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Prof. R.P. Vyas : An Introduction

G Name : Prof. R.P. Vyas

G Date of Birth : 12th August, 1922

G Father's Name : Shri Aidass Vyas

G Mother's Name : Smt. Inder Kaur Vyas

G Qualification : M.A., Ph.D., LL.B.

G Career Graph : 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.

G Teaching Experience : 32 years (Graduate & PG level).

G Research Experience : More than two decades

G Subject for Ph.D. : "Role of Nobility in Marwar1800-
1873 A.D." Rs. 2000/- were
awarded for its publication by the
University.

G Founder Member : (1) Rajasthan History Congress
established in 1967.

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

(3)  Mahila PG Mahavidyalaya,
Jodhpur.
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GGGGG Awards :

1. Durgadas Gold Medal for meritorious service rendered in the
field of History and Culture of Rajasthan and Education.

2. Maharana Kumbha award by Maharana Mewar Foundation
for best service rendered in the field of history, literature and
culture of Rajasthan, 1985.

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

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

5. Honoured by Sodh Sansthan Shri Dungargarh Churu
Rajasthan for research work and honoured by the title 'Itihas
Shri'.

6. Jodhpur Royal House (Purva Maharaja Gaj Singhji) conferred
'Palki Siropav' in the year 2000.

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

8. District Collector Jodhpur honoured him along with a few
personalities who did valuable services to the society in the
respective fields.

9. Reverend Saint Satya Mitranand ji Giri hounoured him for
valuable services rendered to the society.

10. 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/-.

11. 'Marwar Ratna' for Life Time Achievement by Mehrangarh
Museum Trust, Jodhpur, 2011.

12. Bharat Jyoti Award, Indian Friendship Society, New Delhi,
2013.



lsok/keZ% ijexguksA
;ksfxuke~ vfi vxE;k%AA & HkrZ`gfj

deZ;ksxh izks- vkj-ih-O;kl dh yksd;k=k
MkW- nklukjk;.k

fdlh fo'kky oV o`{k ds uhps [kM+s gksdj tc ge foLe;&foeqX/k
gks mlds foLr`r vk;ru dh vksj ns[krs gSa] rc D;k ge lksp Hkh ikrs gSa fd
;g fojkV o`{k dHkh ,d ljlksa ds nkus tSls NksVs ls cht ds Hkhrj fNik
gqvk Fkk\ mlh izdkj 12 vxLr] 1922 bZloha rkjh[k ds fnu] uFkkorksa dh
ckjh] uopkSfd;k eksgYys esa ekjokM+ jkT; ds ije ;'kLoh nkuohj jktO;kl]
Jh ukFkks th ds oa'k esa Jh vkbZnl O;kl] Jhefr bUnjdkSj O;kl ds lcls
NksVs (ikaposa) iq= ds :Ik esa tks f'k'kq tUek mls ekrk&firk us vius b"V
Hkxoku Jh jke dk izlkn eku ukedj.k fd;k ^jkeizlkn*A mls ns[kdj
ml le; dkSu lksp ik;k gksxk fd Hkfo"; esa mlds lqnh?kZ thoudky esa
'kuS% 'kuS% vk'p;Ztud izfrHkk dk] ,slh mnkj psrk euh"kh dk fodkl
gksxk] ftldk izHkko ns'kdky dh e;kZnk ds Hkhrj lhekcº gksdj Hkh
cgqvk;keh jgsxk_ tks loZnk fHkUu fHkUu le; dks fHkUu fHkUu ifjfLFkfr;ksa
ds ifjos'k esa Hkh lrr~ fodflr gksdj] uj&ukfj;ksa ds izk.kksa esa ekuokRek
dh 'kk'or efgek] lR;&U;k;&eS=h dh ltho izsj.kk ,oa fuHkZ; gks yksd
dY;k.k djus dh LQwfrZ txkrh jgsxhA ukedj.k] chtea= gksrk gS uoksn;
f'k'kq dkA

^jke* lEiw.kZ osnksa dk lkj gSA vuUr dksfV cz„k.Mksa dk ewy vk/kkj
gSA ;g ek= ,d uke ugha oju~ egkea= gSA jke izR;sd izk.kh ds 'kjhj dh
thou 'kfDr gSA ckY;dky ls gh jke 'kkar LoHkko ds /kuh] e/kqj ,oa
ferHkk"kh] ifjokj dh /kkfeZd&lkaLœfrd ijEijkvksa ds vuqxkeh] dq'ky
f[kykM+h vkSj dq'kkxz fo|kFkhZ ds laLdkjksa ls ;qDr FksA dkykUrj esa bUgha
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laLdkj chtksa ls vf/kdkf/kd izLQqfVr&iYyfor gksdj] jkeizlkn uked
fiz;n'kZu rstLoh izfrHkk'kkyh uo;qod us [ksyks a] v/;;u&v/;kiu]
lektlsok] bfrgkl ys[ku ,oa 'kks/k ds lkFk lkFk lekt ds dbZ f'k{k.k
laLFkkuksa dks iqu% lathouh iznku dj u;k thou gh ugha fn;k oju~ ml ;qx
ds yksduk;d Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl&'ksjs jktLFkku dh ukjh f'k{kk ds izfr
mRdafBr yyd dks lkdkj ewrZ djus gsrq vius ledkyhu izcqº euhf"k;ksa
ds lg;ksx ls Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl f'k{k.k laLFkku vkSj efgyk egkfo|ky;
tSlh f'k{k.k laLFkkvksa dh LFkkiuk dk Js;l dk;Z dj fn[kk;kA

cht ds vadqj.k ls o`{k ds iw.kZ fodkl dh izfÿ;k Hkys gh tYnh&
tYnh gksrh gS] ijUrq bl ^tYnh* uked Rofjr le; bdkbZ esa Hkh dbZ o"kks±
dk le; fNik gksrk gSA blfy;s cht ds isM+ cuus esa vkSj O;fDr ds
lEiw.kZ fodkl esa o"kks± yx tkrs gSaA blfy;s Jh] fot;] Hkwfr vkSj uhfr
/kz qok flº euh"kh izks- jkeizlkn O;kl dh yksd;k=k ds 93 o"kks ± dk
ys[kk&tks[kk ;qxkuq:Ik ÿeokj gh fn;k tk ldrk gS] lkxj ls xkxj Hkjk tk
ldrk gS] xkxj esa lkxj ugha] D;ksafd og vlhe gSA

izfrHkk lEiUu vuq'kkflr vksyfEi;u f[kykM+h

izfrHkk lEiUu vuq'kkflr f[kykM+h & fdlh vksyfEi;u [;kfr
vftZr jkeizlknth ds firk Jh vkbZnklth O;kl jsyos foHkkx esa Vh-vkbZ-
in ij jrux<+&lqtkux<+ esa dk;Zjr FksA blfy;s vkidh gkbZLdwy rd
dh f'k{kk lqtkux<+ o jrux<+ esa gqbZA mu fnuksa esa vki QqVckWy vkSj
okWyhcky [ksyrs vkSj bu [ksyksa esa vkius mu fnuksa chdkusj dh jkT;Lrjh;
izfr;ksfxrkvksa esa /kwe epk j[kh FkhA mu fnuksa Ldwy ds izfrHkkoku Nk=
f[kykM+h ds :Ik esa vkidh [;kfr lokZf/kd FkhA chdkusj jkT; esa viuh
Ldwy dk izfrfuf/kRo djrs gq, vkius ^gkbZ tEi* esa izFke LFkku izkIr fd;k
FkkA chdkusj dh jkT;Lrjh; okWyhcky Vhe ds vki dIrku Hkh jgsA i<+kbZ
ds ctk; [ksyksa esa dhfrZeku LFkkfir djus ds dkj.k gh dkykUrj esa mPp
v/;;u gsrq vkidks tks/kiqj ds tloUr dkWyst esa izos'k izkIr gqvkA
tloUr dkWyst dh okWyhcky Vhe ds yxkrkj rhu o"kks± rd vki dsfIVu
jgsA tks/kiqj dh okWyhcky Vhe ds Hkh vki f[kykM+h jgs vkSj dbZ
izfr;ksfxrkvksa esa Hkkxhnkjh fuHkkbZA loZ Jh xksihukFkth] t;ukjk;.kth
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tks/kkor] Jh pUnth Fkkuoh vkSj gchc rc vkidh Vhe esa ofj"B lg;ksxh
f[kykM+h gqvk djrs FksA vkidh okWyhcky Vhe us jktLFkku ds bUVj
dkWyst eqdkcyksa esa dbZ ckj fot;Jh izkIr dhA vkidh dSfIVuf'ki esa
tks/kiqj dh okWyhcky Vhe jktiwrkuk vksyfEid esa fot;h jghA lu~ 1942
esa vf[ky Hkkjrh; vksyfEid izfr;ksfxrk esa Hkkx ysus okyh jktiwrkuk Vhe
ds vki f[kykM+h jgsA lu~ 1945 esa vkidks jktiwrkuk okWyhcky Vhe dk
dIrku cuk;k x;kA okWyhcky [ksy esa vkius ukuk lEeku] ind] dylZ
vkSj LVklZ vftZr fd;sA bl izdkj ,d izfrHkkoku uo;qod Nk= f[kykM+h
ds :Ik esa vkius vksyfEi;u f[kykM+h ds Lrj dh [;kfr vftZr dh vkSj
[ksy ,oa f'k{kk txr ds rRdkyhu vf/kdkfj;ksa dks foeqX/k dj fn;kA

