE § INEH T ANETS & Yaqd Herrsn st Tertagst 3 s
2000 ¥. H 31Ukt ‘ qrereh! fadtar’ ge R wrfad fohan | Beag
e FerST AFTEE YRI% ToRTe TNy 9EE % H8 Il
Td W T gR UM fhd SH el 91 ARarg 3 JEhR
T, 999 9fafd & 939N & ®9 ° AT g dul q%
foram | 3 T8 7 IS FHHE HREAE 3@ TERR Tl TR
ek Toha |
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T 1967 H WI. ARG =G S 7 oy fedt wiig’ &t
TATYT 1 3R T8 1967-70 % 3T Sg< el ( a9 1970-76
qoh Thedl, I8 1984 H YHIS= o | I 2009 #H U™ et
FHTIG & Al 1.5 AeIfaaed § STEsa ' Jere™ feedt &g’
% 259 T3 i I IR STLASTAT HI h1 TS SAIHRT He |

STHEA TN 1 ATeA-THhEHE T, TR I =19 gRI 9073 -
I W I5-T Aard SR | fohan | 37 9equl &R &
o U o U foren s g ¥ |

Tt favre, Mo AT -094, IR 3faed fawaes dia
ol 9§ TR g, Sfad % 93 6 | qui gg, sfagr qEW i
SIERIEIN

HULRT YT, 3T, UT, ST ht THTST AT

FHIAUoE B A Sfaq w1 diedfear & fod =) w&woi 9
IHOT BT, fETE S| T € 1 ¥ 9% K §-1. "4g-fag w2
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Of Culture & Language :
A Case Study of United Provinces

Prof. (Dr.) Himanshu K.Chatur vedi

Inthe present times, an ordinary observer of political
process of communalism may jump to a conclusion that
mandir-masjid controversy lies at the very bottom of
difference, rather politics of difference between Hindus
and Muslims. But examining on the scale of culture-
language and its identification with communities the
historical interpretation looksvery different However, if
one digs out into the historic rumbles of the politics of
difference between the two communities, one may find the
basis of the creation of differenceliesin other formin the
province of NWP & Avadh. The Communalization of Hindu/
Urdu controversy cannot be simply traced back to divisive
politics of colonial rulers. It should also be looked upon as
acrisis of new elite that emerged in Indiain the later half
of the nineteenth century. The source of the deeper
controversy shall be traced out from the complicated
working of the elite politics and caste and communal
rivalries, as historians of |eft |eanings have projected. They
look upon the issue only in context to administrative and
economic structural changes occurring during the times,
not accommodating the rise of new identity through
language, a powerful ingredient of culture that has been
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suppressed deep during the preceding centuries. It cannot
belooked upon, as argued by many, only as an anxiety and
ambitions of the North Indian Brahmin elite, tormented by
the entrenched power of the Muslim upper classes and
jealous of the Kayastha monopoly over the service sector,
sustained the energies of the Nagari/Hindi movement.
Devanagari was opposed not only to the Persian script, but
alsotoKaithi, avariant of the Nagari script that was popul ar
amongst Muslims and Kayasthas. To some, it may seem
logical that to displace a community it was necessary to
repress the assumed markers of its identity and cultural
basis of its power. But, on the contrary one has to argue
that during these changing times (mid of the 19" century)
different lingua-cultural groups were shaping up only on
the basis of their past roots, each demanding a space mostly
denied in earlier times. Thus the hostility towards the
Persian script or demand for the language of masses
coalesced with the attack against the syncretic culture
associated with the hegemonic Awadh Muslim elitewith a
believe in carrying forward the imposed language not
identified with the masses of the region and at some stage
was borrowed from the Mughal court as official language
of Awadh, fusing theissue of language asabasis of religious
division for future. Thus, historically theissueisto looked
uponinsuch light also.

On the contrary it’s also a fact that one has to
understand that English did not rule Indiaon the power of
guns but on the basis of ideol ogy which in the 19" century
was a mixture of English thought of colonial governance
of civilizing Indiawith clear design of crippling and dividing



the basic features of the civilization itself for its own
existence in which Macaulay’s policy if civilizing India
ended the eraof Orientalsand process of modernizing Indian
communities began. But a seriousthought will suggest that
Macaulay was only executing the idea of Anglicizing,
ideological ground of Biblical intervention was aready laid
down through William Jones and Cecil Rhodes had
contemplated avision of Imperial World Parliament. L ater
on other Western Indologists, like H.H.Risley gave further
impetus to the process of de-constructing Bharat to re-
construct India, which was greater ideol ogical need suited
to the ruler. In the course of such modernization issues
related to the system of education in India got directly
linked to two vital factors. Firstly what shall betheidea of
educating the Indians and secondly the medium of
instruction.

