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PREFACE

Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) claims to be the greatest embaafiment
nationalism in the country today. There has been a concerted attemptket it
as being synonymous with patriotism in India. It is alsa&, though, that the
claims of the RSS in this regard have always been challengedliiduals and
organizations who were in the thick of the freedom movement. Themedsarth
of writings exposing the negative role of the RSS during the freestamgle
However, this booklet is an attempt to collect facts of teedom movement era
from the documents of the RSS itself. It has been the intentitmeauthor that
the documents o the RSS should speak for themselves. Thiebis surely going
to disillusion those who believe that the RSS played amyino$ecuring freedom.
They will hear from the horse's mouth that not only was aslenaintained about
the evils of foreign rule but all attempts were made to sabokegégiht against

British imperialism.

This booklet contains a thematic index of references in speendesrdings of

RSS leaders to participation in the freedom struggle. This isspald as an
appendix.

Translations from original Hindi texts quoted in the booklet are by th@rauth

| am greatly indebted to Shri D.R. Goyal for inspiring me tdeutake this study. |
would like to express my gratitude to Ms. Neelima Sharma and Ms. &hitimeir

assistance in collecting material and in the preparation ofwbrk. | am also
thankful to Mr. Amar Farooqui of the Joshi-Adhikari InstituteSofcial Studies for

various suggestions and comments on the dratft.

Shamsul Islam August 24, 1999



THE FREEDOM MOVEMENT AND THE RSS

With the dream of unfurling the saffron flag of Hindu Rashtra,Rhme Minister

of India Atal Behari Vajpayee issued a commemorative postage stamgrkahe

110th birth anniversary of ‘freedom fighter' and founder of the Raahtriy
Swayamsewak Sangh (RSS), Dr. K.B. Hedgewar, on March 18, 1999 in New

Delhi. It was the first instance since India's independence ftadtage stamp was
issued commemorating the birthday of the founder of the RSS ortlagryleader
of this organization. On this occasion, the Prime Minister wddigressing mainly
a gathering of RSS cadre, took credit for the fact that by isshingdstage stamp
his government had corrected an injustice whereby the great frdegiusr and
patriot Dr. Hedgewar was denied his due place in the historyfdepandent India.
Rajendar Singh, chief of RSS, and Union Home Minister L.K. Advanisfmke

on the occasion and described Dr. Hedgewar as a great revolutionary.

This is not the place to go into the issue whether reioolaties and freedom
fighters who challenged the might of the British rulers némdhonours of this
government or for that matter any other government. However, theofiabe
matter is that the Prime Minister, the Home Minister, and the RES$ wlere
talking dishonestly. They were trying to pass off a pre-indégece political trend
represented by the RSS as a legacy of the anti-colonial stnatpgireas in reality
RSS was never part of the anti-imperialist struggle. On the contiace #&s
inception in 1925, the RSS only tried to disrupt the gasditimperialist struggle

of the Indian people against the British colonial rulers.

Interestingly, the ‘contribution’ to the freedom struggle for ctvhthe BJP

Government honoured Dr. Hedgewar was made by him as a Congrefismay



not be known to many that he went to jail for the firsheti for giving an

inflammatory speech in support of the Khilafat Movement (1220-He was
subsequently sentenced to one year's rigorous imprisonmeobrding to his
biography published by the RSS, "the experiences gained by e ifreedom
movement till now, gave rise to a number of questions inmn&l. He felt that
some other way should be fourfdlh the same bogkt is further mentioned that
Dr. Hedgewar was attracted towards Hindutva by 1925 and "throsdghlént he
found a new method of Shakha, different from the ways then prevafeihbjng

public work and the type of efforts then being made for gaifiegdom™ The

truth is that Dr. Hedgewar by then had openly taken the pédiich Mohammed
Ali Jinnah was to later take, of breaking the united movemethieolndian people

against the British rulers and splitting it along religious lines.

Dr. Hedgewar was sent to jail a second time by the British gowsnihis was
the last time that he went to jail. The reason for his secondsomment has been
described in the same biography in the following words: 18380] Mahatma
Gandhi had called upon the people to break different laws of dlierrgment.
Gandhiji himself launched Salt Satyagraha undertaking Dandi YatraSdheb
[Hedgewar] sent information everywhere that the Sangh will not jpetgcin the
Satyagraha. However those wishing to participate individuallyt iwere not
prohibited. This meant that any responsible worker of the Saoglhd not
participate in the Satyagrah&'However, rather surprisingly, Dr. Saheb decided to
participate in Gandhi's Dandi Salt Satyagraha as an indiviGdaiourse, he had
an ulterior motive. We learn about this from the same biograpbiysped by the
RSS: "Dr. Saheb had the confidence that with a freedom lovirfgsas®ificing
and reputed group of people inside with him there, he woslcusls the Sangh

with them and win them over for its work'In this context it is further stated in the



biography, "Doctor Saheb did not let the work of the Sangh get awayHi®m
mind (aankhon se aujhal nahin hone diya) even for a momenmngdinis
imprisonment. He established close links with all the leadedsactivists [of the
Congress] who were in prison, made them understand the wonke &angh and
obtained from them promise of cooperation in work for ther&utHe came out of
the prison only after making plans for a big leap for workaesfon"® It is clear
that Dr. Hedgewar chose to go to jail his time not becaeseas convinced of the
cause but in order to break the ranks of the Congress cadre. ddu¥ss were
participating in the Non-Cooperation Movement and goingiis ppholding the
banner of united struggle of the people of all religions efdbuntry. In fact, the
Congress leadership soon realized that communal and sectaaaizatigns were
bent upon using the cadre of Congress for their vicioggydg. In 1934, the All
India Congress Committee passed a resolution forbidding Gangrembers from

becoming members of the RSS, the Hindu Mahasabha, and the Muslim League.