LFkkuh;] izknsf'kd] vUrizkZnsf'kd ,oa jk"V™h; Lrj ds vksyfEi;kMksa
esa viuh vn~Hkqr [ksy izfrHkk fujarj vH;klh] vuq'kkflr f[kykM+h ds :Ik
esa vkidh mHkjrh Nfo vkSj pgq° vksj QSyh [;kfr us rRdkyhu vaxzst
f'k{kk funs'kd Jh dkWDl ,oa ekjokM+ jkT; ds f'k{kk ea=h jko jktk g.kqoUr
flag dh vka[kksa dk rkjk cuk fn;kA f'k{kk funs'kd Jh dkWDl ;qok fo|kfFkZ;ksa
ds fy;s i<+kbZ ds lkFk&lkFk [ksyksa dh vfuok;Zrk ds fgek;rh Fks vkSj
ekjokM+ jkT; ds rRdkyhu f'k{kk ea=h jko jktk Jh g.kqoUrflag vUrjkZ"V™h;
Lrj ds [;kfr uke ^iksyks* f[kykM+h FksA ;qod f[kykM+h vkj-ih- O;kl bu
nksuksa [ksy izseh mPpkf/kdkfj;ksa ds pgsrs cu x;sA [ksy thou esa vkius
fu"i{krk] LoLFk [ksy Hkkouk] lg;ksx&lkSgknZ] dq'ky usr`Ro] okd~la;e]
vkRefo'okl vkSj vuq'kkflr thou tSls pkfjf=d xq.kksa dk fodkl fd;kA
dkykUrj esa ;s gh lkjs xq.k vkids cgqvk;keh O;fDrRo ds vk/kkj LrEHk
cusA

[ksy&izfrHkk ls thfodksiktZu dk iwokZ/kZ

vius fo|kFkhZ thou esa v/;;u euu dh vis{kk [ksyksa dks izkFkfedrk
nsdj ;qok jkeizlkn O;kl us [ksyksa ds ukuk dhfrZeku LFkkfir fd;sA ind]
lEeku] DylZ&LVklZ tSls [ksykaœrks a ls foHkwf"kr gk sdj tc vkius
thfodksiktZu ds {ks= esa izos'k dh Bkuh rks fcuk fdlh izfrLi/kkZ ds vkids
le{k ukSdfj;ksa dh drkjsa yx x;hA [ksy izseh vaxzst iz'kkldksa us vius
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pgsrs mnh;eku ;qok f[kykM+h ds fy;s jsyos] f'k{kk foHkkx] lSfud izf'k{k.k
dsUnz vkSj lSU; lsokvksa esa euethZ ls ukSdjh Lohdkjus ds [kqys volj
iznku dj fn;sA

mu fnuksa tks/kiqj dk pkSikluh gkbZ Ldwy [ksy iVqrk] 'kkS;Z ijkÿe
izf'k{k.k ,oa Nk= v/;kid vuq'kklu dk vkn'kZ f'k{k.k laLFkku Fkk vkSj
[ksy izseh dkWDl lkgc bl Ldwy ds fizUlhiy ,oa f'k{kk funs'kd FksA
;qod vkj-ih- O;kl us vfr mRlkfgr f[kykM+h gksus ds dkj.k] f[kykM+h
izf'k{k.k dks rjthg nsrs gq,] blh Ldwy esa bUVjxzsM f'k{kd ds :Ik esa
thfodk vkjEHk dh vkSj 'kh?kz gh Ldwy ds lokZf/kd yksdfiz; f'k{kd cu
cSBsA pkSikluh f'k{k.k laLFkku dh [ksy izfrHkkvksa dks fu[kkjus] mudh Kku
fiiklk dks lar`Ir djus ds fuR; uSferd drZO; deks± esa vki th&tku ls
tqV x;sA vkidh yksdfiz;rk vkSj vuq'kkflr thou iºfr dh mŸkjksŸkj
ijh{kk dh ?kM+h vHkh 'ks"k FkhA

jktiwrh 'kkS;Z&ijkÿe dh /kjksgj ds :Ik esa ;qº dh rS;kjh ds fufer
lSfudksa dh HkrhZ vkSj jktiwrksa ds 'kkS;Z ijkÿe ds izf'k{k.k ds fy;s ekjokM+
ujs'k us orZeku iqfyl ykbZUl ds lkeus] ,d dksBh esa ^lSU; izf'k{k.k
Ldwy* [kksyk vkSj dkWDl lkgc dh lykg ij vkidks izfrfu;qfDr ij]
mldk fizUlhiy fu;qDr dj fn;kA

lSU; izf'k{k.k Ldwy dk fizUlhiy dksbZ flfofy;u dSls cu ldrk
gS\ ekjokM+ ds lSU;kf/kdkfj;ksa] Bkdqjksa&eqlkfgcksa esa cgl fNM+ xbZA dbZ
mPpf/kdkfj;ksa dh HkkSags ru x;h] ijUrq dkWDl lkgc ds izHkko ls ekeyk
nc x;k vkSj fookn dqN le; ds fy;s Vy x;kA [ksy izf'k{k.k ls lSU;
izf'k{k.k laLFkku dh iz'kklfud ftEesnkjh dks O;klth us ukuk O;o/kkuksa ds
ckotwn cM+h dq'kyrk ls fuHkk;kA dkWyst thou dh ,u-lh-lh- V™Sfuax ds
lkFk&lkFk f[kykM+h dh vkÿedrk] vuq'kklucº vkRefo'okl bl
izcU/ku&iz'kklu esa lgk;d gqvkA dqN le; ds ckn xzstw,V xzsM esa inksUur
gks] rcknys ij vkidks lkaHkj tkuk iM+kA ghjs dh ped dHkh eUn ugha
gksrh] lkaHkj esa Hkh vkn'kZ f'k{kd ds :Ik esa vkidh dhfrZ pgqa vksj QSyus
yxhA vkl&iM+ksl dh Ldwyksa ds gSMekLVjksa ds chp] Jh O;klth dks
viuh&viuh 'kkykvksa esa ykus dh gksM+ eph] lHkh dkWDl lkgc ls lEidZ
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lk/kus yxs rks mUgksaus xqnM+h ds yky dks vU;= Hkstus dh ctk; vius gh
ikl] tks/kiqj ds njckj Ldwy esa cqyok fy;kA

^vinhiksHko*

tks/kiqj ds njckj Ldwy esa v/;kiu ds nkSjku O;klth us vuqHko
fd;k fd muds vU; lgdehZ v/;kid 'kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rkvksa esa muls c<+
p<+ dj FksA njckj Ldwy dk 'kS{kf.kd okrkoj.k pkSikluh ,oa muds
dk;Z{ks= dh nwljh Ldwyksa ls loZFkk vyx FkkA ogka [ksyksa dh ctk;
v/;;u&vuq'khyu ij v/;kiu djrs gq, vkius tc vius Hkfo"; ds
ckjs esa fpUru fd;k rks mUgsa viuh Hkwy dk ,glkl gqvkA eu esa fopkj
mBk v/;;u ij [ksydwn dks ofj;rk nsdj] 'kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rkvksa dh
mis{kk djds v/;kiu thou esa mTtoy Hkfo"; dh dkeuk e`x&efjfpdk
ugha gS rks D;k gS\

