Row over California Textbooks?

Who Won? Who Lost?
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Whenever there is a battle, be it political, intellectual, physical or
anything in between, people always want to know who won and who | ost.

In matters such as textbook corrections, it is not so sinple. W had an
opportunity to witness the circus (to put it mldly) on February on
February 27th.

To explain in detail what has been going on for alnpst a year is very
i nportant before we discuss the whole issue.

Every six years, California State Board of Education (CSBE) reviews
contents of its textbooks for different grades. The sixth grade
t ext books, which include social studies is up for review

Hi ndu Educati on Foundation (HEF) and Vedi ¢ Foundation (VF) have been
working diligently with the state board of education to inprove content
related to Hi nduismand India. Things were going great until few
politically and ideologically notivated people junped in to portray

Hi ndui sm negati vel y.

February 27th neeting was the |l ast battle before the full board decides
on the fate of these textbooks on March 8th.

Al'l the sides were pretty nuch prepared with their presentation. The
supporters of the Hi ndu groups made an inpassi oned appeal one |ast tine
to see if the board would be willing to listen to reason, science and
evi dence. They paraded speakers fromall walks of life. Parents,
experts, nen, wonen and teenagers pitched in. Their objective was to
convene the board to approve remaini ng 30% of the changes proposed (the
board had al ready accepted 70% of the reconmendations earlier).

About dozen teenagers were present to see if they can convince CSBE to
change textbooks so that their siblings can be spared of hunmiliation
they suffered. Many had opportunity to speak but many nore were

di sappoi nted that they were not allowed to speak

Bhaavi ka Patel, a 10th-grader at Monte Vista Hi gh School in Cupertino
asked ?how many California students know that there is nore to H nduism
than just the caste systen?'" W only hear of the negatives, and that
makes us feel inferior.?



Karti keya Katir, a 16-year old student fromDavis, said that, "God is
al ways spelled with a small 'g' when tal ki ng about Hi ndui sm and God of
other religions is spelled with a capital 'G," and wondered why the
scriptures of Hi nduismwere referred to as 'nmyths' and 'l egends' while
the scriptures of all other religions cane from God. ?

M. Maul i k Shukl a, one of the parent presented docunmentation from

I ndi an

Archeol ogi cal Society to debunk Aryan Invasi on Theory (al so known as
Aryan | nvasion Fantasy), only to be inforned that it makes no

di fference.

Speakers from HEF, VF and Hi ndu Anmerican Foundation (HAF) al so

hi ghl i ght ed nunmerous educati onal and procedural code violations by the
CSBE and California departnent of Education (CDE) |leading up to this
st age.

Khanderao Kand, coordinator for HEF said, "This is the first time the
Hi ndu community has participated in correcting msrepresentations in

t he

California textbooks. H ndu parents are concerned about inpact of
negati ve stereotypes on students. The conmunity has succeeded in
getting

many of the humiliating coments out of the textbooks. In fact, about
75% of changes from Hi ndu Educati on Foundati on have been accepted. Many
of the changes not accepted |eave a distorted view of the basic tenets
of Hinduism and | eave a negative feeling about India and H nduismin

t he

text books. W will work further to attenpt to get rid of all negative
stereotypes."”

The Hi ndu groups al so highlighted the discrimnatory behavior of the
board vis-afis other religions. O the changes proposed by different
religious groups, Hindus were the only group that had to go through

hum liating treatnent of nmultiple review comittees and assault from
non- experts.

Anj ali Patel, coordinator for Hi ndu Education Foundation said ?It
appears that SBE does not trust either CDE or the scholars who gave the
suggesti ons based on scientific evidence. W want expl anations.?
Referring to di screpancy between The State Board of Education and
California Departnment of Education, constituted by the SBE. She further
said, that ?the three nmenmbers of the current Content Review Panel were
not qualified to review Hinduismrelated material as they did not have



proper background and that they were signatories to the |etter opposing
t he contents.?

Speaker after speaker got up and attenpted to remnd the board that in
all this discussion, there are two things missing. First the essence of
Hi ndui sm (The whol e universe is one fam |y, There is one God, nmany ways
to get there etc.) is not nmentioned anywhere in the textbooks and
second, the books are ainmed at sixth graders and not at schol ars.

Those who opposed the changes (one wonders what could be the rea
reason), too had their speakers lined up. They had Si khs and Christians
claimng to be Dalits to oppose the back projection of Dalit /
untouchability / caste systemto the roots of Hi nduism They also had
line up of Berkeley based communi sts and |inguists (professors in
Sanskrit and other |anguages) from various col |l eges opposing removal of
reference to AIT. W wonder how experts in |anguage can be
authoritative

i n archeol ogy than archeol ogi sts thensel ves.

Most of the professors and | ecturers basically focused on AIT with a

| ong speech, typical of intellectuals, which had very little substance.
At times, people were wondering whomthey were talking to or which side
they were supporting. They gave their one mnute speech and left the
hal |, except for Steve Farner, so called expert in conparative studies.
He too had nothing better to say, but he nmade mark by maki ng gestures
unbecom ng of a scholar. He even started arguing with participants
sitting in the hall while the hearing was ongoing, calling everyone
around him ?stupid?, ?idiot? and ?noron? and using profanity. Rohan
Desai, a 17 year old senior from M ssion San Jose High school said, ?I
stepped in and told himto watch what he was saying, because there were
six year old children in the room?

Rohan Desai and few ot her teenagers, who skipped the class to nmeke
their

voi ce heard, were disappointed that they could not speak and were
exposed to such a behavi or

Sashank Reddy, other teenager said, ?if this is how he (Farmer) speaks
and behaves in public, | wonder what he teaches in college??

It appeared that both canps had their strategy. The Hi ndu canp was
focused on three major issues in correcting the false portrayal of

Hi ndui sm They concentrated on the effect of negative portrayal on the
young children, unequal / biased treatnent towards Hi ndus and
procedura



vi ol ations by the departnent.

The opposition canp had a single point agenda. It was their attack on
the Hi ndu group and individuals involved in the correction of

t ext books.

They paraded nunber of individuals who tried to drag every communal
conflict in India into this public hearing.

Shal i ni CGera, Raju Rajagopalan, Grish Agarwal and other opposition
speakers continued to drag non-rel evant issues such as Babri Structure
denolition; communal riots, Nazi and such, which at tinmes appeared to
be

just a rant.

Considering, public had only one mnute to speak, M. Desai, president
of Friends of India Society International (FISI) did nanage to provide
i nformati on exposing |inks between the opponents of corrections with
some unsavory organi zations. Friends of South Asia (FOSA) for exanple
have |inks with Communist party of India. FeTNA, a Tami| organization
is

associated with LTTE, a Sri Lankan terror group, which assassi nated
former Prinme Mnister Rajiv Gandhi and sone dalit speakers were
associated with Dalit Solidarity Network, a Christian m ssionary group
but the board was in no nmood to listen

The school board on other hand totally different thought process from

t he beginning. It appeared that the board was going through his charade
of public hearing to satisfy some form of procedural requirenents.
After

about four hours of hearing, the board took | ess than 30 seconds to
pass

a resolution recommending to full board, the changes. These changes
anounted to about 75% of corrections recomended by HEF

Wth this, both canps clainmed that their side had won. Unfortunately,
the children in California will be the biggest losers if the full board
accepts these recomendati ons wi t hout addressing the remaining
corrections. The edits proposed by school board are so contradictory;

it

will be amazing to see how the board will reconcile the differences.
God

forbid, if the teacher happens to get hold of contradicting textbooks.
She / He will probably give up teaching Hi nduism