It needs to be underlined that on the two occasions thatdoigddvar went to jail,
it was at the call of the Congress. If it is true that thep&sge government has
honoured him for his participation in Congress-led moveaméinis should be
clearly stated. On the other hand if he is being honourdtedsunder of the RSS
then the only 'contribution’ for which he can claim credihdttof propagating the
communal and disruptive ideology of Hindu Rashtra - anladgowhich divided

and undermined the freedom movement.

The people of this country would like to know which movements were laurghed
the RSS before 1947, to free India from British imperialism. Who astois)
leaders and cadres suffered repression under colonial rule? alvinagst them

went to jail or became martyrs for the cause of the freedom of the country?



The truth is that the foundation of anti-imperialist petgplunity, especially unity

of the Hindu and Muslim masses, was firmly laid by the gstatggle of the
Indian people foindependence in 1857. This unity formed the basis of the Non-
Cooperation Movement (192ZR), in the course of which India's struggle for
freedom underwent a qualitative change. The single most imp&etgtate of the
immediate post-war period was the politics of mass mobilizatibich Gandhiji
initiated. The period following the Non-Cooperation Movemaininessed the
growth of workers' and peasants' movements which strengtlieaadited anti-

imperialist struggle.

At the same time an unfortunate feature of the national movemgngdhe mid-
1920s was the growing tendency of some of the prominent leadeke fodsitions
along communal lines. This was a development which stitedritish and the
imperialist rulers left no stone unturned to encourage this.tkéindu and Muslim
chauvinists undermined the unity which had been buwltduring the Non-
Cooperation Movement led by Gandhiji. The communal stance of théuH
Mahasabha, which had the support of the Congress right-wiage nthings
difficult for communal amity. As for the Muslim chauvinists, gparlarly the more
obscurantist and reactionary sections among them, they tnpedjéxt the Khilafat
Issue as one concerning the Muslim community alone. By stressing on the religious
aspects of the issue they diluted the political and antefmalist content of the
movement. After the Non-Cooperation Movement some of them tookrimoaal
politics, while several others like Maulana Azad and Saifuddiichkéw, who
were dedicated to the cause of Hindu - Muslim unity, became pdm @¥dngress
leadership. The Hindu and Muslim communalists thus camgiéed each other's

politics, and British imperialism nurtured both of them.



It is against this background that Dr. Hedgewar formed the Rashtriya
Swayamsewak Sangh in 1925. Dr. Hedgewar was born in 1889 in iN#dtar
completing his school education he went to Calcutta (191®)1 to study
medicine. Although RSS publications claim that he was in towgth
revolutionary terrorist groups there, no independent confirmatibrthis is
available. Almost nothing is known of his political adies for nearly five years
after he returned to Nagpur in 1915. It seems that Dr. Hedgedanotliset up a
medical practice. The details of the ‘formative' period of higigal career are
vague. He was briefly associated with the Congress and asweeseen he was

imprisoned during the Non-Cooperation Movement.

In the Congress Dr. Hedgewar was close to the extreme rightwinduHin
Mahasabha leader Dr. B.S. Moonje. Dr. Moonje was at that time inahgré€ss,
though he was opposed to Gandhiji's programme for builHiimgiu - Muslim

unity and was also willing to go in for limited cooperation wita British.

After coming out of prison Dr. Hedgewar criticized Gandhgr his views on
Hindu-Muslim unity and equated nationalism with Hindu RashA major theme
of the RSS since its inception was the 'disloyalty’ of the Muskhmd other
minorities to the nation. According to Dr. Hedgewar, "As a resulthe non-
cooperation movement of Mahatma Gandhi the enthusiasmeircdatintry was
cooling down and the evils in social life which that moent generated were
menacingly raising their head. As the tide of national struggieeco ebb mutual
ill-will and jealousies came on the surface. Personal quarrels rageduadl.
Conflicts between various communities had started. BrahmrBmahmin

conflict was nakedly on view. No organization was integratecunited. The



yavana-snakes [i.e. Muslims] reared on the milk of non-cooperatiere

provoking riots in the nation with their poisonous hissihg".

With the aim of propagating these views among youngsters|yriaenage boys,
he formed the RSS in 1925. The RSS concentrated on disseminating Dr.
Hedgewar's views of Hindu Rashtra among youth. The organizationnatas
engaged in undertaking any movement or launching any struagginst the
British. Whereas on the one hand the revolutionary activities aj&hSingh and
his comrades were shaking the foundations of British rule,henother hand
official documents of the late twenties contain no reference yoaati-British
activities of the RSS. The main task of the Sangh was to carry ate @dmpaign
against the minorities. It sought urban middle-class Mah&ian Brahmin boys
for their audience, and in the early years this remained the n@al base of the
organization. It is pertinent that a spurt in the membership afrfanization came

soon after a riot in Nagpur in 1927.

While the RSS embarked on its hate campaign the freedom struas)ldow1927-
28, ready to enter a new phase. The twenties had witnessedédhef ra left
movement in India with the formation of socialist groups #redfounding of the
Communist Party. A strong trade union movement had also comexrgtence.
Towards the end of the twenties a number of working-clagestswept the
country. 1927 saw another development. This was the announcembatiBtish

of another commission to go into the question of cornirtal reforms for India-
the Simon Commission. The nationalists opposed the SimamiXxsion and the
Congress gave a call to boycott it. The boycott of the Simon n@ssion

developed into a major mass agitation. The British relied ubengrowing

aggressiveness of Hindu and Muslim communalists to disnepanity of the anti-



imperialist mass upsurge of the late 1920s and hoped thatdhid enable them

to impose a constitutional arrangement which would safeguard Britesiesits.