;qxhu ifjfLFkfr;ksa esa Hkh cnyko vk jgk FkkA Hkkjr LorU= gks x;k]
[ksy&izfrHkk ikj[kh dkWDl lkgc tSls vaxzst iz'kkld Hkkjr ls fonk ys jgs
FksA jktLFkku izkUr xfBr gks x;k vkSj Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl ds usr`Ro esa
yksdfiz; ea=h eaMy us izns'k dh ckxMksj laHkkyhA jktk'kkgh dk tekuk
[kRe gksrs gh [ksyksa dks jkT;kJ; feyuk can gks pqdk FkkA ubZ ljdkj ds
vf/kdkfj;ksa dh n`f"V esa mnh;eku f[kykfM+;ksa }kjk vftZr dhfrZekuksa]
indksa] dylZ&LVklZ dk dksbZ egRo 'ks"k u FkkA ,e-,-] ,e-,l-lh-
vkSj ih,p-Mh- dh fMfxz;ka fy;s brj izns'kksa ds yksx jktLFkku izns'k esa
izk/;kid cudj vk jgs FksA v/;kiu {ks= esa 'kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rkvksa dk gh
loZ= cksyckyk FkkA ,sls laÿe.kdky esa dhfrZeku uo;qod f[kykM+h us
[ksy dk eSnku NksM+dj iqLrdky; esa cSBdj] ,e-,-] ih,p-Mh- tSlh
mPp 'kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rkvksa dks vftZr djus dk ladYi fy;kA egkiq#"kksa
vkSj larksa ds thou n'kZu v/;;u ds nkSjku O;klth dks Hkxoku cqº }kjk
vius f'k"; Hknzd dks fn;s vafre lw=&cº mins'k ^vinhiksHko* ls cgqr
izsj.kk feyhA ^vinhiksHko* (viuk nhid Lo;a cuks) ;gh cqº dk vafre
mins'k FkkA ftldk vk'k; ;g gS fd Lo;a dks fufyZIr cukdj] vkRek dh
iw.kZ bZekunkjh ls deZ djsa rks vkuUn dh izkfIr ds lkFk lkjs ladYiksa dh
lgt iw.kZfr gks tkrh gSA cl blh lw= okD; dk lnSo ds fy;s xkaB cka/kdj
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;qok v/;kid Jh O;kl us egkfo|ky; esa O;k[;krk cuus dk ladYi
fy;k vkSj xgu v/;;u euu esa tqV x;sA mu fnuksa dh ckr gS tc tks/kiqj
ds tloUr dkWyst esa bfrgkl dh LukrdksŸkj d{kk,a (,e-,-) izHkkr esa
vkSj dkuwu (ykW) dh la/;kdky esa yxk djrh FkhA vkius ,e-,- bfrgkl
esa izos'k fy;k vkSj xgu v/;;u euu ,oa ifjJe ls bfrgkl esa ,e-,-
dh mikf/k vftZr dh vkSj lkFk gh lkFk vkius ,y-,y-ch- ikl dj
dkuwuosŸkk cudj] thfodk dekus dk vfrfjDr ekxZ Hkh iz'kLr fd;kA
tc jktLFkku izns'k dh yksdfiz; ljdkj us mPp f'k{kk izlkj gsrq vusdkusd
u;s egkfo|ky; [kksys rc vki MhMokuk ds jktdh; egkfo|ky; esa
bfrgkl ds O;k[;krk (ysDpjj) fu;qDr gq,A dkykUrj esa LFkkukUrj.k
gksdj vki igys ljnkj'kgj jktdh; dkWyst esa dk;Zjr jgs vkSj ckn esa
tks/kiqj esa uO; LFkkfir ,l-,e-ds- dkWyst esa bfrgkl ds izk/;kid in ij
dk;Zjr gq,A lu~ 1962 esa vki tks/kiqj fo'ofo|ky; esa bfrgkl ds
O;k[;krk in ij fu;qDr gks x,sA

y{; dh vksj rsth ls c<+rk f[kykM+h tSls ihNs eqM+dj ugha ns[krk]
oSls gh O;klth bfrgkl v/;srk ds mŸkjksŸkj dhfrZeku lsfeukj] i=okpuksa
ds ek/;eksa ls vftZr djus dh /kqu esa yx x,sA

/kqu ds /kuh] izk/;kid jkeizlknth us [;kfr izkIr bfrgklfon~ MkW-
cukjlhnl lDlsuk ds funs Z'ku esa ^jksy vkWQ ukscsfyVh bu ekjokM+
(1800&1873)* fo"k; ij tks/kiqj fo'ofo|ky; ls ih,p-Mh- mikf/k
vftZr dhA dkykUrj esa izks- n'kjFk 'kekZ Hkh vkids 'kks/k funsZ'kd jgsA

Ok"kZ 1970 bZ- esa vki tks/kiqj fo'ofo|ky; ds bfrgkl foHkkx esa
jhMj p;fur gq, vkSj 1982 bZ- esa foHkkx ds v/;{k in ls lsokfuo`Ÿk gq,A
bl izdkj thou ds iwokZºZ esa [ksy&dwn dks ofj;rk nsdj tSls vki
dhfrZeku f[kykM+h cus] thou ds mrjkºZ esa oSls gh dhfrZeku v/;kid
,oa bfrgkl v/;srk cudj xkSjo eafMr gq,A

la;eozrh% le; ds izgjh

[ksy&dwn ds vH;klh tc [ksyks a ds eSnku NksM+dj v/;;u&
v/;kiu ds xq#Ÿkj dk;Z esa izo`Ÿk gks xzaFkks a ds vuq'khyu esa O;Lr gksus yxs
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rks vpkud e/kqesg ;kfu Mk;fcVht dh ?kkrd chekjh us vk ?ksjkA ;qok
'kjhj dh jDr f'kjkvksa esa tc vkuqoaf'kd vkSj olk;qDr xkfj"B Hkkstu dh
vf/kdrk ls ikpura= fcxM+ tkrk gS] rc ;g jksx O;fDr dks yx tkrk gSA
O;klth us viuh fuR;&uSfefrd thoup;kZ dks] la;e dh izpaM vfXu esa
rikdj] #X.kdk;k dks vaxzsth fpfdRlkijd funku dh vis{kk izkd`frd
funku ls dqUnuor~ cukus dh Bkuh vkSj vUrrksxRok lQy gq,A blds
fy;s lcls igys vkius vfuok;Z 'kkjhfjd O;k;ke ds fy;s] fu;fer
,d&Ms+<+ ?kaVs Vsful [ksyuk vkjEHk fd;kA fu;fer lSj ds fy;s vkius ?kj
(vklksi dh iksy) ls fo'ofo|ky; rd iSny tkuk&vkuk 'kq: fd;kA
viuh Hkkstu iz.kkyh esa vkewy ifjorZu dj vkius fuR; [kku&iku dks
la;fer fd;kA lUrksa dk dFku gS&^^;fn vius fopkjksa ij viuk vf/kdkj
pkgrs gks rks viuh jluk ij vf/kdkj dj yksA** ,slk ns[kk x;k gS fd
ftUgksaus Hkkstu ij vf/kdkj fd;k gS] mUgksaus vius eu ij rks vf/kdkj
fd;k gh gS cfYd vkxs txr~ ij Hkh vf/kdkj dj ik;s gSaA izks- jkeizlkn th
O;kl ij ;g lUr dFku iwjh rjg pfjrkFkZ gksrk gSA

loZfofnr gS fd iqf"Vdj czk„.kksa dk pVksjkiu mudk fuR;izfr dk
Hkkstu cgqr xfj"B ,oa Hkkjh rks gksrk gS fQj fookg vkfn ioksZRloksa dk [kkuk
rks NIiu Hkksx cu tkrk gSA izks- jketh us fe"Bku] vR;f/kd ?kh&rsy vkSj
elkyksa ds lkFk&lkFk vkyw&pkoy tSls [kk|kUuksa dk iw.kZ cfg"dkj dj
fn;k vkSj mcyh lCth] lknh idh ewax dh nky] nkukesFkh ds lkFk nks fcuk
pqiM+s Qqydksa dh [kqjkd] nksuksa oDr ysuh 'kq: dhA thoui;ZUr vki ,slk
gh lknk Hkkstu ysrs jgsA ^e/kqesg* jksx ,slk Hkkxk fd iyV dj Hkh mlus
ihNs eqM+dj ugha ns[kkA bl Hkkstu la;e vkSj fu;fer iSny&nkSM+ dk
lqQy gqvk fd vkidh 'kkjhfjd LQwfrZ vkSj rstxfr iqu% ;qokvksa ls gksM+
ysus yxhA

