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EX/HIST/PG/1.1/2025

MASTER OF ARTS EXAMINATION, 2025

(1st Year, 1st Semester)

HISTORY

COURSE : 1 (HIST/PG/1.1)

[ History and Historiography (Module I) ]

Time : Two Hours Full Marks : 30

Answer either in English or in Bengali
Answer any two questions, taking

at least one from each Group.

 All questions carry equal marks.

GROUP—A

1. (a) Explain how Bernard Cohn describes the ‘ways of
knowing’ that were deployed by the British in colonial
India to further their imperializing project.

( OR )

(b) What were the primary features of eighteenth-century
Orientalist scholarships on India?

2. (a) “The overtly aggressive and nervous prose of counter-
insurgency born of the worries of the early colonial days
came thus to adopt in this genre of historical writing the
firm but benign, authoritarian but understanding, idiom
of a mature and self-assured imperialism.” Explain.



( 2 )
( OR )

(b) How do the eclipse myths and counter-myths represent
social hierarchy and domination?

3. (a) Explain Partha Chatterjee’s points of agreement and
disagreement with Benedict Anderson on the issue of
the nature of nationalism and the formation of the nation-
state.

( OR )

(b) How have Marxist historians explained the limitations
of nineteenth century social reform programmes?
Discuss with reference to Asok Sen’s study of
Vidyasagar.

GROUP—B

4. (a) “The real difficulty”, as Partha Chatterjee notes in
The Nation and Its Fragments, “was with Islam in
India, which could claim, within the same classicizing
mode an alternative classical tradition.” Explain the
nature and structure of the “real difficulty” that
Chatterjee is referring to here.

( OR )

(b) In what respects did Tarinicharan Chattopadhyay’s
Bharatbarser Itihas differ from and/or concur with
(i) Mrityunjay Vidyalankar’s Puranic history and
(ii) colonialist history writing.
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(J) t¡à[¹oãW¡¹o W¡ìj¡àšà‹¸àìÚ¹ ‘®¡à¹t¡¤ìÈ¢¹ Òü[t¡ÒàÎ’ (1) ³õtå¡¸gÚ

[¤ƒ¸àºS¡à¹ ¹[W¡t¡ ‘ëšï¹à[oA¡ Òü[t¡ÒàÎ’ * (2) ‘+š[>ì¤[ÅA¡

Òü[t¡ÒàÎ[ºJ>’— &Òü ƒå’ìÚ¹ ÎìU ëA¡à=àÚ &A¡³t¡ &¤} ëA¡à=àÚ

[®¡Ä³t¡, ¤å[c¡ìÚ ëºìJà¡ú

5. ÎÒ¤àÎ Î´¶[t¡ "àÒü> šøÎìU [¤t¡A¢¡ &¤} ‘Î´ßƒàÚ’ * ‘\à[t¡’ Î}yû¡à”z

[¤ÈÚA¡ [¤t¡A¢¡P¡ìºà A¡ã®¡àì¤ Î´š[A¢¡t¡?

6. (A¡) tå¡A¡ã¢-šà¹[ÎA¡ l¡üšàJ¸à> * Î}ÑHõþt¡ [Åºà[º[š¹ l¡üš¹ [®¡[v¡ A¡ì¹

ë¹à[³ºà =àš¹ A¡ã®¡àì¤ ‘‘&A¡A¡-A¡à¹o³èºA¡ [¤¤õ[t¡ ë=ìA¡ šøÎèt¡

[A¡áå Îà‹à¹oãA¡¹o, ™à "t¡ãt¡ Î´šìA¢¡ šøàÚ [A¡áåÒü ¤ìº >à’’, t¡àìA¡

">à¤õt¡ A¡ì¹ìá>, t¡à ¤å[c¡ìÚ ëºìJà¡ú

( "=¤à )

(J) $>[¤}Å Åt¡ìA¡¹ [‡t¡ãÚàì‹¢ \àt¡ãÚt¡à¤àƒã šøt¡A¢¡ A¡ã®¡àì¤ ‘>à¹ã

šøÅ¥’-&¹ ³ã³à}Îà A¡ì¹?
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2. (A¡) ‘ÑšÊ¡t¡ "àyû¡³oàuA¡ &¤} ®¡ãt¡ šø[t¡-[¤ì‰àÒã Kƒ¸ (prose of

counter-insurgency), ™à +š[>ì¤[ÅA¡ ÅàÎ>A¡àìº¹ šøà=[³A¡

šì¤¢¹ ƒå–[ÆW¡”zà šøÎèt¡, &Òü Òü[t¡ÒàÎ ¹W¡>à ¹ã[t¡¹ ³à‹¸ì³, ƒõØn¡ "=W¡

ÎƒÚ, A¡tõ¢¡â«¤àƒã [A¡”ñ ÎÒà>å®è¡[t¡Åãº, š[¹ot¡ * "àu[¤Å¬àÎã

Îà´÷à\¸¤àìƒ¹ "àA¡à¹ [>º¡ú ¤¸àJ¸à A¡ì¹à¡ú

( "=¤à )