There is a vast amount of archival source material and other do@timenvhich
provides detailed information about the activities of the GCesgyr the
revolutionary terrorists and various other groups which were edgaghe anti-
imperialist struggle. The Communists, who throughout gasod had to work
secretly and remained underground due to severe imperialist reprebave
already published a large part of the voluminous source materiainpegtto their
activities in this period. The source material is corroboratedhe official and
semi-official records, and can be easily verified and cross-checkkd. T
revolutionary terrorists too, even though they worked in utrsestecy, have left
behind extensive evidence of their activities. This alsosholee for those among
the terrorists who, like V.D. Savarkar, were part of the political wwghtg and

whose views on Hindutva were not fundamentally different from those of the RSS.

However no similar documentation has been forthcoming from the R&9s it

possible to locate material in contemporary records which wdawgd kght on the
anti-British role of the organization. We have to rely exeelsi on what we are
told by RSS propagandists in their publications. Is the RSSnnatposition to
produce a volume containing documents that have a bearingeoroléh of the

organization in the freedom struggle?

The contemporary writings and speeches of RSS leaders have a very déti@nent
to tell. These leaders showed little enthusiasm for the artisiBistruggle. In the
words of Guru Golwalkar, "There is another reason for the need of alway

remaining involved in routine work. There is some unregshémind due to the



situation developing in the country from time to time. There stah unrest in
1942. Before that there was the movement in 1930-31. At thatntiamy other
people had gone to Doctorji. This 'delegation' requested Diodt@at this
movement will give independence and Sangh should gdbéhind. At that time,
when a gentleman told Doctorji that he was ready to gaitp Doctorji said,
‘Definitely go. But who will take care of your family then? Tgahtlemen told-'he
has sufficiently arranged resources not only to run the faexpenses for two
years but also to pay fines according to the requirements'. Thetor[pgaid to
him-'if you have fully arranged for the resources then come out to feorthe
Sangh for two years'. After returning home that gentleman neither ovgik hor
came out to work for the SandhThis incident clearly shows that the RSS
leadership was bent upon demoralising the honest patrietgops to run away

from the cause of Freedom Movement.

At the time of the Quit India Movement Guru Golwalkar stat8diere are bad
results of struggle. The boys became militant after the 1920-Zment. It is not
an attempt to throw mud at the leaders. But these areab&viproducts after the
struggle. The matter is that we could not properly contedé results. After 1942,
people often started thinking that there was no need to dhitile law"? After the
1942 Movement Guruji further commented, "In 1942 also there wasoags
sentiment in the hearts of many. At that time too the routinek of Sangh
continued. Sangh decided not to do anything dire¢tiyiowever, there is not a
single publication or document of the Sangh which could trsomie light on the
great work the RSS did indirectly for the Quit India Movement

As we have seen, Dr. Hedgewar individually participated in the Sgdyagraha.
But after this the RSS leaders even in their individual capkept away from the
anti-British struggle. The RSS scrupulously avoided any poliacélity which



might be construed as being against the British autharitigfter establishing
Sangh, Doctor Saheb in his speeches used to talk only ol Hirghnization.

Direct comment on Government used to be almosthil".

Though it is possible, given the mass upsurge of thaigheghat some members of
the RSS might have individually participated in some anti-Brittovement, these
would have been isolated instances. The RSS as an organizatiorauenéred
any struggle or campaign against British colonial rule or for ihjets of the
oppressed people. Nor was the top leadership of the RSS part okddenr
struggle. The political antecedents of Guru Golwalkar, whoddubathe
organization after the death of Dr. Hedgewar in 1940, reveal that hga®mot

associated with the national movement.

Guru Golwalkar was born in 1906 near Nagpur. After hisah@ducation he went
to Banaras Hindu University (BHU) where he studied zoology anght at the
University till 1933. He worked briefly for the RSS, but sedpsently turned
towards spiritualism. In 1937 he again became active in the RS8&vantually
was named by Dr. Hedgewar as his successor (despite his beingehejatiior in
the organization). He took over the leadership of the R340, at a time when
the Muslim League's Pakistan resolution had provided fertileungrofor

heightened communal propaganda.

During the forties also the RSS aggressively campaigned fatuHRashtra, but
stayed aloof from the anti-British struggle. Guru Golwalkar in faatle it clear
that the variety of nationalism which the RSS espoused hadti@ritish or anti-
imperialist content whatsoever: "The theories of territorialomalism and of

common danger, which formed the basis for our concept of nation, hadetkepsi



of the positive and inspiring content of our real Hinduidhdtood and made many
of the 'freedom movements' virtually anti-British movementsi-Bntishism was

equated with patriotism and nationalism. This reactionary viasvhad disastrous
effects upon the entire course of the freedom movement, its leaderthend

common people*

Virulent opposition to Hindu-Muslim unity and to a ted people's struggle
against British rule was the programme pursued by the RSS hawatuthe forties.
Gandhiji was projected as the villain who was a hurdle éoestablishment of
Hindu Rashtra. Significantly the British, who encouraged Jinnabeamunal
politics and used the Muslim League as a convenient toahfowsing partition on

the Indian subcontinent, were never condemned by the RSS, whereas Gandhiji who
worked ceaselessly to prevent partition was demonized. ddnsonization of
Gandhiji culminated in his assassination in 1948. The R&3hever been able to

shake-off the allegation that it was involved in the conspiracyltth& Mahatma.

Apart from its hate campaign directed against the Muslims amat atinorities,

the RSS also assumed another role under Guru Golwalkar. Commurdsts an
socialists too became objects of the RSS hate campaign in tles foprecisely at

a time when communist and socialist influence was growinghé national
movement. This role was duly recognized and commended in tlyel8&0s by a

key player in promoting the Cold War - the CIA. It must be reneetbthat after

the Second World War the CIA masterminded the anti-communist cgmpai
worldwide. A CIA - sponsored study of 1950 noted: " Ifitftforces in India
should acquire increasing importance or if Communist impamadisould present

a greater threat to India's sovereignty than the Congress Gardrmcould



withstand, the RSS might stand to gain. Its extreme Hindu nationalisint eagily

become the rallying point for anti-Marxists".