fdlh euksoSKkfud us crk;k gS fd tc euq"; le; dh ikcUnh dk
vH;kl djrs&djrs mlls y;cº gks tkrk gS] rc HkkSfrd ?kfM+;ksa ij
mldh vkfJrk lekIr gks tkrh gSA D;ksafd rc mlds Luk;qra= esa dkf;d
?kM+h (ckWM+h okWp) fodflr gks tkrh gSA ,slh fLFkfr esa og le; dk
xqyke u gksdj mldk izgjh cu tkrk gSA dSlk Hkh] dksbZ Hkh vykeZ mlds
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cks/k ladsr ls iwoZ ct gh ugha ldrk D;ksafd vykeZ esa ctus okys le; ds
ikap&lkr feuV iwoZ ls gh Luk;qfod vykeZ ml O;fDr ds le; cks/k dks
tkxzr dj nsrk gSA blhfy;s oDr ds ikcUn yksx ^le; izgjh* gks tkrs gSaA
vkt dh ysV&yrhQh fj;k;r esa Hkys gh ,sls yksx] oDr dh ikcUnh dks
dkslrs gSa] ijUrq vknru os foo'k gksrs gSaA

tks/kiqj fo'ofo|ky; esa bfrgkl fo'k;xr ,e-,- dh izHkkrdkyhu
d{kk,a izkr% 7 cts ls vkjEHk gksrh FkhA izkr% 7 cts 'kq: gksus okyk igyk
ihfj;M dksbZ Hkh izk/;kid i<+kus dks rRij ugha gksrk Fkk D;ksafd mlds fy;s
cgqr lsosjs vkuk tks iM+rk FkkA izks- vkj-ih- O;kl th dh vykeZ izHkko
osyk dk dyjo FkkA if{k;ksa ds dqatu ij 'kS;k R;kxus dh cjlksa iqjkuh
vknr ds dkj.k] mUgsa vYy lqcg rS;kj gksdj fo'ofo|ky; igqapus esa
dksbZ fnDdr u FkhA vr% mUgksaus yxkrkj dbZ o"kks± rd igyk ihfj;M oDr
dh ikcUnh ds lkFk i<+k;kA

lnhZ] xehZ vkSj cjlkr Ωrq vk;s&tk;s ij oDr ds ikcUn izks-
O;klth ihfj;M ds ,suoDr d{kk esa izos'k djrs fn[k iM+rsA vusd ckj
dM+dM+krh lnhZ esa eqag ls ckQsa fudkyrs ;k cjlkr dh fjef>e esa eYgkj
xkrs eLrekSyk fo|kFkhZ izks- O;kl dh le;cºrk dks ysdj 'krs± yxkrs
ijUrq udkjkRed i{k lnSo gkfu mBkrkA izks- O;klth dh pqLrh&QqrhZ vkSj
rstxfr ls izHkkfor muds fo|kFkhZ etkd&etkd esa mUgsa vkrk ns[kdj
^X;kjg uEcj dh cl jkbZV VkbZe* dh mfDr QqlQqlkdj 'kh?kz d{kk esa
izos'k dj tkrs FksA bl ifjgkl iz'kfLr esa izks- O;klth dh] Nk=ksa esa
yksdfiz;rk dh >yd feyrh gSA

;|fi eSa] bfrgkl dk fo|kFkhZ ugha gwa rFkkfi eSaus lquh gS ,d
,sfrgkfld fdaoUnrh&baXyS.M dh egkjkuh ,sfytkcsFk (izFke) vius dks
oDr dh ikcUn ekurh Fkh vkSj bldk izn'kZu izk;% fd;k djrh FkhA tc
egkjkuh egy ls fudydj viuh vaxj{kd lSU; VqdM+h dh lykeh ysrh
rc lehi gh fLFkr fo'kky Vkoj ij Vaxh ?kfM+;ka nl ctkrh Fkha] Hkys gh
le; fdruk gh D;ksa u gksA og Bgjh baXyS.M dh egkjkuh] mls oDr dh
ikcUn gksus ij xoZ FkkA ml xoZ ds j{kkFkZ cspkjk Vkoj deZpkjh ?kM+h dh
lqbZ;ka idM+ dj cSB ldrk FkkA O;klth Bgjs fo'ofo|ky; ds ,d
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f'k{kd] mUgsa oDr ds ikcUn gksus dh vknr tks Bgjh] ijUrq bfrgkl foHkkx
ds pijklh dks izks- O;klth dh le; ikcUnh ij xoZ vkSj iwjk Hkjkslk FkkA
og O;klth ds d{kk izos'k ij izkr% 7 cts viuh vkSj foHkkx dh ?kfM+;ka
t:j feyk fy;k djrk FkkA mldks u rks fdlh ch-ch-lh- vFkok vU;
le; ra= dh tkudkjh Fkh] cl ,dek= fo'okl izks- O;klth ds vkxeu
dk FkkA ,sls le; ds izgjh Fks izks- vkj-ih- O;kl thA

dkykUrj esa izks- jketh X;kjg uEcj dh cl dh ctk; nks ifg;ksa
okyh lkbZdy ij lokjh djrs gq, fo'ofo|ky; igqapus yxsA vklksi dh
iksy fLFkr vius vkokl ls] cgqr rM+ds lkbZfdy Hkxkrs tloUr dkWyst
ekxZ dh vksj c<+rs gq, vkidks izkr%dkyhu eaxyk n'kZukFkhZ izk;% ns[kk
djrs FksA nksigj esa ykSVrh ckj] fot;h flikgh dh izQqYy eqnzk esa
galrs&eqLdjkrs] fdlh laxh lkFkh ls cfr;krs] cksf>y lkbZfdy dks gkFk esa
Fkkes] in;k=h ls iqu% bl ekxZ ij vkids n'kZu gks tkrsA

tks/kiqj fo'ofo|ky; esa ,d v/;;u'khy] la;eh] vuq'kkflr]
lqlaLœr] fuMj] LokfHkekuh ,oa fujis{k O;k[;krk ds vkn'kZ :Ik esa vkidh
,slh Nfo cuh] ftldh iz'kfLr lHkh lgdehZ izk/;kid fd;k djrs FksA
vusd o"kks± rd izks- O;klth Nk=kokl ds v/kh{kd] phQ izkWDVj Mhu ,oa
Nk=ksa ds fo'oLr ijke'kZnkrk dk viokn eqDr dk;Zdky iw.kZ fd;kA Nk=
vlUrks"k ds mQurs Tokjdky esa Hkh vki vfMx flºkUroknh phQ izkWDVj
:ih izdk'k LrEHk cus jgsA dkWyst ,u-lh-lh- ;qfuV ds Hkh vki vf/kd`r
lapkyd jgsA

izks- vkj-ih- O;kl th ds i<+k;s ukuk f'k";ks a us] izns'k ds dbZ
egkfo|ky;ksa&fo'ofo|ky;ksa esa v/;kiu dj vikj [;kfr vftZr dhA
vusd ,sfrgkfld xzaFk fy[ks vkSj izk;% lsfeukjks a es a] vius mŸkjksŸkj
Kkuo/kZd ds fy;s Nk;s jgrs gSaA jktLFkku bfrgkl] fo'ks"kdj ekjokM+ ds
bfrgkl] jktLFkkuh Hkk"kk vkSj lkfgR; ds ,ulkbZDyksihMh;k ds uke ls
[;kr izks- tgwj [kka esgj dks vius xq#o;Z izks- vkj-ih- O;klth dh
vlk/kkj.k izfrHkk vkSj es/kk ij xqeku gSA izks- nsoukjk;.k vklksik vkSj izks-
lkSHkkXk ekFkqj Hkh izks- vkj-ih- O;kl ds [;kruke f'k"; jgs gSaA



