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‘ PUBLISHER'S NOTE.

‘VE consider ourselves fortunate in being able to present

this publication to the reading-world. We are sure
that the forcible style, the convincing arguments, the
passionate pieading, and the able survey will attract the
attention of even those that hold different views from the
author of this work, and will pause to reconsider their
decisions after its perusal,

Nothing is needed to introduce the reader to the subject
4s the author himself will do it, so beautifully that, we
- do not want to stand between the reader and the author
any longer by thrusting an introduction where none is
required. We have just taken the reader to the gate from
where no formal permission or introdution is required, He

- has merely to turn over this and at once be conversant with
the author himself.

PUBLISHER.




ESSENTIALS OF HINDUTVA.

I

We hope that the fair Maid of Verona who made the im-
passioned appeal to her lover to change “ A name ” that was
“nor hand, nor foot, nor arm, nor face, nor any other
part belonging to a man ” would forgive us for this our idolat-
rous attachment to it when we make bold to assert that,
' Hindus we are and love to remain so!” We too would,
‘had we been in the position of that good Friar, have advised
her youthful lover to yield to the pleasing pressure of the logic
which so fondly urged “ What’s in a name ? = That which we
call a rose would smell as sweet by any other name!” For,
things do matter more than their names, especially when
‘youhave to choose one only of the two, or when the associ-
ion between them is either new or simple; The very fact
that a thing is indicated by a dozen names in a dozen human
tongues disarms the suspicion that there is an invariable con-
nection or natural concomitance between sound and the

ing it conveys. Yet, as the association of the word with
thing it signifies growsshoggerandlasﬁs long, so does the
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channel which connects the two states of consciousness
to allow an easy flow of thought from one to another, till 2

last it seems almost impossible to separate them. And whe
in addition to this, a number of secondery thoughts or feeling
that are generally roused by the thing get mystically entwir e
with the word that signifies it, the name seems to matter 2
much as the thing itself. Would the fair Apostle of the cree
that so movingly questioned “ What’s in a name ?” hay

liked it herself to nickname the God of her idolatry

« Paris ”’ instead of “ Romeo”? or would ke have bee

ready to swear by the moon that tipped with silver all ti
fruit tree tops, that it would serve as sweet and musical
his heart to call his “ Juliet ” by ‘ any other name * such :

for example—** Rosaline’? Nay more ; there are words whic
simply an idea in itself extremely complex or an ideal or

vast and abstract generalization which seem to take, as

were, a being unto themselves or live and grow as an orgar
ism would do. Such names though they be ‘nor hand, n

foot, mor any other part belonging to a man,’ are not |
that, precisely because they are the very soul of man.

become the idea itself and live longer than generations

men do. Jesus died but Christ has servived the ‘Rom

Emperors and that Empire. Inscribe at the foot of one’

those beautiful paintings of ‘ Madona’ the name of ‘Fatin

and a Spaniard would keep gazing at it as curiously as

any other piece of art; but just restore the name of ‘ Mado
instead, and behold his knees would loose their stifiness

bend, his eyes their inquisitiveness and turn inwards in ador

3

recognition, and his whole being get suffused with a conscious-
ness of the presence of Divine Motherhood and Love ! What
s in a name ? Ah! call Ayodhya—Honololu, or nickname
her immortal Prince—a Pooh bal, or ask the Americans to
change Washington into a Chengizkhan, or persuade a Moho-
medan to call himself a jew, and you would soon find that
the ““ open sesame " was not the only word of its type !

To this category of names which have been to mankind
subtle source of life and inspiration belongs the word
Hindutva, the essential nature and significance of which we
mean to investigate into. Theideasand ideals, the systems and
societies, the thoughts and sentiments which have centered
round this name are so varied and rich, so powerful and so
subtle, so elusive and yet so vivid, that the term Hindutva
defies all attempts at analysis. Forty centuries, if not more,
had been at work to mould it as it is. Prophets and poets
lawyers and lawgivers, heroes and historians, have thought,
lived, fought and died just to have it spelled thus! For in-
deed, is it mnot the resultant of countless actions—now

