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One hundred years after
the year of reckoning

By TCA RAGHAVAN

IF A SINGLE EVENT WERE TO BE LISTED TO
capture the mood in India a century ago, the massacre in

Baghin April 1d easily qualify. The enor-
mity i i i
eventsacentury agoisinstructive. The end of World War Iwas
acatalyst for in Asia hole. InIndiathe
Khil ti-Rowlatt Act i
aprocessof iticisation through ‘non. ion' that

ian freed; 1 i debating

hallsand drawingrooms on Th inIndia
through i ybeli : e
of “Gandhian Nationalism'—in fact

pan-Asian trend broadly coinciding with anti-colonial move-
ionin Egypt, the May 4th
in Chinaand the March 1st inKorea
In India, for the many participating in protests against
the Rowlatt Act an enduring memory that remained was of
page S 3 i

theKhi ingtodowith

ingin Muslis theabolition of the Ottoman Caliph-

ate after the defeat of Turkey in World War Iinto the broader
i theIndian National Asatactic,itpaid

but also sparked other concerns. For
instance, Muhammad Ali Jinnah was uneasy about the

orthodox onaccount of the
Khilafat agitation. He saw them as obscurantist and regressive,
ddswith hi i Muslim ity. Possibly he
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The British historian
AJP Taylor was later to
comment that the April
1919 Massacre was
‘the decisive moment
when Indians were
alienated from British
rule’. British conduct
when viewed from
India after the
massacre played no
small role in this

_ A

\/

Lord Chelmsford (beside the driver), who was Viceroy of Indiawhen
the Jallianwala Bagh massacre took place, in 1908

ALAMY

ers by the Mahatma Gandhi-led Indian National Congress The
seeds ofthegreat political divide of the 20th

similartoahero’ i iansthen,

inLondon.

Commons,against| metedout

sownand thedivergence between the Leagueand the Congress
were only to grow over the next quarter century.

But there werealso concerns from those far removed from
the cut and thrust of daily politics. The Maratha historian
GS Sardesai was to ask, as Khilafat gained traction across the
country, his close friend and fellow historian Jadunath Sarkar

toGeneralDyerfalledlopassbunhosesuppomngDyerwerecon

given his otherwise negative role on most issues connected t0
India, Winston Churchill,
against Dyer. For Churchill, the acnnn taken against Dyer was
merited be i i What Dyerdid was

‘minister,

onduct

about the status of the Khahfa inIndian history. reply
+Th K

fTurkey wasnevi

‘absolutely foreig) ngs’. Publicopin-
ioninIndiawas however ‘more dxsturbed when inthe House of

astheKhalifbyany

of India, ysuch number
ruler, i icttheoryof Law,called against it:"Thish deple onduct of the case of Gen-
himself the Khalif of the Age. In the Khutba or prayer for the eral Dyerasunjusl tothat ingaprecedent
overeign fortheP andthe rvation of order in the face of rebellion.”

firstfew K then for i ign of Delhias Perhaps what angered public opinion equally wasa public
thep: day Khalif, and never fort ‘Turkey. appea] forfunds forDyergm responsetoacampaignstarted by

Similarly, describing Mughal relations with the Ottomans
during Aurangzeb'sreign, Sarkar had noted: The theory that

f Turkey it head of the Muslim world
isafiction of the late nineteenth century, which we owe to the
Indian pilgrims to Mecca.”

Regardless of such concerns, the Khilafat and Non-Cooper-
ation movements merged over 1919, but it was the reaction to
the April in Amritsarthat dal fter-li
‘The British historian AJP Taylor was later tocomment that ths

Inth ofafew:
amount in those d:
portion of this came: fmm British people hvmg inIndia. Clearly
formanyinIndia, thi
reflected
In1919, for Dyer,
of the colonial state aﬁenhe end of World War I notwithstand-
ing the fact that Indian troops had contributed significantly to
the British victory, the gmwmg numbers in the national move-

£25,000—quitea
jised and agood pro-

fracism and colonial

was ‘the decisive moment when i d from
British rule’. British conduct when viewed. fmm Indiaafter the

inthi: itical remark

mentwhofeltthat nmentwasnow within
arm’sreach—allthishad i usof Jalli Bagh
and meantamood in India evoked by the poet WB Yeats inan-

de about his conduct in Baghina other colonial cnmext In 1919, Ireland saw the beg;nmng ofa
finquiry, General Dyer isedto guerrillawarof i between the Irish
thearmy. i i ission but recei Army, itish. Yeats' poem wasaboutaninsurrectionin
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India’s
pioneers of
life saving