The structural changes which started in the 19"
century later half, undoubtedly effected the traditional
moulds the old society ( pre 1857) were vanquished in
their final attempt at rehabilitating their former power and
statusin 1857. They were too exhausted and weakened to
embark upon afresh enterprisein near by future. Thus, the
policy of colonizers regarding India underwent a
metamorphosis after 1857. Itsformer orientation towards
support of the new progressive forces within the Indian
society was replaced by agrowing gravitation and support
to the conservative forces of that society. New forces
proved catalyst in national awakening undoubtedly, termed
as‘middleclass’ but onissues of greater consequences (to
avoid divide) they couldn’t check theforcesunleashed by



24 Professor R.P. Was Memorial Lecture-VII

British Government in which they were apart consciously
or sub-consciously.

The rise of this new class ‘middle class’ has been
subject to many academic arguments between Cambridge
scholarsand Indian historianswith Marxist leaningsand to
Gramci’sinterpretation of organic and inorganic substances.
However, this paper does not intend to go in thisargument.
Only purpose to mention this aspect is to briefly draw
attention to theissue on the factsthat politics of difference
was more closely related to theinterests of thisclass. With
the growth of representative institutions and new
professions there seems to be political and economic
considerations more embedded than religion, at least
initially. Later ontwo major ingredients of culture- language
and religion werevociferously used to counter any logical
issues. If we take into consideration one important issue
of Congress activitiesin NWP & Avadh, later on United
Provinces (henceforth referred as U.P.), one can simply
suggest that area is lesser effected with activities of
Swadeshi and Revolutionaries till 1906, if compared to
Maharashtraand Bengal. Contrary to this, the new Muslim
intelligentsia, with its seat at Aligarh, issuggestive enough
toreflect that new politics of identification was created in
U.P. which was purely politically-economically conscious,
later on hijacked by communalist on the issue of separate
electorate. This is to suggest, that the environment of
change created by the Imperial Government produced new
openings accompanied by new challenges for newly
emerging middle class. Theway they responded initially to
such change was the basis of modern communalism, as
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suggested that  modernism and communalism were the two
sides of the same coin’ On this ground, this paper is an
effort to search language as the basis of identification of
culturein United Provinces. .

Theissue of use of Court language, new government
jobs, political seats and medium of instruction in education
set the pace for the structural changein Indian society. Of
these issues Language and State affairs were prior
importance to the governed, as well as to the governing.
The government had a clear thought of these issues.
However, prior to 1857 language displacement in the
official policy was adopted but it did not made any impact,
communally. But post 1857 the language issue wasthefirst
underlying current which brought two major language
groups of U. P. to debate upon their cultural identities
culminating to the breaking of the spirit of 1857 which had
witnessed the Hindus and Muslims shoul dering the common
cause. As the political situation in India changed
considerably after the failure of Indian uprising of 1857.
The resulting political configuration gave rise to a series
of problems concerning the adaptation of the politically
conscious Indians to the new system. In their attempt to
come to terms with the altered political situation, the
politically conscious Indians could not offer a common
response. They mostly differed sharply among themselves
intheir interpretation of the situation aswell as evaluation
of their own roles.

Prior to 1857, there had been few noteworthy changes

on theissue of language. In 1830 the court of Directors of
the EIC advised the government in Indiato introduce English
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as the language of public businessin all its departments.
But they asked the court of law to be excluded from the
operation of this instruction. Their argument for the
exclusion of courtswas* It is highly important that justice
should be administered in language familiar to the litigant
parties and to the people at large.2 In 1836 the government
of NWP, circulated an order in Hindi stating that on account
of Persian being the language of the courtsthe peoplewere
put to inconvenience and difficulty, that hence forth they
would be free to submit their petitions to the Sadar Board
in Hindi written either in Persian or Nagari character, and
that the Board and replies would be in the script of the
petition. It isevident that though the scripts suggested were
two, the language chosen was Hindi. A year later (1837)
regional languagesin different provinceswere substituted
for Persian, but in NWP Bihar and CP the choice went in
favour of Urdu in Persian script and the Nagari character
was shut out.> However, thisdid not made any seriousimpact
on communitiesand largely it wasonly agovernmenta affair
to decide upon. One may assumethat prior to 1857 language
was asubject only related to official circleswith no political
bearings of any magnitude on communities.