14 Professor R.P. Vyas Memorial Lecture-VII

bfrgkl iq#"k

fdlh dky[k.M fo'ks"k esa ?kfVr ?kVukÿeksa dk jktuSfrd] lkekftd]
vkfFkZd ,oa lkaLœfrd ifjizs{; esa v/;;u&fo'ys"k.k dh laKk ;fn bfrgkl
gS] rks izks- vkj-ih- O;kl dks ^bfrgkl iq#"k* dgk tk ldrk gSA vkidk
lewpk thou ekjokM+ vkSj iq"dj.kk leqnk; dh xkSjo'kkyh ,sfrgkfld
lkaLœfrd ijEijk dh gh ,d dM+h izekf.kr gksrk gSA

ekjokM+ bfrgkl izflº egknkuohj jktO;kl Jh ukFkksth ds oa'kt
Hkkjrh; LorU=rk vkUnksyu dh i`"BHkwfe esa] ekjokM+ lkeUr'kkgh ds
izHkko'kkyh vaxzst f'k{kkf/kdkfj;ksa ds pgsrs vkSj rRdkyhu vksyfEi;kM ds
dhfrZeku f[kykM+hA [ksy txr esa viuk bfrgkl cukus okysA bfrgkl
fo"k; esa ,e-,-] ih&,p-Mh- dh ;ksX;rk vftZr djus okys bfrgklosŸkk]
O;k[;krk vkSj tks/kiqj fo'ofo|ky; ds bfrgkl foHkkx ds igys ih&,p-
Mh- MkW- O;kl dh ih&,p-Mh- Hkh vn~Hkqr vkSj vuks[kh ̂ jksy vkWQ ukscsfyfV
bu ekjokM+ 1800&1873 ,-Mh-* ;kfu bZ- lu~ 1800&1873 ds dky[k.M esa
ekjokM+ esa lkeUrokn dh HkwfedkA fo'ofo|ky; esa v/;kiu ds lkFk&lkFk
vkius vusdkusd ,sfrgkfld xzaFkks a dk fu:i.k fd;kA bfrgkl fo"k; esa
'kks/kdk;Z gsrq lgdehZ izk/;kidksa ,oa es/kkoh Nk=ksa dks vuqizsfjr fd;kA
'kks/k funsZ'kd ds :Ik esa vusd 'kks/kkfFkZ;ksa dk 'kks/k dk;Z esa ekxZn'kZu
fd;kA

egku~ ,sfrgkfld uk;dksa ;Fkk egkjk.kk izrki] esokM+ egkjk.kk jktflag]
egkjk.kk dqEHkk] Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl vkfn ds thou ij ,sfrgkfld xzaFk
ys[ku ls lEeku ,oa iqjLdkj vftZr fd;sA ekjokM+ bfrgkl ij ys[ku ,oa
'kks/kdk;Z esa ;ksxnku gsrq ekjokM+ ds HkwriwoZ egkjktk Jh xtflagth us o"kZ
2000 bZ- esa vkidks ^ikydh fljkSik* iznku dj lEekfur fd;kA esgjkux<+
fLFkr egkjktk ekuflag iqLrd izdk'k 'kks/k laLFkku ds eq[; ijke'kZnkrk
,oa E;qft;e V™LV }kjk iznku fd;s tkus okys ukuk ^ekjokM+ jRu* iqjLdkj
lEeku] p;u lfefr ds la;kstd ds :Ik esa vkius dbZ o"kks± rd dk;Z
fd;kA mlh V™LV us vkidks llEeku ^ekjokM+ jRu* iqjLdkj nsdj vkHkkj
O;Dr fd;kA
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o"kZ 1967 esa izks- vkj-ih- O;kl th us ^jktLFkku fgLV™h dkaxzsl* dh
LFkkiuk dh vkSj o"kZ 1967&70 rd blds tksbZUV lsÿsVjh( o"kZ 1970&76
rd lsÿsVjh] o"kZ 1984 esa izlhMsUV cusA o"kZ 2009 esa jktLFkku fgLV™h
dkaxzsl ds efgyk ih-th- egkfo|ky; esa vk;ksT; ^jktLFkku fgLV™h dkaxzsl*
ds 25osa l= dh nwljh ckj v/;{krk djus dk xkSjo vkidks feykA

vla[; 'kks/ki=ksa dk okpu&izdk'ku izks- vkj-ih- O;kl }kjk le;&
le; ij ;=&r= vk;ksT; lsfeukjksa esa fd;k x;kA muds lEiw.kZ C;kSjs ds
fy;s ,d i`Fkd xzaFk fy[kk tk ldrk gSA

,slh fo'kn] xgu v/;;u&euu] 'kks/kijd bfrgkl fo"k;d ehy
iRFkjksa ls xqtjrh gqbZ] thou ds 93 o"kks± esa iw.kZ gqbZ] bfrgkl iq#"k dh
yksd;k=kA

deZ;ksxh izks- vkj-ih- O;kl dh lekt lsok

dBksifu"kn esa ekuo thou dh lkFkZdrk ds fy;s pkj Ω.kksa ls
mΩ.k gksuk] vfuok;Z crk;k x;k gSA os pkj Ω.k gSa&1- ekr`&fir` Ω.k 2-
nso Ω.k 3- Ωf"k Ω.k (xq# Ω.k) 4- Hkwek Ω.kA crk;k x;k gS fd bu
Ω.kksa ls mΩ.k gq, fcuk ekuo dks eqfDr ugha feyrhA

ftl izdkj O;fDr ds ekrk&firk us oSfnd laLdkj ds vuqlkj
fookg djds] vius ifjokj dks iq=&iq=h vkfn larkuksa dk migkj lekt
dks fn;k gSA mlh izdkj gj ,d lq;ksX; ,oa LoLFk O;fDr dks fookg
ijEijk ls] ifjokj dks larku laink ls le`º djuk pkfg;sA u tkus fdl
oa'k ijEijk ls txn~ xq# 'kadjkpk;Z] oYyHkkpk;Z] Jh jked`".k vkSj
foosdkuUn tSlh foHkwfr;ksa dk izkdV~; gks tk;sA izks- vkj-ih- O;klth us
ekr`&fir` Ω.k eqfDr gsrq ,oa vius x`gLFk thou dks vuqdj.kh; cuk;k
vkSj os rhu&rhu lq;ksX; iq=ksa ds tud cusA

nsoksa us /kjrh] ty] ok;q] vfXu tSls ewyHkwr rRo ge Hkwfeokfl;ksa
dks futdY;k.k ,oa thou;kiu ds fy;s iznku fd;sA ge vius Je ls
budk nksgu djs] viuh vko';drkuqlkj vkSj 'ks"k NksM+ ns vU;tuksa ds
mi;ksfxrkFkZA vUu] oL=] HkkSfrd laink] /kukfn dk mi;ksx O;f"V ls
leh"V rd ds fy;s lqxe gksA izks- O;klth egknkuohj ukFkksth ds ,sls gh
oa'kt gSA
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gtkjksa o"kks± iwoZ ls Ωf"k xq#tuksa us tks fofo/k Kku laink ih<+h&nj&
ih<+h ge rd igqapkbZ gS vkSj ml Kku ls ykHkkfUor gks] ge thfodksiktZu
dj jgs gSaA ogh Kku uoksfnr ih<+h dks gesa nsdj tkuk gSA blds fy;s
v/;kidh; thfodk ds vfrfjDr Hkh gesa fu/kZu] viax ,oa loZgkjk oxZ ds
Nk=&Nk=kvksa dks fu%'kqYd Kku nku nsuk pkfg,sA izks- vkj-ih- O;kl th us
bl drZO; deZ dkss loksZPp izkFkfedrk lkFk ls thoui;ZUr fuHkk;kA 31
vxLr] 1982 esa Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl fo'ofo|ky; ds bfrgkl foHkkx esa
izksQslj vkSj foHkkxk/;{k in ls lsokfuo`Ÿk gksus ij] 'ks"k lkjk thou vkius
f'k{kk ds izpkj] izlkj vkSj 'kS{kf.kd izcU/ku esa gh O;rhr fd;kA thou
dh vafre ?kM+h rd vki] vius }kjk LFkkfir efgyk ih-th- egkfo|ky;
dh 'kS{kf.kd xq.koŸkk esa Jho`fº dh ppkZ djrs gq, eks{kyhu gq,A

f'k{kk {ks= esa izks- vkj-ih- O;klth dk ;ksxnku

dBksifu"kn~ esa ^Hkwek Ω.k* ds fo"k; esa crk;k x;k gS&O;fDr lekt
dh bdkbZ gS] O;fDr;ksa ls lewg vkSj fHkUu O;fDr lewgksa ls curk gS lektA
blfy;s izR;sd O;fDr dk drZO; deZ gS fd cz„p;Z] x`gLFk ls okuizLFk
vkJe esa izos'k djrs gh Lofgr ls ijfgr dh vksj mUeq[k gks tk;sA ;kfu
LokFkZ dks frykatyh nsdj ijekFkZ esa iwjh fu"Bk ls tqV tk;sA ^Hkwek* dk
rkRi;Z lef"V fgr ls gSA izks- vkj-ih- O;klth us rks 60 o"kZ dh vk;q esa
lsokfuo`Ÿk gksrs gh] lekt dh f'k{kk lsok djus dk chM+k mBk fy;kA vki
iqf"Vdj ,T;wds'ku V™LV ds V™LVh cusA M+s<+ lkS o"kZ iqjkuh bl ,T;wds'ku
V™LV }kjk pkj f'k{k.k laLFkk,a lapkfyr gksrh Fkh&Jh lqesj iqf"Vdj lhfu;j
lSds.Mjh Ldwy] Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl ckfydk fo|ky;] Jh t;ukjk;.k
O;kl ifCyd Ldwy (bafXy'k ehfM;e) vkSj ckM+esj fLFkr Jh t;ukjk;.k
O;kl ch-,M- dkWystA V™LVh gksus ds lkFk&lkFk izks- O;klth bu lHkh
f'k{k.k laLFkkuksa ds lsokozrh izcU/k lfpo jgsA o"kZ 1987 ls 2001 rd dh
14 o"khZ; vof/k esa vkius cUn gksus ds dxkj ij igqaps gq, bu f'k{k.k
laLFkkuksa dks u;k thou nsdj uxj ds loksZRœ"V f'k{kk laLFkkuksa ds Lrj rd
igqapk fn;kA Hkz"Vkpkj] HkkbZ&Hkrhtkokn] vuq'kklughurk vkSj detksj
izcU/k O;oLFkkvksa ds dkj.k iq"dj.kk lekt dh bu f'k{k.k laLFkkvksa dks
dyad ,oa vi;'k dk xzg.k yxk gqvk Fkk] ftlds QyLo:Ik buds cUn
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gksus dh ukScr vk pqdh FkhA deZB deZ;ksxh izks- O;klth us lekt lsok
Hkko ls vius izcU/kd lfpo dk;Zdky esa yxHkx ,d djksM+ #i;s V™LV
laifŸk ds fdjk;s] tuizfrfuf/k;ksa dh fuf/k;ksa ,oa nkuknkrkvksa ls tqVkdj
bu f'k{k.k laLFkkvksa dks iqutZUe iznku fd;kA