When, after 1948, the RSS was on the defensive due to a ban inopoisdadr its
involvement in the assassination of Gandhiji, the rol¢hef organization in the

anti-communist campaign facilitated its resurrection.

The RSS thus can be seen as having played an extremely duddetisoughout
the freedom struggle. All evidence points towards itsugisreness and the fact
that the organization and its leadership was not a panedfeéedom struggle. The
single most important 'contribution' of the RSS was to caigt disrupt the
unified struggle of the Indian people against Britishp@malism through its

extreme exclusivist slogan of Hindu Rashtra.

Moreover there is ample proof in the documents of the RSS whichusivaty
establishes the fact that RSS denounced movements led by @varias like
Bhagat Singh, Chandrashekhar Azad and their associates. Nobhatghey hated
even the reformist and moderate movements conducted by |d&kee@andhiji

against the British rulers.

Here is a passage from Bunch of Thoughts decrying the whole trafitioartyrs:

"There is no doubt that such men who embrace martyrdom are greatshand
their philosophy too is pre-eminently manly. They are far altbgeaverage men
who meekly submit to fate and remain in fear and inaction. &l dame, such
persons are not held up as ideals in our society. We havieak&d upon their
martyrdom as the highest point of greatness to which mendshepire. For, after

all, they failed in achieving their ideal, and failure impliesne fatal flaw in



them"!* Could there be a statement more insulting and denigratitietmartyrs
than thi®

The study of Prarthana (prayer) and Pratigya (oath) as practisedshatkieas of
the RSS during the British rule, is an example of howonatism was equated
with Hinduism, in the same way as the Muslim League whichdambined Islam
with nationality. Significantly, both the Prarthana and Pratigyasaeat on the
issue of the subjugation of the motherland to the Britidrs. A perusal of the

relevant portions of the English versions of both will make this very clear:

Prarthana

Affectionate Motherland, | eternally bow to you/O Land of Hindusy yhave
reared me in comfort/O Sacred Land, the Great Creator of Good, maydkgistho
mine be dedicated to you/l again and again bow before yGaDalmighty, we
the integral part of the Hindu Rdsd salute you in reverence/For Your cause have
we girded up our loins/Give us Your Blessings for its acdmmment.15

(Translated from Sanskrit)

Pratigya

Before the all-powerful God and my ancestors, | most solemngyttak oath, that

| become a member of the RSS in order to achieve all round greathess
Bharatvarsha by fostering the growth of my sacred Hindu religiarduHsociety,
and Hindu culture. | shall perform the work of the Sangh honefiinterestedly,
with my heart and soul, and | shall adhere to this goahwllife. Bharat Mata Ki
Jai.16



Prior to 1939 the RSS had a different prayer, a combination of Marathiiadi.
It revolved round Ram and the Aryan race. In the new prayer all refertenRasn
and Aryan race were withdrawn. Also the last slogan Jai Bajrang Bali-Bal Bihi

Jai were deleted.

This equation of Indian nationalism with Hindu religioften drew flak from
many Hindus as is evident from an incident narrated in aqaildn of the RSS.
The incident occurred at a meeting at Banaras Hindu Univeirsit929-30, where
both Dr. Hedgewar and Golwalkar were present:

"Doctorji explained to the gathering the meaning of the oath atetidhose who
were in agreement with its aims to take the oath. Doctorji tsé@ep always a
small iron idol of Hanuman and a saffron flag. After the meetinghenpresence
of Hanuman idol and saffron flag he used to go through the pro¢emth taking
for the willing persons. The same day he used to appointhShalgk and

Karyavah also.

When the time for the oath taking ceremony approached, somde pgop
impatient. In the meeting some college professors and sshodae present. They
said Sangh is undoubtedly good but they cannot agree tméh&on of Hindu
Rashtra. Doctorji refused to make any change in the oath. Whereg@epent in

the meeting stressed on changing the text of the oath anddftetake the oath
only after the changes were affected [Golwalkar intervened and said]. "[poctor
has put before us a definite work and programme. Those who feelajmut it
should accept it, otherwise they should refuse. But there is namésamth lessons

to Doctoriji. If he starts implementing all those suggestions whectebeives while
touring the country, then the coming into existence of tgarozation will be

impossible™’



After the meeting Golwalkar was appointed the Sanghchalak of #@idéhahof

Banaras Hindu University.

It is revealing that there is not a single line challengingpgixyg, criticizing or
confronting the inhuman rule of the British masters in the entemture of the
RSS from 1925 to 1947. It seems it had only one task to atisbnamd that was

minority-bashing or to be more specific, Muslim-bashing.

Guru Golwalkar's book We or Our Nationhood Defined, whichlw@lxar

published in the year 1938, gives an insight into the thghlof the RSS
leadership. In this book he idealized the Nazi cultural ndtgmaof Hitler in the
following words: "German Race pride has now become the topikceotlay. To
keep up the purity of the Race and its culture, Germany shoc&esiotiid by her
purging the country of the Semitic Races - the Jews. Race pritdehighest has
been manifested here. Germany has also shown how well-nigissibfe it is for
Races and cultures, having differences going to the root, to inglats] into one

united whole, a good lesson for us in Hindustan to learn and pytfiido

Golwalkar unhesitatingly wanted to model his Hindu Rashon Hitler's

totalitarian and fascist pattern as is clear from the followuagds of his in the
same book: "It is worth bearing well in mind how these Md&tions solve their
minorities problem. They do not undertake to recognize any sepanhentn

their polity. Emigrants have to get themselves naturally dssad in the principal
mass of the population, the National Race, by adopting itareuand language
and sharing in its aspirations, by losing all conscicssnef their separate

existence, forgetting their foreign origin. If they do notsig they live merely as



outsiders, bound by all the codes and conventions of ther\ait the sufferance
of the Nation and deserving no special protection, far less raniege or rights.
There are only two courses open to the foreign elements, eithemetge
themselves in the national race and adopt its culture, ivet@t its mercy so long
as the national race may allow them to do so and to quitdbntry at the sweet
will of the national race. That is the only sound view onrtheorities problem.
That is the only logical and correct solution. That alone keeps #temal life
healthy and undisturbed. That alone keeps the nation safetfre danger of a

cancer developing into its body politic of the creation of a state withiiate.