' conflicting, now commingling, now co-operating—of our whole

race ? Hindutva is not a word but a history. Not only the

spiritual or religious history of our people as at times it is

mistaken to be by being confounded with the other cognate

term Hinduism, but a history in full. Hinduism is only a
derivative, a fraction, a part of Hindutva. Unless it is made
¢lear what is meant by the latter, the first remains unintelli
gible and vague. Failure to distinguish between these two

terms has given rise to much misunderstanding and mutual
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suspicion between some of those sister communities -,

have inherited this inestimable and common treasure of ou
Hindu civilization. What is the fundamental difference i

the meaning of these two words would be clear as our arg
ment proceeds. Here it is enough to point out that
dutva is not identical with what is vaguely indicated by th
term Hinduism. By an ‘ism’ is generally meant a theor
or a code more or less based on spiritual or religious dogma :
system. But when we attempt to investigate into the essenti
significance of Hindutva we do not primarily—and certain
not mainly—concern ourselves with any particular theocrat
or religious dogma or creed. Had not linguistic usage stood '
our way then “Hinduness” would have certainly been a be
word than Hinduism as a near parallel to Hindutva. Hindu
va embraces all the departments of thought and activity |
the whole Being of our Hindu race. Therefore, to understan
the significance of this term Hindutva, we must first und o
stand the essential meaning of the word Hindu itself am
realize how it came to exercise such imperial sway over tl
hearts of millions over millions of mankind and won a lo it
allegiance from the bravest and best of them. But befo
we can do that, it is imperative to point  out that we are ,
no means attempting a definition or even a description |
the more limited, less satisfactory and essentially i
term Hinduism. How far we can succeed or are justified
doing that would appear as we proceed. :

5
II

Although it would be hazardous at the present stage of
oriental research to state definitely the period when the
foremost band of the intrepid Aryans made it their home and
lighted their first sacrificial fire on the banks of the Sindhu,
the Indus, yet certain it is that long before the ancient Egyp-
tians, and Babylonions had built their magnificient civiliz-
ation, the holy waters of the Indus were daily witnessing the
Jucid and curling columns of the scented sacrificial smokes
and the valleys resounding the chants of Vedic hymns—the
spiritual ferver that animated their souls. The adventurous
valour that propelled their intrepid enterprizes, the sublime
heights to which their thoughts rose—all these had marked
them out as a people destined to lay the foundation of a

great and enduring civilization. By the time they had
definitely cut themseives aloof from their cognate and
neighbouring people, especially the Persians, the Aryans had
spread out to the furthest of the seven rivers—'* the qufgs”

—and not only;had they developed a sense of nationa-

lity but had already succeeded in giving it *a local habit-
ation and aname ! Out of their gratitude to the genial and

perennial network of waterways that ran through the land
like a system of nerve-threads and wove them into a Being,
they very naturally took to themselves the name of *“ &H=

firgs "—an epithet that was applied to the whole of Vedic
' India in the oldest records of the world—the Rigveda itself.
~ Aryans or the cultivators as they essentially were, we can well
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u.ndersta.nd thedivine love and homage they bore to these se '
rivers presided over by ‘ the River '— the Sindhu,’ whichl
them were but a visible symbol of the common 'natio i
a.ltd culture :—ZqT &19: Rrqaar gar Ugey Ausfr : | a7 ‘-u
FuifRAr apgdear: ‘

’I.‘he Indians in their forward march had yet to meet m ‘
a river as genial and as fertilizing as these but, never c ‘
thtey forget the attachment they felt and the homage th ~.
paid to ﬂ.le #afégs which had welded them into a nati
a.n.d furnished the name which enabled their forefathers |
voice ‘forth their sense of national and cultural unity. Dow
to this day a fJ—a fgg—wherever he may happen. to -7

will gratefully remember and symbolically invoke the presen

;fi t;ets'; r:;;s that they ma\y‘r:rf;;h q:x;iT 1:1; —. 7
ReecEnsigrT guer gawEr o 9 7 79¥ 37 @ Hl‘wr%. "
AR g wrER sy ardfy &% o ko o1
? I~.Iot only had these people been known to themselves
Sindhus " but we have definite records to show that th
were known to their surrounding nations—at anyrate to on '
them—'by that very name—* @gfing ”* The syllable & ( )e i
Sa.nsk.nt Is at times changed into g (%) in some ofs
Prakrit languages, both Indian and non-Indian For "
ample. the word ¥§ has become g4 not only. in Ind.ie
Pra.kx:lts but also in the European languages too ; we ha
gar s.e.., a week, in India and ‘Heptarchy’ 11; Europe,
FaQ in Sanskrit becomes ¥z in old Hindi. qeedr
comes gIGAN in Persian and T becomes 3T ‘."