yksduk;d Jh t;ukjk;.k O;klth ukjh f'k{kk&nh{kk ds fgek;rh
FksA muds uke ls iqf"Vdj lekt dh f'k{k.k laLFkk;sa] ,T;wds'ku V™LV }kjk
lapkfyr Hkh gks jgh FkhA ijUrq mudk Lrj Ldwyh; f'k{kk rd gh lhfer
FkkA mPp v/;;u ds fy;s lekt dh Nk=kvksa dks fo'ofo|ky; }kjk
lapkfyr deyk usg: xYlZ dkWyst tku iM+rk FkkA

ml tekus esa tc ekrk&firk csfV;ksa dks Ldwy Hkstus ls Hkh drjkrs
gksa] uxj ls cgqr nwj jkbZdk ckx jsYos LVs'ku ds lehi fLFkr ds-,u-;w-
dkWyst esa yM+fd;ksa dks mPp v/;;u ds fy;s Hkstus dks dSls jtkean
gksrs\ vr% lekt dh vf/kdrj Nk=k,a mPp f'k{kk ls oafpr jgus dks
foo'k FkhA izks- vkj-ih- O;klth us o"kZ 1987 esa ek= 41 Nk=kvksa ls
iqf"Vdj lh-lS- Ldwy esa gh] efgyk egkfo|ky; dh LFkkiuk dj nhA
izks- O;klth ds bl iquhr dk;Z esa rRdkyhu x.kekU; iz'kkldh; ,oa
f'k{kkf/kdkjh Hkh lg;ksxh cus vkSj mu vkB fof'k"Vtuksa us la;qDr :Ik ls
fey cSBdj ^Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl f'k{k.k laLFkku* uked V™LV xfBr dh]
bldk iathdj.k djok;k vkSj bl V™LV ds v/khu efgyk egkfo|ky;
lapkfyr djus dk fu.kZ; fy;kA Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl f'k{k.k laLFkku dh
LFkkiuk ds v"V LrEHk egkuqHkkoksa dk ukeksYys[k bl izdkj gSa&1- Jh
txUukFk th iqjksfgr 2- izks- ts-ds- O;kl 3- izks- JhpUn Fkkuoh 4- Jh
';kefd'ku th O;kl 5- izks- ,-Mh- cksgjk 6- izks- gjnŸk th iqjksfgr 7- Jh
f'koyky th O;kl vkSj vkBosa Lo;a izks- vkj-ih- O;klA Jh lqesj iqf"Vdj
lhfu;j lsds.Mjh Ldwy dh Lo.kZ/kwyh esa 2 vDVwcj 1987 dks ftl efgyk
egkfo|ky; dk chtkjksi.k ek= 41 Nk=kvksa ls gqvk] izks- jkeizlkn ,oa
muds lg;ksxh ckSfºdtuksa ds vFkd iz;klksa ls dkykUrj esa flokaph xsV ds
ckgj fLFkr Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl ckfydk lhfu;j lsds.Mjh Ldwy Hkou
ls mldk ikS/kk ygygk;k] vkVZ~l vkSj dkWelZ QsdYVh esa Nk=kvksa dh
la[;k lgL= ikj dj x;haA Nk=kvksa dh la[;k esa vizR;kf'kr c<+ksrjh dk
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dkj.k egkfo|ky; ds ijh{kk ifj.kke vkSj Nk=kvksa dk la;fer vuq'kklu
gh FkkA 2 vDVwcj 2002 esa efgyk egkfo|ky; deyk usg: uxj esa]
lwjlkxj jksM ij vius Lo;a ds uo&fufeZr Hkou esa tk LFkkfir gqvkA
dkykUrj esa vkVZ~l] dkWelZ ds lkFk foKku fo"k; esa Hkh egkfo|ky; esa
LukrdksŸkj Lrj dk mPp v/;;u 'kq: gqvkA vkt 3500 Nk=kvksa dh
la[;k okyk efgyk ih-th- egkfo|ky; lw;Zuxjh esa ukjh f'k{kk dk dhfrZeku
T;ksfrZ LrEHk gSA Jh t;ukjk;.k O;kl f'k{k.k laLFkku }kjk lapkfyr bl
egkfo|ky;h ladqy esa efgyk ih-th- egkfo|ky; ds lkFk&lkFk nks vU;
^izks- ,-Mh- cksgjk eseksfj;y foesu ykW dkWyst* vkSj ̂ efgyk ch-,M- dkWyst*
Hkh layXu gSaA MkW- vkj-ih- O;klth }kjk iqf"Vdj Ldwy dh Lo.kZ/kwyh esa
jksik x;k uUgk&lk efgyk egkfo|ky; dk ikS/kk vkt jtr f'k[kj (pkanuk
Hkk[kj) rys fojkV cjxn cu dj ukjh f'k{kk&nh{kk dh vy[k txk jgk gSA

izks- vkj-ih- O;klth efgyk egkfo|ky; ds vkjfEHkd fizUlhiy]
dkykUrj esa bldh izcU/k lfefr ds mik/;{k] v/;{k jgsA ^Jh t;ukjk;.k
O;kl f'k{k.k laLFkku* }kjk lapkfyr lHkh egkfo|ky;ksa ds v/;{k jgrs gq,
vkius efgyk ih-th- egkfo|ky; dks] lsfeukjksa dk x<+ cuk fn;kA thou
i;ZUr vki bl f'k{k.k laLFkku ds iqjks/kk laLFkkid v/;{k cudj blds
lrr~ fodkl esa rRij jgsA mlh ds QyLo:Ik igys jkT; ljdkj us bls
^ekWMy dkWyst* ?kksf"kr fd;k vkSj o'kZ 2017 esa esgjkux<+ E;qft;e V™LV us
efgyk f'k{kk esa fof'k"B ;ksxnku ds fy;s bls ^ekjokM+ jRu* iqjLdkj
lEeku ls uoktkA Lokeh foosdkuUn dh f'k";k Hkxorh fuosfnrk ;qokvksa
ls laokn ds le; dgk djrh Fkh&^^R;kx vkSj lsok eks{k izkfIr ds fy;s
ughaA lalkj esa ykus&ys tkus dk dke Hkxoku dk gSA blfy;s eks{k izkfIr
dh bPNk ls lsok dk;Z ugha djuk pkfg;sA R;kx vkSj lsok fu%LokFkZ Hkko ls
gksuh pkfg;sA**

deZ;ksxh izks- vkj-ih- O;klth us Hkh fu%LokFkZ Hkko ls R;kx vkSj
lekt lsok dh D;ksafd gekjs fo|ky;] izdYi] dk;Z iºfr] mRlo vkfn
lc dqN O;f"V ls lef"V rd&jk"V™ tkxj.k] euq"; fuekZ.k ds leqfpr
volj] loZlqyHk djokus gsrq gh LFkkfir gSA



yksd O;ogkj iq#"kksŸke

egkRek xka/kh V™LVhf'ki fopkj/kkjk ds izcy leFkZd jgs gSaA mUgksaus
/kuh vkSj fu/kZu] Jfed vkSj m|ksxifr] /kkfeZd laLFkkvksa] f'k{kk eafnjksa
vkfn dks ,dkf/kdkj ls eqDr djds lejlrk Hkko ls lapkfyr djus ds
fy;s V™LVhf'ki flºkar ij cy fn;kA rkfd O;fDr vkSj laLFkk;sa lqpk:
O;oLFkk ls fcuk fdlh }sr Hkko ds] ijLij izse&lkSgknZ ls dk;Z djsaA izks-
O;klth dks V™LVhf'ki dk xgu vuqHko gqvk tc mUgksaus iqf"Vdj ,T;wds'ku
V™LV dh lnL;rk ,oa dkykUrj esa mldh izcU/k O;oLFkk dh ftEesnkjh
yhA O;klth us efgyk egkfo|ky; lapkyu gsrq i`Fkd ls ,d V™LV ^Jh
t;ukjk;.k O;kl f'k{k.k laLFkku* uke ls cuk;hA