"From this stand point, sanctioned by the experience of shofdvdations, the
foreign races in Hindusthan must either adopt the Hindu reulind language,
must learn to respect and hold in reverence Hindu religiont emisrtain no idea

but those of the glorification of the Hindu race and culture, i.e., of theéu-hation

and must lose their separate existence to merge in the Hindyar may stay in

the country, wholly subordinated to the Hindu Natidajming nothing, deserving

no privilegesfar less any preferential treatment not even citizen's rights. There is,
at least should be, no other course for them to adopt. We atd aation: let us
deal, as old nations ought to and do deal, with the fomgiges who have chosen

to live in our country™®

There is not a single word about the British rulers wieoewthen plundering the
Indian people and nation. The book outlines only one rarome, namely, to
subjugate the minorities who neither controlled the statesimared any political or
economic power. More than 95 percent of them were artisans, poor peasants,
landless agricultural labour or wage-earners. Golwalkar's Superu Hrate

seemed to have no antagonism towards the British rulers who inwkxret



foreigners in the real sense of the term and who had given asérymnhunger,
poverty, and death to multitudes of Indians, the vast mgjofitwhom were

Hindus.

In the post-independence era it has not been possible fdR§8oelements to
defend such shameless fascist attitudes towards minoritieseaniclity towards
the British masters. The book We or Our Nationhood Defined;iwivas openly
circulated by the RSS during British rule and had gone oo dditions, was now
suddenly presented as if its authorship was disputed. Theni8Binery started
spreading different theories about the authorship accordinghér own

requirements. Interestingly, even though this book gloriffeed German dictator
Adolf Hitler at a time when the British were engaged in a life deakth struggle
against him during World War I, the British authorities dad ban it. The obvious
reason for allowing the book to be freely circulated was thett sterature was

essential for the imperialist policy of 'divide and rule'.

The 'Operation Authorship Cover-up' still continues. Former Priviieister
Chandrashekhar while participating in the confidence motioatdah Lok Sabha

on 28.3.93raised the issue of this book once again. He washeeltby the fact
that the BJP Government was following the diktat of the RSSsevieological
guru had authored the above book, which contained faseias idnd preached
hatred for the minorities which was extremely detrimental for the democratic polity
of the country. Home Minister L.K. Advani intervened to say thatauthor offtte
book, Guruji had distanced himself from the book and declarédve no relation
with the book. This is Mask One. Subsequently the maetkpof the RSS,
Organiser, carried a story titled 'The Fascist Identified’ by Davaivley. The

story gave another interpretation to the issue of authorship. It"'Samse who call



the RSS Fascist emphasize one book to prove it. We or Our NatioDedioed,

by B.S. Savarkar, the elder brother of the great Indian revolutionary Veer Savarkar.
The book in places expresses some sympathy with Germany oimibe the
nineteen thirties, which appeared to be making great stridasnasion. Guruji
Golwalkar, who later became the leader of the RSS in 1940 trangiatédok in
1938. Leftists like to pretend the book was writtenGiylwalkar and expresses
long term Sangh policy, though it was only part of the gendeabiure of the
times that he was examining" This explanation is all the more intriguing since
the title of the original book has the following words abthe author: M.S.
Golwalkar, M.Sc., LL.B. (Sometime Professor Banaras Hindu University).|dVou
this mean that Golwalkar was simply a translator and disHgngst his name
printed as author? However, this is Mask Two. This is fercbnsumption of the
liberals and the democrats. Such explanations may help theoRB&8w a humane
facethe world over, where Hitler is still regarded as the anti-¢hetiall that is
good in civilization and held responsible for the annilufaof Jews and millions

of toiling people in Germany and elsewhere. It is also worthiom@ng that B.S.
Savarkar, the elder brother of V.D. Savarkar, was a very close associate of Dr.
Hedgewar. B.S. Savarkar had formed an organisation called Tarun Hinda Sabh
which he merged with the RSS in 1931. Therefore whoever is the réak ait

We or Our Nationhood Defined, the views contained in it reprélentieology of

the RSS leadership.

For the die-hard believer in the cause of Hindu Rashtra and daithe RSS, they
have another mask, Mask Three: This appears in an affidavit wiaachmportant
officials of the RSS, Bhausaheb Deoras (brother of the former chiet iR &%)
and Rajender Singh (the present chief) submitted before the tyChari

Commissioner, Nagpur. The affidavit read: "With a view to give si@iease to



propagate the idea - India being historically from time immeaharHindu Nation
- late Shri M.S. Golwalkar had written a book entitled We or ®ationhood
Defined, which was published in 1938".

Whatever may be the controversy over the authorship of We oiN@uonhood
Defined, the crucial thing is that the RSS has never modifiedetes about the
cleansing of the minorities in India, especially Muslims. Leftounhed by the
British rulers they developed the organizational capabiligttempt blood-bath of
Muslims in many parts of the country. The following passaganf the
autobiography of the first Home Secretary of UP, Rajeshwar Dayal, ICS, clearly
shows the sinister designs of the RSS to break the unity of tiérggust on the

eve of Independence.

"I must record an episode of a very grave nature when the procrastiaatio
indecision of the UP Cabinet led to dire consequences. Whemwaah tension
was still at fever pitch, the Deputy Inspector General of Police ef\Western
Range, a very seasoned and capable officer, B.B.L. Jaitley, arrived a@usy in
great secrecy. He was accompanied by two of his officers who bratghihem
two large steel trunks securely locked. When the trunks were opened, they revealed
incontrovertible evidence of a dastardly conspiracy to create a coahimolocaust
throughout the Western districts of the province. The trunks wrammed with
blueprints of great accuracy and professionalism of every todridage in that
vast area, prominently marking out the Muslim localities andtdiains. There
were also detailed instructions regarding access to the vaoicatsohs, and other

matters which amply revealed the sinister purport.