7

Wen we actually find that the Vedic name of our nation
wnféng had been mentioned as gaEg in the Avesta by
he ancient Persian people. Thus in the very dawn of histo-
4y we find ourselves belonging to the nation of the f&gs

- or Hindus and this fact was well known to our learned men

wven in the Puranic period. In expounding the doctrine
that many of the 335 tongues had been but the mere off-
shoots of the Sanskrit language the qfasy guor clearly
dites this fact and says—deFaeld qll g WAE aHgaan | 8-
s e & SRS, | g I A T qfeRaT |
Wit 1 T A TS G | SR e SR
T = | gArEgATaet o 99§41 FEEE | (AR . )
Thus knowing for certain that the Persians used to designate
the Vedic Aryans as Hindus and knowing also the fact that
we generally call a foreign and unknown people by the term
by which they are known to those through whom we come to
know them, we can safely conclude that most of the remoter
nations that flourished then must have applied thesame epithet
Hindu to our land and people as the ancient Persians did.
Not only that, but evenin the very region of the @HFNTs the
thinly scattered native tribes too, must have been knowing
the Aryans as f§gs in the local dialects in accordance with
the same linguistic law. Furtheron, as the Vedic Sanskrit
began to give birth to the Indian Prakrits which became the
spoken tongues of the majority of the decendants of these
very fggs as well as the assimilated and the cross-born
castes, these too might have called themselves as Hindus
without any influence from the foreign people. For,
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'f:he Sanskrit & changes into g as often in Indian Prakrits 2
in the non-Indian ones. Therefore so far as definite recor

r is more universally followed. Now we know it for
in that the region of the guféngs was, though very thinly,
wulated by scattered tribes. Some of them seem to have
1 triendly towards the new-comers and it is almost certain
t many an individual had served the Aryans as guides
J introduced them to the names and nature of the new
nes to which the Aryans could not be but local strangers.
» g ERENTIafE-A:  were not all or altogether
mical to the Aryans as, at times they are mentioned as
\¢ benevolent and good natured folks. Thus it is prob-
» that many names given to these great rivers by the ori-
wal inhabitants of the soil may have been sanskritised and
spted by the Aryans. We have numerous proofs of this

signate our nation and our people is HREY or gafég an
that almost all nations of the then known world seemed
have known us by this very epithet f4gs or fg s. |
So far we have been treading on solid ground of recorde
facts but now we cannot refrain ourselves from making a
occasional excursion into the borderland of conjucture,
So far we have not pinned our faith to any theory about e
original home of the Aryans. But if the most widely accep -
ed theory of their entrance into India be relied on then :
:::ur::n :l;n;snty arises as to the.ongm of the names b.y which ture in later assimilative expansion of those people
'y € new scenes of their adopted home. Did they their tongues : witness the words qeHIHel, A,
coin all those names from their own tongue ? Could they have %, wied]r (Alexandria) §&d (Selucus) etc. If this be true
done so ? Is it not generally true that when we meet - ’it is quite probable that the great Indus was known
. ; ; y f§g to the original inhabitants of our land and owing to
:221%;:3;); b:ru: ;::E:ﬂy cll:.acx;lged form so as to suit our al peculiarity of the Aryans it got changed into férg
native people there ? Of cf:ux:':eI at ﬁﬂ;fy arel g s hen they adopted it by the operation of the same rule that
scenes by names redolent with .the i ofve o new L o
ones—especially when new coloniesmem‘;z' Wi d?ar o!d e k. Sk e mit St o
T oo t::e ing &sta‘?hshed ] yre from time so immemorial that even the Vedic name f&yg
M il fp n .en.t. But this expla.n-: but a later and secondary form of it. If the epithet &Y
; y be satisfactory when it is proved that the es its antiquity in the glimmering twilight of History
name given to the new place already existed in the old coun- n the word f§g dates its antiquity from a period so remoter
try and even then it could not be denied that the other pro-. 1 the first that even mythology fails to penetrate to—trace
cess of calling new scenes by the names which they already : to its source.
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last the great mission which the Sindhus had
rtaken of founding a nation and a country, found and
hed its geographical limit when the Valorous Prince of
wlhya made a triumphant entry in Ceylon and actually
¢ht the whole land from the Himalayas to the Seas under
sovereign sway. The day when the Horse of Victory re-
med to Ayodhya unchallenged and unchallengable, the
t white Umbrella of Sovereignity was unfurled over the
perial throne of Ramac.ha.ndra the brave, Ramchandra the
xl, and a loving allegiance to him was sworn, not only by
Princes of Aryan blood but Hanuman—Sugriva—Bibhi-
na from the south—that day was the real birth-day of our
ndu people. It was truly our national day: for Aryans
| Anaryans knitting themselves into a people were born
s 2 nation.—It summed up and politically crowned the
orts of all the generations that preceded it and it handed
/n a new and common mission, a common banner, a com--
on cause which all the generations after it had consciously
unconsciously fought and died to defend.