The perception that Persianized |anguage could not
fulfill social needs was strengthened by the founders of
the Fort William College. Since, then emphasis was put
more on Hindustani.* Though, outside U. P. (then, it wasin
1825 that the British granted Urdu the status of court
language) its opposition assumed social colour asrevival
of Sanskrit was started in Poona and Culcutta. It was the
first reactionary sort of lingua movement in the 19
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century, urging upon the use of Devnagari script. Itsmain
purpose was not to rely upon superiority of language rather
then search for own identity, and hence on momentum
gathered steadily to announce Arabic and Persian asalien
languages and attempt started to free the indigenous
languages from foreign influence. Resultantly the British
wel comed this new devel opment as an opportunity to further
divide the two major communities to pitch them against
each other.

While emphasizing upon the fact of communal
disharmony based upon linguistics, one has to understand
the importance of the same in the modern time. Though til|
19" century language was (and now also) the chief source
of cultural identification but the structural changeswhich
started shaping new Indiatransformed language, along with
cultural identification, into commercial identification.
Vernacular medium and employment got so intermixed after
Wood's Dispatch that in the later half of the 19" century
the issue became eco-cultural. It is atruth that, of all the
forms of social interaction, the language people speak is
the most compelling and enduring source of cultural
identity. Cultural identities and differencestend to follow
linguistic lines. Major differences in customs, values,
attitudes and ritual s tend to be accompanied by differences
in language and similarity in language tend to reinforce
similarities in social behavior®, as psychologists and few
historians have suggested firmly. But that’s where Indian
story widely differs from West, as language differences
were only one part of identity where as customs, values,
rituals and attitude hardly had difference. All erupting from



28 Professor R.P. Was Memorial Lecture-VII

common root.

Analyzing the Indian situation since ancient times
one findsinteresting that scholarly interest in languagein
India is reflected in ancient literary and philosophical
writings. Many such works have been credited with detailed
linguistic observation. However, none of these work throws
any light on the social consequences of the linguistic
diversity in India. Thisis to state that lingua difference
didn’t have any political bearings®

From the above discussion, two conclusions can be
drawn regarding language and identity. Firstly, language was
not apolitical question before 1857, though changes were
sought by the government in that era and secondly, the
cultural and economic questions were not vital issuesin
context to language as the language of the ruler was
different. The sense of common enmity towards British
among the Hindus and Muslimsin the uprising of 1857 is
suggestive enough of thefact that at time was no animosity
between two communities on such issuesisevident. It would
be more interesting if one analyzed the role of language
during the uprising of 1857 in the form of slogans for
mobilization. A perfect blend of unity can then bewitnessed.
This can be traced from the files of vernacular press,
specially Urdu histories written in Persian and Urdu soon
after the suppression of the uprising and a number of
Proclamationsissued by the rebels during 1857 — 58. The
Proclamation indicates simultaneously “ ruin of religious
classes specially pandits, faquirs and other learned
men.”” Apart from thisthe appeal to unity and protection of



Professor R.P. Was Memorial Lecture-VII 29

deen aur dharma’ is made in amost all Proclamations
issued by Nana Saheb, Khan Bahadur Khan and others. From
the linguistic point of view the Proclamation indicate that
rebels used a very simple language which one may term
Hidustani (already defined in reference), they are bilingual
in nature, printed in Nagari and Urdu scripts and languages
targeted for commoners. Use of word like mans, paji,
chohar, bairi, be-dharma, chatur, and dhar, are commonly
found.®

Use of simple language was not confined to the
Proclamations of Awadh. Reference may be madeto Khan
Bahadur Khan's Bareilly Proclamation. Thisis addressed
to the local chieftains* ap sab raja log bade dharam aur
khoobiyon wal e sakhi data, bardasht karne wal e bahadur
ho aur samhalne wale apne dharma aur auro ke dharma
ke ho.” 8 In this proclamation words like “ Sarir” (Body),
“Reet” (Customs), “ Rand” (Widow), “ Dharam Sati, Raj
Dharam’ (Duty Of The Sate) “ Desh” (County) have been
used. It denotes that till 1857, their existed no linguistic
dispute between two communities and Urdu, Awadhi and
Braj (Brij) phraseology are used extensively.®

