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widely prevalent notion that we can force a language 
to behave in a patticular manner if we only will it so. 
It is true that under modern conditions with mass edu- 
cation and mass ptopaganda through the press, printed 
books, cinema and the radio, a language can be varied 
much more rapidly than in past times. And yet that 
variation is but the mirror of the rapid changes taking 
place among the people who use it. If a language 
loses touch with the people, it loses its vitality and be- 
comes an artificial, lifeless thing, instead of the thing of 

life and strength and joy that it should be. Attempts 
to force the growth of a language in a particular direction 

ate likely to end in distorting it and crushing its 

spitit. 

111. 

What should be the policy of the State in regard to 

language? The Congress has briefly but clearly and 

definitely stated this in the resolution on Fundamental 

Rights: “The culture, language and script of the 

minorities and of the different linguistic areas shall be 

protected.” By this declaration the Congtess is bound 

and no minority or linguistic group can tequite a wider 

assurance. Further the Congress has stated in its 

constitution, as well as in many resolutions, that while 

the common language of the country should be Hindus- 

tani, the provincial languages should be dominant in 

their respective areas. A language cannot be imposed 

by resolution, and the Congtess desite to develop a com- 

mon language and catty on most of out work in the 

provincial languages would be pious wishes, ignored 

by the multitude, if they did not fit in with existing 

conditions and the needs of the situation. We have 

thus to see how fat they so fit in.
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sptead language which, with its variations, covers a 
vast atea and numbets its votaties by the hundred 
million. Yet the problem remains and has to be 
faced. 

It has to be faced for the moment because of its 
communal and political implications. But that is a 
temporaty matter and will pass. The real problem will 
remain: as to what policy we shall adopt in a scheme 
of general mass education and the cultural development 
of the people; how shall we promote the unity of 
India and yet preserve the rich diversity of our 
inheritance ? 

The question of language is ever one of great con- 
sequence for a people. Almost exactly three hundred 
yeats ago Milton, writing from Florence to a friend, 
emphasized this and said: “Nor is it to be considered of 
small consequence what language, pure or corrupt, a 
people has, or what is their customary degree of pro- 
பப்ப ம்ம்ம்‌... for let the words of a country 
be in part unhandsome and offensive in themselves, in 
part debased by wear and wrongly uttered, and what 
do they declare, but, by no light indication, that the 
inhabitants of that country are an indolent, idly-yawning 
trace, with minds already long prepared for any amount 
of servility ? On the other hand we have never heard 
that any empire, any state, did not at least flourish in 
a middling degree as long as its own liking and cate for 
its language lasted.” 

11 \ 

A living language is a throbbing, vital thing, ever 
changing, ever growing and mirroring the people who 
speak and write it. It has its roots in the masses, though 
its superstructure may represent the culture of a few. 
How then can we change it ot shape it to our liking by 
resolutions or orders from above? And yet I find this 
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