liver transplants
celebrate

20 years of
transforming lives

20 years ago, we India’s first liver at Apollo Hospital, Delhi. The patient, Sanjay Kandasamy,
was just a 20 month old infant then. Today, he's a healthy young man, a third year medical student, who himself wants to
become a surgeon. What could be a better testament to our medical acumen and pioneering ability? Since that first
milestone, Apollo has gone on to become the country’s most preferred destination in liver transplantation; for patients from
India as well as abroad. Achieving along the way, many more significant milestones. Today, Apollo Hospitals has a pan India
presence and has established liver transplant centres in different regions of India. With high-end and state-of-the-art
infrastructure, our Transplant Centres are equipped to perform even the most complex liver transplant surgeries. Our liver
transplant team comprising eminent Transplant i Pediatric i Pediatric
Surgeons, Anesthetists, Intensivists and Physicians delivers the highest standards of care. Today, as we complete 20 years
in liver transplantation, we are humbled to be able to play a pivotal role in our patients’ lives. With Apollo on your side, you
never have to fear any disorder or disease; because Apollo truly never sleeps.

Apollo Milestones in Liver Transplantation

+ The first successful liver transplant performed in India in 1998

First international air rescue with acute liver failure with a successful liver
transplant

Performed ABO incompatible liver transplants

Combined liver kidney transplants

Multi visceral transplants

More than 3200 liver transplants; 303 in children

Liver transplants in very small babies weighing less than 4kg

Sanjay Kandasamy, our first liver transplant patient as a
20 month old toddler (left), and a young, healthy third + Liver transplants in patients from 50 countries, including children from
year medical college student today (right) 50 Countries

Performed more than 1200 solid organ transplants every year since 2013

2
#20YearsOfHope YOU AR

FiRsT OSPITALS

v www.apollohospitals.com
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Dublinin 1916, butitslinesh ireda icvalue of hisfi I hivaji and His Times.
tosignify the erosion and ending of amoral order: Asthetw the7thcentur
He, too, has been changed in his turn, each other again some twoand a-half centuries later Lhrough
Transformed utterly: Sarkar’spen, theirrespec
Aterrible beauty is born. year for Indian histori . Theb even
i ethe pastand make
11 itmerge with our own times.

HOWSOEVER RIVETING THE IMAGE OF MASS
agitation against a colonial power, there were other Indian
aspirations also on the rise in 1919. One of these has greater
xmponance in hmdsnghtthan it had atthetimebutitemerged
notin iththe British. Faraway

Sarkar’s Aurangzeb volumes had consolidated his
reputation as one of India’s foremost but most controversial
historians. Volumes I and IT had appeared in 1912, but it was
Volume I1Tin 1916 that was to draw more attention. 1916 wasa
landmark year of Hindu-Muslim unity with the Lucknow Pact
betweentheC i
comeofth

League,

Bal Gangadhar Til Appearing

inIndiaover

from th Baghand Gen-

eral Dyer, orthe Rowlatt Actand Khilafat,ameeting was taking
placein the Palace of Versailles in France in June 1919. This was
the 1919 Versai ofwhich the
League of Nations. Indxa onaccountofitsmilitary contribution
to World War I was present in this meeting of victorious and
defeated instituti
the world after the carnage of 1914-18. Ganga Singh, the Ma-
‘haraja of Bikaner, was present as India’s plenipotentiary and
was one of the signatories of the Treaty of Versailles. If most
decisions were made by the real victors of the War the US,
13 d Britain—neverthel did
have material ytothe Treaty, India
automatically became a member of the League.

That India was then acolony, far from being slf govemmg

in thatvery year, the third volume of. Aumngzeh created,in the
wordsof KRQ

‘wellknown historian n his own right),‘astirin the country’. In
Volumelll,
andhe

covered. g of India

yfirstpagesof

Ganga Singh, the Maharaja of Bikaner, was
present as India’s plenipotentiary and one
of the signatories of the Treaty of Versailles.
As a signatory to the Treaty, India became
amember of the League of Nations

andwas: recogmsed as: such from the: stan. Yet. a full member it 7 \
wasand Indiat three

dec: i Thi of ‘external’

self i whilever hasubject i anew phase of his subject’slife.

many in India. India in the League, man

Thebook

with some merit, would be no more than ‘His Master’s Voice’:
thatis,no more than a front for the British Foreign Officeand

g
in the context of what Sarkar termed the ‘Tslamic State Church
inIndia’. Chapters XXVIII(‘Moral and Religious Regulations’),

imperial interest: ‘the Leaguealso XXXIV (] Church’), XXXV (‘HinduReaction’)and two
meantapresence. howsoever mmxmal in the initial years, on i pl ion by

theworld of and ‘Shivaji'sletter '—laid

i d 1daffairs.Soi dd forth th i inahi debate
anotherlayerto the mu]nple contradictions of Indian history, that i indif for i