As the Proclamations are in mixed language, the
thrust isalso upon Hindu —Muslim unity, asin most cases
theemphasisislaidto protect Hinduismand Islamand itis
the duty of Indiansasawhole. Thiscan bewitnessed asin
the form of address these Proclamations made such as
“Hindu and Musalman brothers” °. The author of
Zafarnama, waqya-i-gadar, refersto the rebels slogansin
Awadh: “ Deen tu Duee Den, Hindu ka Dharam Musalman
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kalman” . Furthermore, rebels assume Hindu and Musalman
as descendent from one father “ Ek Pita Ke Duee Putra, Ek
Hindu Ek Turk inka choli daman ka saath” .1° Durga Das
Bandhopadhyay, aBritish employee posted at Bareilly refers
to rebels slogans: “Hindu Musalman Ek, Ram Rahim EKk,
Shri Krishna Allah EK”.** Thus, language as a mode of
communication and mobilization in 1857-58 bears enough
testimony that there was no politico-cultural difference
between Hindu and Muslims, at |east on linguistic front.

Within fifty years after 1857 India witnessed the
process of change which was unprecedented in its earlier
history. The economic policiesof the Imperial government
along with the spread of western education and
administrative changes (chiefly introduction of the local
self government and modern courts) produced anew middie
class which became the carrier of nationalism and
modernism but could not prevent the wedge among the
major communities. However, one hasto seetwo emerging
parallel lines in interpreting modernism that country
witnessed. The social reform movement is essentially a
forerunner to the emergence of Nationalism along with
certain different catalyst factors also, which has been
interpreted only aby- product of western thought process
in Indiaby many scholars. But thefailureto recognizethe
importance and substance of the resurgence of Bharat —
contesting emerging modern India as aresultant factor of
social reform movement, which so far has been grossly
overlooked. Especially those in defense of true tradition,
havelarger roleto play in emergence of nationalism which
can be termed only as shift to political governance rather
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than understanding it as shift from its root. But this has
been diametrically argued by many scholars. A definiteline
of step up process can be clearly drawn, starting from
Bankhim to Aurobindo encompassing apolitical |eadership
based on the principles of cultural roots, rather than any
borrowing from the west. Perhaps each bracketed in this
category were driven by afact that one ought to havefaith
In its own roots, thus connecting language as a source of
cultural inspiration rather than looking at it only as a
political-economic issue.

Thus, few among the new middle class became catalyst
factor in thisdramaof friction between Hindu and Muslims,
especially in Northern Indiaand U. P. played aleading role
inthiscrisiswhich started on the issue of language. It was
this question of the authenticity of the identity of the
languagesthat led to major cleavagein the language politics
of Northern India .Broadly speaking, the linguistic
controversy, rather requirement of the professions (post
1857) was now divided into two sections, firstly, What
should be the medium of education and secondly, what
should be the language of public offices?'? Both issues
clearly wererelated to the emerging middle class. Question
IS, was it only on political and economic lines or
nationalistic lines need deeper probe?

In NWP while protest began to assert against the
Persian laden Urdu within afew yearsof linguistic change
of 1837. The advocacy for Hindi produced some results
and in 1854, the government of NWP instructed the district
authoritiesthat the village revenue of official papers should
be maintained in Hindi and Devnagari script. In 1856,



32 Professor R.P. Was Memorial Lecture-VII

another order was sent out calling upon junior officer of
the Revenue Department to learn the Nagari character and
telling them that if they did not carry out the order, their
serviceswould be dispensed with.:

In NWP, the case of Hindi was taken up by certain
individuals of whom one Raja Shiv Prasad was more
prominent. Asan Inspector of Schools he wasagovernment
official also representing the new middle class. He
presented the first serious demand diplomatically. He set
aside the Hindu — Urdu controversy and merely proposed
that the Nagari script should be substituted for that of Urdu.
All that Raja Shiv Prasad’'s proposal meant to secure was
the script should be Nagari and the language may continue
to be Persian laden Urdu. Both, the protagonists of Hindi
and Urdu did not react favourably. The protagonists of Hindi
were critical of thisand Urdu supporters would not agree
to a script which was not suitable for Persian words.*
Government reply to same was ambiguous. But an
interesting reaction to Raja Shiv Prasad’s petition can be
found in the letter of Sir Sayyed Ahmad Khan (then in
London) written to one of hisfriends, “I have received a
news of concern that Hindus are excited on apetition given
by Babu Shiv Prasad and they are contemplating to get rid
of Persian and Urdu which is so symbolic of Muslims” .14
One must understand that both Raja Shiv Prasad and Sir
Sayyed Ahmed Khan were representing the new middle
classintelligentsiaof U. P. and pro British in their attitudes,
which was in transition. The following excerpts from a
statement given by the Raja to the education commission
givesan ideaof the controversy. “It wasin 1868 that | wrote
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amemorandum on court character in the Upper Provinces.
My object wasto speak only about the character” .

Althoughin 1870s Hindi was adopted asthe language
of the lower courts, first in Bihar and then in the Central
Provinces. British officialsin the Upper Provincesresisted
the demand, partly on the ground that Urdu was the
vernacular at least in Awadh and partly becausethey did not
wish to cause Muslim dissatisfaction.** Moreover, recent
research has suggested that, as a subject of study in the
schools in North-WestProvinces and Awadh, Urdu had
gained ground relative to Hindi. In 1860-61, 11,490 boys
were studying Urduin govt. schoolsand in 1873, 48,229, a
percentage increase over 219. The equivalent figures for
Hindi were 69,134 and 85,820, a percentage increase of
2417 Curiously before 1857 there was as institution in
Benares opened by a Hindu Philanthropist named Jai
Narayan Ghosh which taught English, Persian, Hindi and
Bengali. Muslim studentsfreely entered it.®

By 1870 the new education policy and the
administrative and judicial jobs (closely related to
professionals) became a matter of prime importance in
NWP and Awadh in which language was a crucial factor,
gpecidly injudiciary. InNWPand Awadh Musimsheld 44.8
and 45.9 percent respectively of the executiveand judicial
appointments, in relation to an overall population proportion
of 13.4 percent. This was incidentally the highest
proportion, if compared to Bengal, Madras and Punjab in
respect to population verses jobs.?® Other than this
government’s new policy of administrative changes brought
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district boards and municipalities which started the idea of
political identification of community in which again
language and identity and mobilization were crucial
factors.?® This made the issue of court language a very
important factor for the two communities.

The Provincial Report for 1873-74, specifically
stated that 71 percent of the boys spontaneously chose to
be taught in Hindi in preferenceto Urdu. The Hindi-Urdu
controversy was carried to the Education Commission in
bitter stains. The Muslim educationist and reformer Sir
Sayyed Ahmed Khan told the commission for Urdu that
Hindi wasread only by the people of lower ranks, engaged
in petty trades. Thiswas a sort of rejection to the script of
natives. Onthe contrary the advocates of Hindi condemned
the Persian script as worthless and liable to mislead law
court clients, as it was not the language of masses. Hindi
case was put forward by Bhartendu Harishchandra, the
foremost figurein Hindi literary world. He examined in 50
pages statement the various aspects of Hindi and Urdu and
said: “Inall civilized countries the language spoken by the
people and the character written by them are also used in
courts. Thisisthe only country where the court languageis
neither the mother tongue of the ruler nor the subject.?
Further in 1895 —96 it wasfound that in Provincial schools
the number of student offering Hindi had declined in
contrast to Urdu. This fall was again a matter of concern
for Hindi leaders. They pleaded with the government that
itspolicy was proving inimical to Hindus and Hindi.

Inlate 1890’ sthe agitation for introduction of Hindi



Professor R.P. Was Memorial Lecture-VII 35

in law courts was stepped up. In 1898 a deputation under
Pt. Madan Mohan Malviya, perhaps one of the greatest
proponent of language-culture-roots and modernism, led
the delegation to Lt. Governor on the issue. Decision to
the same was take in 1900, the decision to the aboveis as
follows:

1.  All persons may present their petition or complains
either in Nagari or in the Persian character, as they
shall desire.

2. All summons, proclamation and the likein vernacular
Issuing to the public from the courts or from the
revenue officials shall be in the Persian and Nagari
charactersand the portionin thelatter shall invariably
befilled up aswell asin the former.