A synthetic conception gains in strength if it finds a term
ymprehensive enough to glve it an eloquent expression.
\ose terms ST or #&gq were not so suitable as to ex-
»ss the vast synthesis that embraced the whole continent
»m the Indus to the sea and aimed to weld it into a nation.
f1ad as defined by the ancient writers was the land that lay

The activities of so intrepid a people as the fifgs or F
could no longer be kept cooped or cabined within the n
compass of the 9% or the Punjab. The vast and £
plains further stood out inviting the efforts of some st
and vigorous race. Tribe after tribe of the Hindus is
forth from the land of their Nursery and led by the
sciousness of a great mission and their Sacrificial Fire that
symbol thereof, they soon reclaimed the vast, wasted and
very thinly populated lands. Forests were felled, agri
flourished, cities rose, kingdoms thrived,—the touch of hus
hand changed the whole face of the wild and unkempt na
But while these great deeds were being achieved the Ar
had developed to suit their individualistic tendencies anc
demands of their new environments a polity that was
loosely centralised. As time passed on, the distances of 1
new colonies increased, and different peoples of of
highly developed types began to be incorporated into
culture, the different settlements began to lead a life poll
ally very much centred in themselves. The new att:
ments formed, though they could not efface the old o
yet grew more and more pronounced and powerful until
ancient generalizations and names gave way to the 1
Some called themselves F%s other Frsfis or fdggs or @
while the old generic name of the Sindhus or Hindus
first overshadowed and then almost forgotten. Not
the conception of a national and cultural unity vanis] tween the Himalaya and the Vindhya. “Strtad: g
but it assumed other names and other forms, the politics qEaraar’ it And athough it was best suited to the circum-
most important of them being the institution of a F%IQ stances which gave it birth, yet and therefore, it dmldz

s
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we breast our patriarchs and people had drunk the milk
life. Our frontier provinces which bordered the course of
jus still clung to their ancient name f&gUg. And
pughout the Sanskrit literature we find fargdaies Te-
ised as an integral and an important part of our body
tic. In the great Mahabharat war the king of fagaic
ures prominently and is said to have been closely related
the Bharats. Although the limits of the &g shifted from
we to time, yet the langauge that the people speak—did
»n and does even now mark them out as a people by them-
ves—from Multan to the sea, and the name ¢ fdt ’ which
bears is an emphatic reminder that all those who speak it
firgs and are entitled to be recognised as a geographical
ud political unit in the common-wealth of our Indian people.
though the epithet ¥Xq&S succeeded in almost over-
| adowing the cradle name of our nation in India, yet the
yreign nations seem to have cared little for it and as our
frontier provinces continued to be known by their ancient
e, so even our immediate neighbours—the Avestic
Persians, the Jews, the Greeks and others clung to our ancient
pame fégs or Hindus. They did not merely indicate the
‘porderland of Indus by this term as in days gone by, but the
whole nation into which the ancient fégs by expansion
and assimilation had grown. The Avestic Persians know us
}ns Hindus, the Greeks dropping the harsh accent as Indos
and through the Greeks almost all Europe and later o? Ame-
rica as fggs or Indians. Even Huent Sung who lived so

1 i ists in ing us firgs or &gs. Barring
the love we bore to that River of rivers—the f&g Pre with us T cang

not serve as a common name to a people that had w
Aryans and Non-Aryans into a common race and had ca
their culture—empire—far beyond the bending summi
Vindhyadri. This necessity of finding a suitable term to
press the expansive thought of an Indian Nation was 1
or less effectively met when the house of Bharat came L€
ercise its sway over the entire world. Without ente
into speculations as to who this Bharat was—the Vedic :
rat or the Jain one—or what was the exact period at wi
he ruled, it is here enough for us to know that his name
been not only the accepted but the cherished epithet
which the people of &atad and FIFUTTY delighted to
their common motherland and their common cultural emp
Thus as the horizen opened out to the South we find thatj
centre of gravity had very naturally shifted from the @gR
to the Gangetic Delta and the name gHEY or MIET
RFOTT gave way to the politically grander expression #
‘which included in its sweep all that lay between the
layas and the Seas. This is most clearly indicated by 1
definition of our Nation attempted at a period when 1
vast conception must have been dawning over the minds
-our great thinkers. We have met with no better attempt. 3
deﬁne our position as a people than the terse little couple 5’
the A=IgUW “SoTeagRer feamda afgug | I TERG W
WA Y arael”? 1
- But this new word #R@a§ could not altogether supp: ¢
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Although Indians were by no means cut off from t.he out(;

