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It falls to me to say a few words in conclusion on the role of textual scholarship
in the scientiﬁc study of India’s past, this role having been the preoccupation of a
number of the contributors to this colloquium, myself included.
By scientiﬁc study I mean an enquiry that proceeds from evidence to hypotheses
that can be tested and, if found wanting in the light of further study, will be rejected
with enthusiasm in the search for a more exact or less inaccurate understanding. But
I do not mean an approach to India that is rational but clinical. For it is my ﬁrm
conviction and, I believe, that of all the philologists who have contributed here, that
the purpose of such work is to achieve for ourselves, and to lead others to, what I
called this morning an intimate appreciation of this civilization. Textual scholarship
is not motivated, as some may have been taken to imply here, by a purblind ‘orientalist’ urge to impose on areas of alien discourse constructions that encode our own
ideological commitments and fears. It is motivated by the recognition that India’s past
contains works of great beauty and subtlety of mind that deserve to be appreciated
and understood, and not merely because they exist but also because they informed
and mediated the human world around them, because they were important works that
were valued and have endured. Nor need the textual scholar’s concerns be exclusively
elitist, in the sense that they be directed only to the masterpieces of literature and
Śāstra. For where there is an unconditional commitment to understand such sources,
there will be a readiness to consider whatever throws light on their world right down to
the humblest Paddhatis, Stotras, inscriptions, and the like, and an eagerness to learn
from, or develop ancillary expertise in, such non-literary disciplines as art history,
numismatics, archaeology, and social anthropology. Indeed, while it is possible for
philology to restrict itself to the understanding of masterpieces, it is equally possible,
and in the present state of knowledge more desirable, I think, to work with the
curiosity of the historian and observer of society, to use the abundant sources at
our disposal to clarify the pasts in which our texts were located. us our position is
that the problem raised here of the relation between text-based Indology and History

is imaginary. Textual criticism, the core of the philologist’s activity, is an historian’s
discipline and our knowledge of the past would be jejune indeed without the texts that
it has established, especially since it has included the deciphering and interpretations
of inscriptions. What is bad in textual criticism is bad textual criticism, the variety that
does not concern itself suﬃciently with meaning and therefore oﬀers an uninformed
and correspondingly arbitrary selection from the transmitted variants. is is rightly
condemned by the traditional Pan. d. ita. For it is true that a Pan. d. ita who knows his
Śāstra can make a better edition from a single, imperfect manuscript than an underinformed pholologist can make from many. But the ideal qualiﬁcation for such work
is to be a Pan. d. ita trained in the forensic skills of manuscript evaluation. Such a person
may arise from the milieu of the traditional Pan. d. ita or from that of the philologist,
provided that the latter is prepared to work with suﬃcient diligence and to learn from
the traditional scholar rather than to see him as a mere tool of his own research. I
salute the learned Śāstris who have joined us in this colloquium for their mastery of
the traditional disciplines and hope that together we may bring the study of India’s
past to a new level through interaction and mutual respect. For the pursuit of this goal
the Pondicherry Centre d’Indologie is uniquely qualiﬁed. Much good work has been
done here and there is every reason to hope that even better work will be done in the
future. We wish only to learn and are open, I hope, to all criticisms that are from in
a genuine desire to forward understanding
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