Hkxor~ d`ik ls uFkkor O;kl izk s- vkj-ih- O;klth dk muds
ekrk&firk] cguksa&HkkbZ;ksa dk ifjokj cgqr fo'kkydk; jgk gSA mnkjpsrk
ukFkkor O;kl Jh vkbZnklth vkSj mudh LusgoRlyk Hkk;kZ] nsoh bUnjdkSj
ds thou dky esa gh la;qDr ifjokj esa lkS ds yxHkx lnL; FksA izks- vkj-
ih- O;klth lesr ikapksa HkkbZ;ksa ,oa rhu&rhu cguksa ,oa mudh larfr dks
feykdj ikfjokfjd lnL;ksa dh la[;k yxHkx rhu lkS rd gks xbZ FkhA

brus fo'kky uFkkor O;kl ifjokj ds lHkh lnL; ijLij lkSgknZ
vkSj esy&feyki ls jgs] izR;sd lnL; dh lq[k&nq%[k O;f"Vxr ugha vfirq
lef"Vxr jgsA ekaxfyd dk;ks± esa iwjs dqVqEc dh Hkkxhnkj lqfuf'pr gks
rFkk bl fo'kky ifjokj esa iYyfor&iksf"kr larfr Hkh ijLij ,d&nwljs ls
cjkcj lEidZ esa jgsA ,sls egŸk~ mÌs';ksa ls vuqizsfjr gks izks- vkj-ih-
O;klth us o"kZ 1980 bZ- esa vius Jºs; dhfrZ'ks"k ekrk&firk Jh@Jherh
vkbZnkl&bUnjdkSj dh Le`fr esa ,d ikfjokfjd V™LV dh LFkkiuk dhA bl
fo'kky dqucs ds lHkh ifjtu] bl V™LV ds lnL; gSaA V™LV dk izR;sd
dek≈ O;fDr izfrekg] ,d fuf'pr nj ls izfrekg pank nsdj V™LV dks
vkfFkZd voyEcu iznku djrk gSA V™LV dh vksj ls izfro"kZ nks lkeqfgd
Lusg&feyu ,oa HkksT; vk;ksftr fd;s tkrs jgs gSaA uxj ds vklikl fdlh
jef.kd /kkfeZd lkaLœfrd LFky ij vk;ksftr bu lkewfgd vuq"Bkuksa esa
dqVqEchtu ijLij ?kqy&feydj lkSgknZ iw.kZ <ax ls ifjokj fgr ds ukuk
izLrkoksa ij fopkj&foe'kZ djrs gSa_ ikfjokfjd leL;kvksa dk lek/kku
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djrs gSaA [ksydwn vkSj fo|kvtZu esa fof'k"Vrk izkIr djus okys cky&xksiky
dks ikfjrksf"kd iznku dj mŸkjksrj izxfr gsrq vuqizsfjr fd;k tkrk gSA
inksUufr ,oa vU; fof'k"V lsok esa ;ksxnku djus okys lnL; dks ekY;ki.kZ
ls lEekfur fd;k tkrk gSA

lHkh efgykvks a ,oa iq#"k ,sls vuq"Bkuks a es a euksj atd [ksy&
izfr;ksfxrkvksa esa Hkkx ysdj iqjLd`r gksrs gSaA lkFk gh izR;sd lnL;ksa ds
izR;sd ekaxfyd voljksa ij V™LV dh vksj ls vkfFkZd vuqnku lg;ksx
fd;k tkrk gSA foxr 40 o"kks± ls ^Jh vkbZnkl Jhefr bUnjdkSj V™LV*]
vkt Hkh lfÿ; gSA dqVqEc dk ofj"Bre lnL; V™LV dh v/;{krk djrk
gS vkSj ;qok lnL; V™LV dk;Zÿeksa dh leqfpr O;oLFkkA

izks- vkj-ih- O;kl th us vius e;kZfnr vkpj.k] x`gLFkh dh /kqjh]
vUuiw.kkZ v/kk±fxuh lgpjh dk fo;ksx gykgy] egknso cu pqipki ih
fy;kA rhu&rhu fookfgr iq=ksa ds Hkjs&iwjs ifjokj ds lkFk&lkFk vki 300
lnL;h; bl fo'kky dqVqEc ds eqf[k;k Hkh vkthou cus jgsA vius e/kqj
laHkk"k.k ,oa gkl&ifjgkl iw.kZ lkSgknZ ls lHkh dk eu thr ysus okys] NksVs
cM+s lHkh ds pgsrs ^pkpk* Jh O;klth dks O;ogkj iq#"kksŸke dgsa rks
vfr';ksfDr ugha gksxhA

izs;l vkSj Js;l thou ds ukuk vk;keksa esa dhfrZeku LFkkfir vftZr
dj] uFkkor O;kl ifjokj dk ;'kLoh Hkh"efirkeg] bfrgkl iq#"k] yksdeaxy
dk vkxzgh] O;ogkj iq#"kksŸke egkeuk MkW- jkeizlkn th O;kl 93 o"kZ dh
'krk;qcsyk esa 25 tqykbZ 2013 dks viuk vorj.k dk;Z iw.kZ dj] eks{kxkeh
gq,A vkius vius uke ds vuq:i ^jke* (uke) vkSj fu%Js;l (ikjekfFkZd
mUufr) dk iFk iz'kLr djuk ;fn ml =s;k;qfx jke dk izkf.kek= ij
vuqxzg gS rks muds uke izlkn dh egŸkk dSls de gks ldrh gSA

vLrq] Js;l vkSj izs;l thou dh yksd;k=k ds cVksgh deZ;ksxh izks-
vkj-ih- O;kl th ds pj.kkjfoUn esa lJºs; iz.kfrikn fuosfnr gSA
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Of Culture & Language :
A Case Study of United Provinces

Prof. (Dr.) Himanshu K.Chaturvedi

In the 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 looks very 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 difference lies in other form in 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
a crisis of new elite that emerged in India in 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 left leanings 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
be looked 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
also to Kaithi, a variant of the Nagari script that was popular
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 19th 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 elite with 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 the issue of language as a basis of religious
division for future. Thus, historically the issue is to looked
upon in such light also.

On the contrary it’s also a fact that one has to
understand that English did not rule India on the power of
guns but on the basis of ideology which in the 19th century
was a mixture of English thought of colonial governance
of civilizing India with 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 era of Orientals and process of modernizing Indian
communities began. But a serious thought will suggest that
Macaulay was only executing the idea of Anglicizing,
ideological ground of Biblical intervention was already laid
down through William Jones and Cecil Rhodes had
contemplated a vision of Imperial World Parliament. Later
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 ideological 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 be the idea of
educating the Indians and secondly the medium of
instruction.

The structural changes which started  in the 19th

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
status in 1857. They were too exhausted and weakened to
embark upon a fresh enterprise in near by future. Thus, the
policy of colonizers regarding India underwent a
metamorphosis after 1857. Its former orientation towards
support of the new progressive forces within the Indian
society was replaced by a growing gravitation and support
to the conservative forces of that society. New forces
proved catalyst in national awakening undoubtedly, termed
as ‘middle class’ but on issues of greater consequences (to
avoid divide)  they couldn’t  check the forces unleashed by
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British Government in which they were a part consciously
or sub-consciously.

The rise of this new class ‘middle class’ has been
subject to many academic arguments between Cambridge
scholars and Indian historians with Marxist leanings and to
Gramci’s interpretation of organic and inorganic substances.
However, this paper does not intend to go in this argument.
Only purpose to mention this aspect is to briefly draw
attention to the issue on the facts that politics of difference
was more closely related to the interests of this class. 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 on two major ingredients of culture- language
and religion were vociferously used to counter any logical
issues. If we take into consideration one important issue
of Congress activities in 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
Maharashtra and Bengal. Contrary to this, the new Muslim
intelligentsia, with its seat at Aligarh, is suggestive enough
to reflect 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. The way 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
culture in United Provinces.  .