3. No person shall be appointed, except in a purely
English office, to any ministerial appointment hence
forward unless he can read and write both the Nagari
and Persian character.?

Hindi Speakerswere not satisfied with this order and
took it asthe mercy rather than justice and Urdu supporters
took it aswrong done to Urdu. They held public meetings
and condemned the decision as an attack on Urdu and urged
the government to withdraw the orders. Thus, the gulf, which
was not political, created in 1837 by the substitution of
Urdu for Persian, had no impact upon 1857, but with the
turn of the century the two linguistic groups were certainly
drifting apart falling into the trap of counterpoise.?®
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The Provincial newspapers, by then a popular mode
of carrying and creating the opinion, did not left out of the
controversy. Bhartendu an annual paper, from Mathura,
wrote on 20" July 1883- “Why Hindi is not used in
municipal departments....... , Why the municipal actsarenot
written in Hindi— as use of Urdu is hampering its right
progress’. On 16" September 1883 same paper wrote, “The
government isfollowing the policies of regional languages
in different vernacular regions but Hindi is still tied and
put in awell”.2* Another paper ‘ Pradeep’ from Allahabad
(Bal KrishnaBhatt, ed.) laid emphasis on the problems of
Persians and Urdu scripts and made mockery of its style.
The Urdu press also did not |l eft any stone unturned and on
17" May, 1900 an interesting poetry entitled “Urdu ki
aped” (Theaddressof Urdu) waspublishedin ‘ Avadhpanch’,
in this address Nagari Hindi was pronounced as greatest
enemy of Urdu.

One has to understand, that often scholars tend to
argue upon the facts of differentiation between Hindus and
Muslims as a by-product of religious differences only,
along with the political ambition of newly modernizing India
which (modernization) of course was duly based upon
colonial ideology of divide and rule in the garb of
modernization. Onefindsit interesting that of the two most
powerful aspects of Culture- Language and Religion it was
language divide policy of the White Men that led to socio-
political and religious differences between Hindus and
Muslimsin U.P.

Another interesting fact that comesin asensitivemind
issimple, that isto say - who were the native gentlemen
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playing acatalyst rolein organizing thiscontroversy in their
own communities and consciously or unconsciously
became atool in the hands of alien Government’s policy of
divide and rule. Interestingly one finds that the bearers of
the controversy were the representatives of the new middle
class, which emerged with the ideals and interests of its
own in NWP and Awadh in the later half of nineteenth
century. L etstake up two examples. RgjaShiv Prasad wasa
Government employ, well versed in English and who took
up the case of Nagri script as a trusted torch bearer of
English masters without giving a second thought for the
consequences, asfew suggests, but hisdemand was naturally
driven by consciousness to lost identity of alanguage as
Persian had been the court language of Avadh, borrowed
from Mughal court initsformative stages. Then one may
find Sir Sayid Ahmad Khan reacting to formers proposal
and urged upon the need to protect Urdu. But on the contrary
he was a champion of English and Western education and
hisfellowmen shall thrive only by studying the same. Both
werein close proximities of Colonial Government and both
belonged to the new bhadralok (immaterial to argue —
organic or inorganic bhadralok) of NWP and Awadh later
United Provinces.

The subsequent devel opmentsarewell recorded in the
History of modern India, but unfortunately it was not
Mandir-Masjid controversy initially but language issue
which broke the spirit of 1857. It may well be argued that
there can be no vital assimilation, in such a case, of the
imposed culture. And yet the new ideasareassimilatedin a
fashion. They are understood and imaginatively realized;
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they are fixed in language and in certain imposed
institutions. A drill in thislanguage and in those institutions
induces certain habits of soulless thinking which appear
like real thinking. Thus, issue may be understood in such
light rather than polemics of economy and political agenda
only. Inthefield of social reform, as stated earlier, we have
less cared to understand theinwardness of our own strengths
and have bothered less to to examine the sociological
principles of the West or else can be universal in their
application. One hasto agree that no ideaof ‘one’ cultural
language can exactly be translated in another cultural
language. Every culture hasitsdistinctive ‘ physiognomy’
whichisreflected in each vital ideaand ideal presented by
the culture. Anditisahistorical fact that Swargj inideais
basically carried in transcript of language, not always and
only driven by economics of politics.
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