"Greatly alarmed by those revelations, | immediately took the policg fmathe
Premier's [chief minister's] house. There, in a closed room, Jaitley gavke a fu
report of his discovery, backed by all the evidence contammede steel trunks.
Timely raids conducted on the premises of the RSS (Rashtriya Swayak Sev
Sangh) had brought the massive conspiracy to light. Theewblot had been
concerted under the direction and supervision of the Supreme @firglanization
himself. Both Jaitley and | pressed for the immediate arrest qirime accused,

Shri Golwalkar, who was still in the area.

"Pantji [G.B. Pant] could not but accept the evidence of his eyesarsdand
expressed deep concern. But instead of agreeing to the immediateohries
ringleader as we had hoped, and as Kidwai would have doneskbd #or the
matter to be placed for consideration by the Cabinet aexsmeeting. It was no
doubt a matter of political delicacy as the roots of the RSS tiael deep into the
body politic. There were also other political compulsions as RS$ahmers,
both covert and overt, were to be found in the Congress iBatyand even in the
Cabinet. It was no secret that the presiding officer of the Uppaiséd Atma
Govind Kher, was himself an adherent and his sons were openlpareiof the
RSS.

"At the Cabinet meeting there was the usual procrastination and imelgvant
talk. The fact that the police had unearthed a conspiracy whialdwave set the
whole province in flames and that the officers concerned desemagth
commendation hardly seemed to figure in the discussion. Whaiatddy emerged
was that a letter should be issued to Shri Golwalkar pgiraut the contents and
nature of the evidence which had been gathered and demandexplanation

thereof. At my insistence, such a letter if it were to be seatildlpe issued by the



Premier himself to carry greater weight. Panditji asked me to prepare a draft, which
| did in imitation of his own characteristic style. The letter w@de delivered

forthwith and two police officers were assigned for the purpose.

"Golwalkar, however, had been tipped off and he was nowhere taibd fio the
area. He was tracked down southwards but he managed to elucleuttes in

pursuit. This infructuous chase continue from place to place and weskslpas

"Came January 30, 1948 when the Mahatma, that supreme apostle of pe&ze, fell

a bullet fired by an RSS fanatic. The tragic episode left me sick at feart".

The RSS during the freedom struggle hated anything whichaeb the united
struggle of the Indian people against British rule. The caskeofricolour is the
most pertinent one. In December 1929 Congress at its Lahore sadsipted
Purna Swaraj as the national goal and called upon the peoplsdov@anuary
26, 1930 as Independence Day by displaying and honourendrikolour (the
Tricolour was by consensus considered the flag of the mdttoavement by this
time). In response to this Dr. Hedgewar as Sarsanghchalak issuedlard¢o all
the RSS Shakhas to worship the Bhagwan Jhande (Saffron flag)mpbaant
point is that nowhere in the functioning of the RSS is the tricotmunational flag
used even today. The RSS leaders like Marla Manohar Joshi mayugtutbthe
tricolour at Lal Chow of Srinagar, Kashmir, in order to hypoalljcdemonstrate
their 'patriotism’, but the fact is that the RSS openliiahsurs and denigrates the
national flag. Golwalkar while addressing a Gurupurnima gathenidgagpur on
July 14, 1946, stated that is was the saffron flag whidbtality represented their
great culture. It was the embodiment of God: "We firmly believe thidweirend the

whole nation will bow before this saffron flaé" Even after independence when



the tricolour became the national flag, it was the RSS which refossctept it as
the national flag. Golwalkar while discussing the issue efrtational flag in an
essay entitled 'Drifting and Drifting' in Bunch of Thoughtsthe following to
say: "Our leaders have set up a new flag for our country. Why diddthep? It
just is a case of drifting and imitating. Ours is an ancant great nation with a
glorious past. Then, had we no flag of our own? Had we nonaatemblem at all
these thousands of years? Undoubtedly we had. Then whyttiis/oid, this utter

vaccum in our minds?

Thes were the anti-national activities of the RSS due to which the @ajsn
was banned on February 4, 1948. The government communiquindpdme RSS
was self-explanatory:

"In their resolution of February 2, 1948 the Government of Indidadst their
determination to root out the forces of hate and violenceattgatit work in our
country and imperil the freedom of the Nation and darken her &men In
pursuance of this policy the Government of India have deciddddare unlawful
the RSS". The communiqué went on to disclose that he baneoR3$I$ was
imposed because, "undesirable and even dangerous activiteebdwen carried on
by members of the Sangh. It has been found that in sewatal @f the country
individual members of the RSS have indulged in acts of violersmnarobbery,
dacoity, and murder and have collected illicit arms and amroanifihey have
been found circulating leaflets exhorting people to reoterrorist methods, to
collect firearms, to create disaffection against the government armnsthe

police and the military".

Within a few months of the ban a move was initiated by syngmthof the RSS
within the Congress to lift the ban. However, the UniomiddMinistry through a



communiqué, dated November 14, 1948, once again emphasized, hbat "t
information received by the Government of India shows that thetess carried
on in various forms and ways by the people associated metiRES tend to be
anti-national and often subversive and violent and that persistempdst are being
made by the RSS to receive an atmosphere in the country which wastpre of
such disastrous consequences in the past". While rejectipteadl of Golwalkar
the communiqué continued: "He has written letters botheédPtime Minister and
the Home Minister explaining inter alia that the RSS agreesebntin the
conception of a secular state for India and that it accepts thenilaEklag of the
country and requesting that the ban imposed on the oeg@mzin February
should now be lifted. These professions of the RSS leader arevégwuite
inconsistent with the practice of his followers and for the readoeedg explained
above, the Government of India find themselves unable to advssenqal
governments to lift the ban. The Prime Minister has, thereforejnddckhe
interview which Mr. Golwalkar had sought". Government of Indiadstto lift
the ban on RSS on July 11, 1949, only after Golwalkar gave artakihg to be

loyal to the Constitution of India and respect the National Flag.