The issue of use of Court language, new government
jobs, political seats and medium of instruction in education
set the pace for the structural change in 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 was the first
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 shouldering 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
in their interpretation of the situation as well as evaluation
of their own roles.1

Prior to 1857, there had been few noteworthy changes
on the issue of language. In 1830 the court of Directors of
the EIC advised the government in India to introduce English
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as the language of public business in 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 courts was “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 courts the people were
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 is evident that though the scripts suggested were
two, the language chosen was Hindi. A year later (1837)
regional languages in different provinces were 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.3 However, this did not made any serious impact
on communities and largely it was only a governmental affair
to decide upon. One may assume that prior to 1857 language
was a subject only related to official circles with no political
bearings of any magnitude on communities.

The perception that Persianized language could not
fulfill social needs was strengthened by the founders of
the Fort William College. Since, then emphasis was put
more on Hindustani.4 Though, outside U. P. (then, it was in
1825 that the British granted Urdu the status of court
language) its opposition assumed social colour as revival
of Sanskrit was started in Poona and Culcutta. It was the
first reactionary sort of lingua movement in the 19th
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century, urging upon the use of Devnagari script. Its main
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 as alien
languages and attempt started to free the indigenous
languages from foreign influence. Resultantly the British
welcomed this new development 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 till
19th century language was (and now also) the chief source
of cultural identification but the structural changes which
started shaping new India transformed 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 19th century
the issue became eco-cultural. It is a truth 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 differences tend to follow
linguistic lines. Major differences in customs, values,
attitudes and rituals tend to be accompanied by differences
in language and similarity in language tend to reinforce
similarities in social behavior5, 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



common root.

Analyzing the Indian situation since ancient times
one finds interesting that scholarly interest in language in
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. This is to state that lingua difference
didn’t have any political bearings 6

From the above discussion, two conclusions can be
drawn regarding language and identity. Firstly, language was
not a political question before 1857, though changes were
sought by the government in that era and secondly, the
cultural and economic questions were not vital issues in
context to language as the language of the ruler was
different. The sense of common enmity towards British
among the Hindus and Muslims in the uprising of 1857 is
suggestive enough of the fact that at time was no animosity
between two communities on such issues is evident. 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 be witnessed.
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
Proclamations issued by the rebels during 1857 – 58. The
Proclamation indicates simultaneously “ruin of religious
classes specially pandits, faquirs and other learned
men.”7 Apart from this the appeal to unity and protection of
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deen aur dharma7  is made in almost 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.8

Use of simple language was not confined to the
Proclamations of Awadh. Reference may be made to Khan
Bahadur Khan’s Bareilly Proclamation. This is addressed
to the local chieftains “ap sab raja log bade dharam aur
khoobiyon wale sakhi data, bardasht karne wale 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 State) “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.9

As the Proclamations are in mixed language, the
thrust is also upon Hindu – Muslim unity, as in most cases
the emphasis is laid to protect Hinduism and Islam and it is
the duty of Indians as a whole. This can be witnessed as in
the form of address these Proclamations made such as
“Hindu and Musalman brothers” 10. The author of
Zafarnama, waqya-i-gadar, refers to the rebels slogans in
Awadh: “Deen tu Duee Den, Hindu ka Dharam Musalman
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ka Iman”. 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”.10 Durga Das
Bandhopadhyay, a British employee posted at Bareilly refers
to rebels slogans: “Hindu Musalman Ek, Ram Rahim Ek,
Shri Krishna Allah Ek”.11 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 least on linguistic front.

Within fifty years after 1857 India witnessed the
process of change which was unprecedented in its earlier
history. The economic policies of the Imperial government
along with the spread of western education and
administrative changes (chiefly introduction of the local
self government and modern courts) produced a new middle
class which became the carrier of nationalism and
modernism but could not prevent the wedge among the
major communities. However, one has to see two 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 a by- product of western thought process
in India by many scholars. But the failure to recognize the
importance and substance of the resurgence of Bharat –
contesting emerging modern India as a resultant factor of
social reform movement, which so far has been grossly
overlooked. Especially those in defense of true tradition,
have larger role to 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 definite line
of step up process can be clearly drawn, starting from
Bankhim to Aurobindo encompassing a political leadership
based on the principles of cultural roots, rather than any
borrowing from the west. Perhaps each bracketed in this
category were driven by a fact that one ought to have faith
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 this drama of friction between Hindu and Muslims,
especially in Northern India and U. P. played a leading role
in this crisis which started on the issue of language. It was
this question of the authenticity of the identity of the
languages that led to major cleavage in 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?12 Both issues
clearly were related 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 a few years of linguistic change
of 1837. The advocacy for Hindi produced some results
and in 1854, the government of NWP instructed the district
authorities that the village revenue of official papers should
be maintained in Hindi and Devnagari script. In 1856,
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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
services would be dispensed with.13

In NWP, the case of Hindi was taken up by certain
individuals of whom one Raja Shiv Prasad was more
prominent. As an Inspector of Schools he was a government
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 this and Urdu supporters would not agree
to a script which was not suitable for Persian words.14

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 his friends, “I have received a
news of concern that Hindus are excited on a petition 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
class intelligentsia of 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
gives an idea of the controversy. “It was in 1868 that I wrote
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a memorandum on court character in the Upper Provinces.
My object was to speak only about the character”.15

Although in 1870s Hindi was adopted as the language
of the lower courts, first in Bihar and then in the Central
Provinces. British officials in the Upper Provinces resisted
the demand, partly on the ground that Urdu was the
vernacular at least in Awadh and partly because they did not
wish to cause Muslim dissatisfaction.16 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 Urdu in govt. schools and in 1873, 48,229, a
percentage increase over 219. The equivalent figures for
Hindi were 69,134 and 85,820, a percentage increase of
24.17 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 students freely entered it.18

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,
specially in judiciary. In NWP and Awadh Muslims held 44.8
and 45.9 percent respectively of the executive and 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.19 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.20 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 preference to 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 was read  only by the people of lower ranks, engaged
in petty trades. This was a sort of rejection to the script of
natives. On the 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 figure in Hindi literary world. He examined in 50
pages statement the various aspects of Hindi and Urdu and
said: “In all civilized countries the language spoken by the
people and the character written by them are also used in
courts. This is the only country where the court language is
neither the mother tongue of the ruler nor the subject.21

Further in 1895 – 96 it was found 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
its policy was proving inimical to Hindus and Hindi.

In late 1890’s the agitation for introduction of Hindi
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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 above is 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 like in vernacular
issuing to the public from the courts or from the
revenue officials shall be in the Persian and Nagari
characters and the portion in the latter shall invariably
be filled up as well as in 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.22

Hindi Speakers were not satisfied with this order and
took it as the mercy rather than justice and Urdu supporters
took it as wrong 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.23
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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 20th July 1883- “Why Hindi is not used in
municipal departments……., why the municipal acts are not
written in Hindi— as use of Urdu is hampering its right
progress”. On 16th September 1883 same paper wrote, “The
government is following the policies of regional languages
in different vernacular regions but Hindi is still tied and
put in a well”.24 Another paper ‘Pradeep’ from Allahabad
(Bal Krishna Bhatt, ed.) laid emphasis on the problems of
Persians and Urdu scripts and made mockery of its style.
The Urdu press also did not left any stone unturned and on
17th May, 1900 an interesting poetry entitled “Urdu ki
apeel” (The address of Urdu) was published in ‘Avadhpanch’,
in this address Nagari Hindi was pronounced as greatest
enemy of Urdu. 25

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. One finds it 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
Muslims in U.P.

Another interesting fact that comes in a sensitive mind
is simple, that is to say - who were the native gentlemen
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playing a catalyst role in organizing this controversy in their
own communities and consciously or unconsciously
became a tool 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. Lets take up two examples. Raja Shiv Prasad was a
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, as few suggests, but his demand was naturally
driven by consciousness to lost identity of a language as
Persian had been the court language of Avadh, borrowed
from Mughal court in its formative 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
his fellowmen shall thrive only by studying the same. Both
were in 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 developments are well 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 ideas are assimilated in 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 this language 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. In the field of social reform, as stated earlier, we have
less cared to understand the inwardness 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 has to agree that no idea of ‘one’ cultural
language can exactly be translated in another cultural
language. Every culture has its distinctive ‘physiognomy’
which is reflected in each vital idea and ideal presented by
the culture. And it is a historical fact that Swaraj in idea is
basically carried in transcript of language, not always and
only driven by economics of politics.
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