Lhen Lhe incidence of th i Baghwith Inevnably, kar moresoin

Indian inlybeone. nf(heLucknowPactoﬁg(éandtheeﬁonstoforgea

Hind Khilafat Move-

m ment, jecti iveby many. The

t i yo dcriticsof Sarkar

YET POLITICS AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS
do not encapsulate the totality of 1919. Juxtaposed
thh the cemenanes of Jallianwala Bagh and Indian

ini 1919isalandmark

ment of ‘truths’, but rather what constituted truth and how it
50 came to be constituted. Yet, true or not, Sarkar’s analysis of
Aurangzeh’s hlgotry has come to be regarded as communal or

year—and of Indian history writing, This islargely on account
of Jadunath Sarkar, still possibly India’s best-known historian.

initselfand oloured

p i hishistor whole. Th

Sarkar

overSarkar neverthe-
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f the Khilafat M in

ing the 1920s

lessdo obscure thevast scope of his treatment of Aurangzeb’s
India—i ities, battles, politics,

court etiquette, fc teetera.
Becauseun pmepduu ofSarkar'sbi i it
1 him jectinthe
firstplace:Th ‘uslory tically the hi

Incha for sixty years...Under him the Mughal Empire reached
g extent, and the largest singls knownin
India was formed... Islam made its last onward movement in

Indiain thisreign..
But {elven before Aurangzeb closed his eyes, the Mughal
turned bankruptin theadmin-

istration had broken down, the Imperial power had confessed
its failure to maintain order and hold this vast realm together.”
So clearly Sarkaris attracted to the mixture of opposites he
found in thelate 17th and early 18th century—a grand edifice’
thatwas rotten to the core’and whose ‘moral weakness... was

TIMES CONTENT

In India the Khilafat Movement was the
beginning of a process of mass
politicisation through ‘non-cooperation’
that moved the Indian freedom struggle out
of legislatures, debating halls and drawing
rooms on to the streets

7 \

it. Hefaced

of; i a

seasoned private... Of the wisdom of the ancients which can be

gathered from ethical books he wasa master..."
Andsothequestion Sarkartriedtoanswerwas why was ‘the

resultoffifty yearsrule by suchasovereign... failureand chaos™?
Sarkar divided Aurangzeb’s half century-long reign into

g than ial’. He :‘Whywas
itso? Thi i importanttoSarkar because
hissubject. e, orsloth. His

intellectual keenness was proverbial... he took to the business
of governing with all the ardour which men usually display in
itofpleasure.... His patienceand ewereas

i iscinli e Jifeh

Inpri

hat andc ically. The first half
stretches from 1658 to 1682 and mainly concerned North India
‘not because the Emperor lived there but because the mostim-
portant events, civil and military, concerned this region, while
the South figured asa far off and negligible factor’. In the second
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half—from 1682 up inr gestion. When you pnm yournew edmon of! Sh]vap. please do
all theEs rated in ji. The formeris

the Deccan’. InVolumeIVofAunmgzeb Sarkar‘s focuswasmainly In the event many references to ‘Shiva’ remained in the

theDeccan,Shi His Shivaji secondand edition:

andHis Timesi i h Sarkar’s own admiration for Shivajiis frontally stated at

volume of Aurangzeb. Tk i i the the end of the book: Tregard him as the last great consmxcuve

factthat 1500rso pagesinth identi nation builder that the Hindu race
Sarkar was later to note that Tife’s work— Never , the i Sarkar being anti-Maratha had

Shivajiwasonly it ‘herealised from i i ibly because of hi

the very beginning the i interest there would be in approach asa historian—clinical and often irreverential. Possi-

Marathas. Much like the 1g; had done, Shivaji
andH'Lc Timesoffended: many and especially soin the Marathi-

factorsatworkand Qanungo
boldand

blyther

that | 's Shivaji was

in t.he Lhmes ofan anucolomal upsurgeandaccustomedtoa
more ial treatment of a nationalist icon. Some parts of

Marathahistorians’
Areview in The Times of Indiain October 1919 conveys a
sense of the reaction to the book: ‘The result of Mr Sarkar’s pro

the book: Forinstance, hi: largely

Moghulbiasand ofhi: with Marathiisthat
i a

the Bijapur general Afzal Khan after inviting him undera truce.
Sarkar showed that Afzal Khan struck the first blow but Shivaji

who! fortreacher andinbriefthis
was' i diamond.. Ifthisc wasweu
received by istopinionin del

there was much in the book which was found most objection-
able. Fori , Sarkar i arly ulh]S career
ofth isition of of Javliby th

e
the Mores. This ‘deliberate

hehas,weregrettosa fhisi
picture of Shivaji unworthy both of the subject and the author.
Indeed, it is impossible to say whether Mr Sarkar considers
Shivajiagreat man oraninhumanscoundrel.”