It is well-known that the then Home Minister, Sardar Patel, &hadft-corner for
the RSS. Sardar Patel continues to be a favourite with the RSS andaesdete
him are invariably for the purpose of denigrating Gandhi andriNgHowever
even Patel found it difficult to defend the RSS in the afternwdtiGandhiji's
assassination. In a letter written to Golwalkar, dated 1ieBdyer 1948, Sardar
Patel stated:

"Organizing the Hindus and helping them is one thing birtggm for revenge for
its sufferings on innocent and helpless men, women and ehildrquite another
thing.



"Apart from this, their opposition to the Congress, that toswth virulence,
disregarding all considerations of personality, decency or detcareated a kind

of unrest among the people. All their speeches were full of comnmanson. It

was not necessary to spread poison in order to enthuse ftihesHind organize for
their protection. As a final result of the poison, the couhiag to suffer the
sacrifice of the invaluable life of Gandhiji. Even an iota of themathy of the
Government, or of the people, no more remained for the RSS. In faasibpn
grew. Opposition turned more severe, when the RSS men expresseddjoy an
distributed sweets after Gandhiji's death. Under these camglitt became

inevitable for the Government to take action against the RSS.

"Since then, over six months have elapsed. We had hoped thathedftiEpse of
time, with full and proper consideration the RSS persons wowidae to the right
path. But from the reports that come to me, it is evidedt attempts to put fresh
life into their same old activities are afoot". (Justice on Trigtdiic Documents

of Guruji-Government Correspondence, Delhi)

In all fairness to Guru Golwalkar, he did not claim that th&R&d been opposed
to the British. During the course of a speech at Indore in 196€nide "Many
people worked with the inspiration to free the country bgwing the British out.
After formal departure of the British this inspiration slackened. Intfese was no
need to have this much inspiration. We should remember rihatiri pledge we
have talked of the freedom of the country through defendingjorliand culture.

These is no mention of departure of the British in that".

Guruiji, the Sarsanghchalak of the RSS, was never able to hidegusitegn to

any movement against foreign rule. As late as March 1947wheBrifigh had



decided to go away from India, Guruji while addressing the@mhay function of
the RSS at Delhi, declared that leaders with narrow vision \weng tto opposed
the state power of the British. While elaborating the point leeteat it was wrong
to hold the powerful foreigners responsible for all our ills.dé¢cried the tendency
of "initiating the political movements on the basis of ourrddhttowards our
victors"?®> While narrating an incident in the course of his speechdhengre
original on the issue: "Once a respectable senior gentleman came shatha
(the drill). He had brought a new message for the volunteersedR885. When
given an opportunity to address the volunteers of the shakhspoke in a very
impressive tone, 'Now do only one work. Catch hold of the Bribsish them and
throw them out. Whatever happens we will see late on'. He saidhtlgh and sat
down. Behind this ideology is a feeling of anger and sorravatds state power
and reactionary tendency based on hatred. The evil with todajiscab
sentimentalism is that its basis is reaction, sorrow and aaggppposition to the
victors forgetting friendliness. Somebody went to the extérdaging that, 'it is
through opposition that national life builds up andyothrough it power of
organization appears'. And if a question is put before thenwtiettis the basis of
the opposition? Then the reason is told that we are lesiplgpited economically.
We get fewer jobs in armed forces, government offices. Freedom is required so
that lot of wealth is gotten, there is no shortage of employmeniaddahd water.
In other words ‘freedom is freedom from poverty' in other words ifigetwe will
be free. If a dog procures lots of fresh bread then it is sufficiémir ideal is that
India should become dog of a rich person, and face no shortage ofdtedand

shelter"?®

The RSS was not even willing to regard colonial dominatioanamjustice. In a
speech of June 8, 1942, Golwalkar had declared: "Sangh dbesmnibto blane



anybody else for the present degraded state of the society. Whperdhle start
blaming others, then there is weakness in them. It is fatitdame the strong for
the injustice done to the weak... Sangh does not want te wasnvaluable time
in abusing or criticizing other. If we know that large feskt the smaller ones, it is
outright madness to blame the big fish. Law of nature whefibed or bad is true

all the time. This rule does not change by terming it unfist".

The RSS leadership has always tried to defend its inactivity sigaiitish rule by
taking the plea that theirs was a cultural organisation anid oot have possibly
taken up political issues. Pro-RSS people in the media work ovddisteengthen
this impression. The RSS keeps on changing its face as per thigicabpo
convenience. On the issue of minorities, secularism and Hiatanalism, they
are extremely political. But the moment the issue of the inhumaisBRij crops
up, they are transformed into a cultural organization. Irrespectitheopublic
postures of the RSS leadership it may be worthwhile to khewdeas of Guruji
on the subject of participation in political activities. Ve¢hibddressing senior
activists of the RSS in a training camp, he said, "We know thistladdasome of
our volunteers work in politics. There according to the needsoftk they have
to organize public meetings, processions etc., have to rimigans. All these
things have no place in our work. However, the actor should pdHheagharacter
given to him to the best of his capability. But sometimasiteers go beyond the
role assigned to an actor as they develop over-zealousn#ssrimearts, to the

extent that they become useless for this work. This is not géod".

