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Erasing India History? A summary of a current debate. 

  The articles ‘India history debate after chapter on Mughals dropped’, written by Zoya Mateen published by the BBC, and ‘Indian government accused of rewriting history after edits to schoolbooks’, written by Hannah Ellis-Peterson published by the guardian, both dated in April early this year, both discuss the recent decision in India to remove and rewrite some of the country’s history in secondary school textbooks. This decision was made by the National Council of Education Research and Training (NCERT) under India’s federal education ministry. This recent event has caused a division in India between those who support the changes and those who do not. This summary will follow the two points of view, and the synopsis will be read from a historical perspective on the current debate. 

   The NCERT organisation has removed references of Mahatma Gandhi’s opposition to Hindu nationalism with the controversial religious riots in Gujarat State, 2002, involving the current Prime Minister of India, Narendra Modi. As well as removal of chapters containing history about the Mughals empire, who controlled India between the 16th and 19th centuries, which has been reapplied and amended before this recent publication. With the action of the NCERT there is a feeling of anxiety of the effects it will have on the secondary school children, with the consensus worry of the removal a chapter that contain’s information on the Mughal dynasty. 
The article written by Mateen quotes Mr Hilal Ahmed, who works in political Islam and teaches at a centre for study of developing societies, saying “by removing what is uncomfortable or seen inconvenient we are not encouraging them to think critically” (Mateen 2023). Within Mateen’s article it was commented on those who support the removal, for example Makhan Lal, a historian and academic that has written for NCERT textbooks, was cited of his response to the criticism, “Mughal rule was one of the bloodiest periods in Indian History. Can’t we write about Vijay Nagar empire or the Cholas or Pandyas instead?“. (Mateen 2023), referring to the Hindu dynasties who ruled the southern India.
However, within Mateen article, the response to Mr Lal’s claim, a historian and author Manu.S.Pillai was cited
“What is happening now is a suggestion that Mughals were peculiarly violent -when in fact violence was part of kingship as an institution everywhere- and that they saw themselves primarily as Muslims, determined to torment Hindus”.
(Mateen 2023, https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-india-65229515)

   Within Ellis-Peterson’s article, Mr Mallikarjun Kharge, the president of the congress opposition party, was quoted condemning the recent change of the removal on the Chapter of the Mughal courts. “you can change the truth in books, but you cannot change the history of the country”. (Ellis-Peterson 2023)
The article by Ellis-Peterson, Aditya Mukherjee, a professor of contemporary Indian history at Jawaharlal Nehru university, was quoted on the removal of the chapter as an attempt to ‘weaponise’ and ‘erase’ to suit a political agenda, “whenever we have witnessed erasure of particular community from history it is usually followed by genocide of the community” (Ellis-Peterson 2023). Within Mateen article the NCERT director, Dinesh Saklani, was commented calling this ‘unnecessary’ debate due to the Mughal history is still being taught in schools today. Also, the fact that the Mughal dynasty is much more recent as well with it being heavily documented rather than the Cholas dynasty, which was dissolved in the 13th century. 
Within Mateen article , Mr Lal was commented, “after all, it's one Chapter- it's not like Mughal History has been entirely omitted from the curriculum”. (Mateen 2023)
However, in Mateen article Mr Ahmed, recognises that by withholding information and with the recent deletion it can give confusion on history without the right context. History isn’t just based on rulers, dynasties or battles, it gives examples on understanding administration, governance and cultures through the times. By removing these contexts, it makes the past more muddled. “So when you remove something arbitrarily, you strip it of its context, making it distortive”. (Mateen 2023)
Also in Mateen article, Mr Lal, was quoted that these so called distortions, led to decades of shame around ancient Indian culture and values. “But Indians are now reckoning with their ancient past”. (Mateen 2023) 
In Mateen article, Mr Ahmed was quoted it is ironic that a colonial view of Indian history where ancient is seen as. A Muslim one is being reiterated by some. “You are reducing India’s overlapping cultures and religious into mere outsider vs insider debates, when past is actually a lot more complicated”. (Mateen, 2023)

   Through Ellis-Peterson article, Mr Saklani was cited that it should not be “blown out of proportion” that all changes has been done by a “expert panal”, with BJP’s national spokesperson, Gopal Krishna Agarwal quoted “not rewriting history” but following a rebalance from a “biased approach” by some historians. This support’s Mr Saklani comments on the debate. 
In Mateen article, its found that this isn’t a first for India, under different governments theres been many revisions to the history curriculum. A quote by Mr Ahmed says that textbook review is also advocated by scholars to strike the right balance between content and learning outcomes. “History never ends, its forever unfinished and unresolved, but history textbooks- and that’s why they are constantly reviewed”. (Mateen, 2023)

    In conclusion, following the publication of the BBC news article and the guardian article, both showcased the two main points of the debate, surrounding India’s recent publication of school textbooks. This summary reviewed the positive and negative of rewriting and removing history within secondary school education, from a historian and political perceptive. Reviewing this debate from a student of history, both debates put a wider perceptive of the difficulties in deciding what is needed to be learned in school and what should be reviewed later. 



Reference List
Zoya Mateen (2023) ‘India History debate after chapter on Mughals dropped’, BBC news, 20th April. Available at https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-india-65229515 (Accessed: 27th September 2023) 

Hannah Ellis-Peterson (2023) ‘Indian government accused of rewriting history after edits to schoolbooks’, The Guardian, Thursday 6th April. Available at
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2023/apr/06/indian-government-accused-of-rewriting-history-after-edits-to-schoolbooks. (Accessed:27th September 2023)