HERE WAS MUCH IN FACT IN THE
book that those who expected deference to
Maratha history would have ob)ected to,notso

murderoft itsr muchinterm ofSarl(ar‘ morein
murderand i y'wasa' de’inShivaji’s termsof

i hivaji's‘powerwasthenin ofhi ha' y
itsinfancy inthechoice  andeverybody him. Itisinthevery
ofthemeans’. Thi: palatable nature of aKreig thatli

tomanyi i by wars of moveinavicious circle. Ilmuslwage

If one wants to add another layer to the
multiple contradictions of Indian history,
then the coincidence of the centenary of
Jallianwala Bagh with that of a century of
Indian multilateralism would certainly be one

war periodically if it is to get its food; but war, when waged asa
normal meLhud of supply, destroys industry and wealth in the

ryalike,and ulti he
very end of such wars. Peace is death toa Krieg staat...

And later: ‘Did Shivaji merely found a Kreig-staat? Was he
‘merely an entrepreneur of rapine, a Hindu edition of Alauddin
Khilji or Taimur?

‘WhileSarkar
thatit was posed wasitself provocative tomany.

u‘zﬁ@rﬁd thrm ugh

thefact

- different quarters| for his inclination to fmnlal]y sme whathe
ﬂmnaht i revealed.On
infrom 1919.In 1917 Sarkar

and of Marathaidentity. induUniversity (BHU)ashead of i lished
In the book Sarkar also followed the practice in y Thi ‘Thaveleft
‘many Mughal documents of referring to the Maratha king as ofMalaviya andunscrupulous

‘Shiva’ without ‘j. There would be,on tacticswhich’ g] instituti
this bou ionists,h 'in]ulymm i KR
i i Hisc] todescril “theirritat-

toSarkarmFebruaryxguwhen the second edition of Shivajiand
HisT g W upon: ‘T

Q
ing polmcsuf apolitician’s University’ which made himleave.
‘We have however a fuller account of Sarkar’s departure
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from BHU from the recollections of another great historian, KA

extremity of devotion.”

Nilakanta Sastri, who had just joined the history d

arkarhad in hi

in Benaras. The issue arose from some references in Sarkar’s
Aurangzeb Volume I11, but the point of controversy was not
the emperor or his action against Hindus but rather certain

5 S o

howi icitfaithin jorknit Sil like
soldiers of aregiment. He also said thata similar anecdote was
i A

being

. Thi: inachapteronHindu
reactions to Aurangzeb 's policies in which there is a separate

scurely id 17thcentury heldviews
i ‘Munster’.

‘Whatever the reasons, the reaction was severe. Nilakanta

section on ikhism. In Nilakanta Sastri’s recol- Sastri writes thatSarkar was Lhereaﬂ.erattacked wildlyin the

lection: In hi of the Sikh in the History of courtoft hot forhim
i Dabistanofhow thathedecidedtoquit’. Inany event Nilakanta Sastrinoted that

acemmGurupraxsedanarm\‘ daSikhi went to ‘thelos inly not [Sarkar’s].

itsoy forthebird;

and commented on the perversion of values resulting from the

\ 4

Juxtaposed with the centenaries of
Jallianwala Bagh and Indian
multilateralism, in intellectual terms also
1919 was a landmark year—and of Indian
history writing. This is largely on account of
Jadunath Sarkar, still possibly India’s
best-known historian

‘SAURABH SINGH

ARKAR MAY WELL HAVE ANTICIPATED
such criticism—both with regard to Aurangzeb
and Shivaji as also from criticism on the freedom
of historians to write as they pleased. Inaspeech in
1915, he had said: “Twould not care whether truthiis
pleasant or unpleasant, and in consonance with or opposed to
currentviews.Iwouldnot mindin the leastwhether truth s or
notablow to the glory of my coumry Ifnecessary, I sha]l hear
in patience the ridicul der of friends and for
the sake of preaching truth. But still Ishall seek truth, under-
stand truth and accept truth. This should be the firm resolve
ofa historian.” Towards theend of hxs life, he restated this thh

greater:
of Letters which transcends the narrow bounds of provinces,
countri atthebarof the

courtof scholarship. Let recognition by that court be the secret
ambition of every one of our research workers.”

So,c: yago
inthelightofour ience? ps find obvi
parallels. That f26/11 ar i re-
main freeiswhat: terroristattack a d
givesita icvaluein i Pakistan. As
inth Bagh,it

officer'sactthatlis yofthedeed’s
legal ity in 1919 through f the League,
formal entry did not power.
Although power differentials today are far less than they werea
¢ comes

toapermanenlmembershlpoftheUNSecuntyCouncll Thud.ly.

andfinall

TCA i leti

GSSard

dRaghubir Si
History Men: d History in Modern India (H
Collins, 2019). He s the author of Attendant Lords: Bairam Khan
and Abdur Rahim, Poets and Courtiers in Mughal India (2016)
andThe People Next Door: The Curious History of India’s
Relations with Pakistan (2017)
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