It will be shocking for any Indian who loves the martyrs offteedom movement
to know what Dr. Hedgewar and the RSS felt about the revolutes&ghting
against the British. According to his biography publishgdhe RSS, "Patriotism



IS not only going to prison. It is not correct to be carasvay by such superficial
patriotism. He used to urge that while remaining preparedig¢af the country
when the time came, it is very necessary to have a desire to lileeampanizing
for the freedom of the country®.It is indeed a pity that ‘fools' like Bhagat Singh
Rajguru, Sukhdev, Ashfaqullah, Chandrashekhar Azad did no¢ aoim contact
with this 'great patriotic thinker'. If they had the great oppoty to meet him,
these martyrs could have been saved from giving their liges'duperficial
patriotism”. This also must be the reason that RSS producea@nigrsrduring the

freedom movement.

Even the word 'shameful' is not appropriate to describeatiiteide of the RSS
leadership towards those who had sacrificed everything iastthggle against the
British rulers. The last Mughal ruler of India, Bahadur Zafar, had emexgehe
rallying point and symbol of the Great War of Independenc&8sf7. Golwalkar
wrote thus while making fun of him: "In 1857, the so-callest mperor of India
had given the clarion call - Gazio mein bu rahegi jub takkan ki/takhte London
tak chalegi tegh Hindustan ki (Till the warriors remain faithb their task/India
swords will reach London.) But ultimately what happenederghody knows
that"*° What Golwalkar thought of the people sacrificing theirftotthe country
Is obvious from the following words also. He had the temedatysk the great
revolutionaries who wished to lay down their lives for theedom of the
motherland the following question as if he was represemiiadritish: "But one
should think whether complete national interest is accaimgdi by that? Sacrifice
does not lead to increase in the thinking of the sociegvrig all for the interest
of the nation. It is borne by the experience upto now thatfitleisn the heart is

unbearable to the common people”.



What did the British rule mean to an average patriotic Indiangyrhbolized
repression, plunder, and pauperization of the people of thigrgolinmeant the
divide and rule policy of the foreign rulers through which thexncouraged
communal and sectarian divisions in Indian society. And wdatide the moving
spirit behind any struggle against such a British?ulhat could have been the
essence of the freedom movement against British rule? It cuildhave been

anything other than a call to throw the British out.

The BJP leadership is very keen to project the RSS as a componentreetiom
struggle. This is an attempt to gain greater respectabilityvaaer acceptance. For
a party which claims to be the touchstone of patriotism & an important
consideration. The BJP finds it embarrassing that the RSS - td whnic top
leadership as well as the overwhelming majority of the cadre diRebelong -
was not a part of the freedom movement. It is politicallyomenient for an
organization which constantly refers to its glorious past, itthas no legacy of an
anti-colonial struggle - the mightiest struggle of the andpeople in this century.
The RSS lacks the courage to categorically state that it digantcipate in the
freedom struggle because its ideology prevented it from doindls® political
stream of the Hindu rightwing has, of course, accumulated @usrexperience in
falsifying history. It is hardly surprising then that all manrof falsehoods are
resorted to with the aim of distorting the history of the freedtrmggle. Will a
great nation which has a glorious tradition of anti-impestatruggles fall prey to

this attempt?
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APPENDIX

In order to examine the role of the RSS in the freedom struggieethod of
thematic indexing of its available literature, pertaining generally to #radq) was
adopted. For the purpose of thematic indexing the literature wasinsozd

keeping in view certain themes relevant for this study. Fornostave looked for
references where the RSS might have given a call to the Britists nd leave
India or supported the fight of the revolutionaries agdhesBritish imperialists or
written something on events which proved to be milestomekda history of the
freedom struggle like Jallianwala Bagh tragedy, martyrdom of BhSgagh,

Rajguru, Sukhdev and other revolutionaries. The final picturehndmeerges from
this exercise is presented below with astonishing resuhsgchware self-

explanatory

References Critical of British Rule - Nil
References Glorifying British Rule 16
References to singing Vande Mataram to

symbolize opposition to British Rule - Nil
References Decrying/Attacking Minorities 74

References Decrying the Freedom Movement 16 -



References Appreciating the Freedom Movement - Nil
References to any call of the RSS to

the British to Leave India - Nil
References to any Milestone of the Freedom Movement

[Like Kakori Bomb Case, Jallianwala Bagh Tragedy,

Ghadar Movement etc.] - Nil
References Appreciating Any Martyr for

Laying Down Life Against British Rule - Nil
References Decrying the Martyrs/Martyrdom 10-
References Upholding the Constitution of India

and the National Flag - Nil
References Decrying the Constitution of India

and the National Flag 10

References Appreciating Swadeshi - Nil

FROM BACK-COVER

“There is another reason for the need of always remaining invatvedutine

works. There is some unrest in the mind due to the situageelaping in the
country from time to time. There was such unrest in 1942. Béfatethere was
the movement in 1930-31. At that time many other people had go Doctorji
(Hedgewar). This delegation requested Doctorji that this movemdhtgie
independence and Sangh should not lag behind. At that Wwinen a gentleman
told Doctorji that he was ready to go to jail, Doctorji sdgfinitely go. But who
will take care of your family then? That gentleman told he hdficently
arranged resources not only to run the family expenses for two lyataedso to
pay fines according to the requirements'. Then Doctorji said to Hiinyou have

fully arranged for the resources then come out to work for the Sangh for two years'.



After returning home that gentleman neither went to jail nor cauméo work for
the Sangh".

"There are bad results of struggle. The boys became militant a&et92021
movement. It is not an attempt to throw mud at the leaderghBsg are inevitable
products after the struggle. The matter is that we could pedy control these
results. After 1942, people often started thinking that there waged to think of
the law... In 1942 also there was a strong sentiment in the loéanesny. At that
time too the routine work of Sangh continued. Sangh decidetbran anything
directly”.

(Guru Golwalkar on RSS attitude towards Freedom Movement in 1980s a
1940s)

It has been the intention of the author that the documéniie &RSS should speak
for themselves. This booklet is surely going to disillasibose who believe that
the RSS played any role in securing freedom. They will hear fr@rhtnse's
mouth that not only was a silence maintained about the @vioreign rule but all

attempts were made to sabotage the fight against British imperialism.
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