(J) KøÒo šå¹àA¡=à &¤} šø[t¡-šå¹àA¡=à ëA¡³> A¡ì¹ Îà³à[\A¡ ëÅø[o[¤>¸àÎ

* "à[‹šìt¡¸¹ šø[t¡ó¡º> [ÒìÎì¤ A¡à\ A¡ì¹, t¡à ¤å[c¡ìÚ ëºìJà¡ú

3. (A¡) \àt¡ãÚt¡à¤àìƒ¹ šøAõ¡[t¡ &¤} \à[t¡-¹àÊ¡ö Kk¡ì>¹ ëÛ¡ìy ë¤ì>[l¡C¡

"¸à“¡à¹Îì>¹ t¡ìw¹ Îàì= šà=¢ W¡ìj¡àšà‹¸àìÚ¹ ³ît¡A¡¸ * ³t¡àî>A¡¸

[¤ìÅÃÈo A¡ì¹à¡ú

( "=¤à )

(J) $>[¤}Å Åt¡ìA¡¹ Î³à\Î}ÑHþà¹ šøA¡ì¿¹ Îã³à¤‡ý¡t¡àP¡ìºà ³àGã¢Ú

Òü[t¡ÒàÎ[¤ƒ¹à A¡ã®¡àì¤ ¤¸àJ¸à A¡ì¹ìá>? [¤ƒ¸àÎàKì¹¹ l¡üš¹ "ìÅàA¡

ëÎì>¹ Kì¤Èoà¹ [®¡[v¡ìt¡ "àìºàW¡>à A¡ì¹à¡ú

[¤®¡àK—J

4. (A¡) The Nation and Its Fragments ¤Òü-& šà=¢ W¡ìj¡àšà‹¸àÚ

¤ìºìá>, ‘‘"àÎº Î³Î¸à, ®¡à¹t¡¤ìÈ¢ ÒüÎºà³, ™à [A¡>à &A¡Òü ‹¹ì>¹

‹øç¡šƒãA¡¹o A¡à™¢š‡ý¡[t¡¹ ³ì‹¸ ë=ìA¡Òü "à¹ &A¡[i¡ [¤A¡¿ '[t¡Ò¸ìA¡

[>ì\¹ ¤ìº ƒà¤ã A¡¹ìt¡ šàì¹¡ú’’ &Òü ‘"àÎº Î³Î¸à’¹ šøAõ¡[t¡ *

Kk¡> ¤¸àJ¸à A¡ì¹à¡ú
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5. How  were the debates on the Age of Consent bill related to
the debates on the ‘community’ and the ‘nation’?

6. (a) With reference to either the Turko-Persian chronicles
or the Sanskrit inscriptions, explain how Romila Thapar
dismantles “generalizations based on mono-causal
explanations that tell us virtually nothing about the past”.

( OR )

(b) Explain how the nationalist discourse “resolved” the
“women’s question” in the second half of the nineteenth
century.

¤Uà>å¤àƒ

šø[t¡[i¡ [¤®¡àK ë=ìA¡ "”zt¡ &A¡[i¡ A¡ì¹ šøÅ¥ [>ìÚ ë™ìA¡à> [t¡>[i¡ šøìÅ¥¹ l¡üv¡¹

ƒà*¡ú

šø[t¡[i¡ šøìÅ¥¹ ³à> Î³à>¡ú

[¤®¡àK—A¡

1. (A¡) ‘`¡à> "àì¹àÒìo¹ š‡ý¡[t¡’ ™à Òü}ì¹\ìƒ¹ Îà´÷à\¸¤àƒã šøA¡¿ìA¡

"KøÎ¹ A¡¹ìt¡ ÎàÒà™¸ A¡ì¹[áº, t¡àìA¡ ¤à>¢àl¡¢ ëA¡à> A¡ã®¡àì¤ ¤o¢>à

A¡ì¹ìá>, ¤å[c¡ìÚ ëºìJà¡ú

( "=¤à )

(J) "Ê¡àƒÅ Åt¡ìA¡¹ ®¡à¹ìA¡[@ƒøA¡ šøàW¡¸¤àƒã [¤ƒ¸àW¡W¢¡à¹ šø‹à> í¤[ÅÊ¡¸P¡[º

A¡ã [áº?