: le world before the rise of Buddhism and a.ltl.lough thelrvYorl
and ourland as “Hindusthan” as if in fulfilment of the wi tivities had already assumed such dm‘xensmns cf:i;o« s;/;" et
of our Vedic fathers who were first to make that choic t occassion to our patt:iotic poet‘law-gwers to e

But a name by its nature is determined not so muck ] ARIRRAS: | @ & G mgﬁq;zmﬁﬂmed e
what one likes to call oneself but generally by what otk as far as the present argumen.t is :011; ddhis;n re(iuires
like to do. In fact a name is called into existence for! tional life of In.dia, after the nsteto uaLbout t,hls i
very purpose. Self is known to itself immutably and with iefly to be con51der<?d. Be(.:ause i wzs A -
‘a name or even without a form. But when it comes in cont pen political enterprise having expose ki ek
orconflict with a non-self then alone it stands in need of a n pssibilities of expansion in our own .la.nd na : yar‘ld %
if it wants to communicate with others or if others p er ) overflow its limits to an exfent unewdenc«:ll(): i(;r:ense g
in communicating with it. It is a game that requires two mmunications with the outside world grewNot S
play at. If the world insists that a teacher or a wit must Jore extensive than in the days gone by. ol Vi

‘handed down as an ‘g%’ ora ¢ &l 1T well then ! stsiders began to knock at our doors more h]: bR
inspite of his liking, is very likely to be remembered as su en imperatively than they ever had done.d ol B
If the name chosen by the world for us is not directly agz hese political developements the great anf Righteoum.ﬁs"

-our liking then it is yet more likely to shadow all other nar hat set in motion ‘‘ the wheel of the law omul__(’f ey

we might bear witness ‘ qpit ’, GIAGR, G474 °.  But if 1 nade India the very heart—the very e
world hits upon a word by which they would know us as o the then known world. To countless m p. il 0
redolent of our glory or our early love then that word suls from Misar to Mexico, the land of the Sin ;1: e

tn not gnly to shadowbut to survive every other name 1 he land of their Gods and (?odmen.. Thousan ; th};xlgnms
may have. This fact added to the circumstances whi from distant shores poured into ﬂns country f;:m thlsj,salandnds

‘brought us first into close contact and then into a fierce conf f scholars, preachers, sages and saints wentmide e

‘with the world at large, soon enabled the epithet Hindu - o all the then known world. But as Abe'on e ouioer

-assert itself once more and so vigorously as to push into ¢ isted in recognising us 1.,y our. ancient name .

ground even the well beloved name of ¥Ra@e itse “ Hindu ” both these in-coming and outgoing Pprocesses
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a few examples as that of Afganisthan being called as
AT by the Parthians, very rarely indeed had the foreig
forgotten our cradle name or prefered the new one %
Down to this day the whole world knows us as*
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helped mightily to render that epithet to be the most
minent of our national names. The necessity of political
deplomatic correspondence with various states, who k
us as Hindus or Indus, must also have, by making it
cumbent on our people to respond to it, revived the us
this epithet first side by side with and then at times e
instead of the name Bharatkhand. !
But if the rise of Buddhism had thus enabled this epu

to grow in prominence through-out the world and made
more and more conscious of ourselves as Hindus, then stra
to say the fall of Buddhism only carried this process
than ever. :
We fear that the one telling factor that contributed to
fall of Buddhism more than any other has escaped that
tailed attention of scholars which it deserves. But as
subject in hand does but remotely involve its treatme
here we cannot treat it here in full. All that we can.
here is to make a few general remarks and leave them to !
expounded and detailed out to a more favourable occasi
if the work be not done by others better fitted to do it. C
it be that philosophical differences alone could have ma
our nation turn against Buddhism? Not wholly:—fi
these differences had been there all along and even flouri :
side by side with each other. Can it be the general inaniti
and demoralization of the Buddhistic church itself ?
wholly:—for, if some of the Vihars sheltered a loose, lazy a
promiscuous crowd of men and women who lived on o -
and spent what was not theirs on disreputable persuits

yet, on the other hand the line of those spiritual giants

Arhats and Bhikkuz had not altogether ended : nor had

scenes been peculiar to the Buddhistic Vihars alone !

these and many other short-comings would not have

tracted such fierce attention and proved fatal to Buddhistic

ver in India had not the political consequences of the Bud-

istic expansion been so disastrous to the national virility

1 even the national existence of our race. No prelude to a
yast tragedy could be more dramatic in its effect in fore-
dowing the culminating catastrophy than that incident

the life of the Shakya Sinha when the news of the fate of

little tribal republic of the Shakyas was carried to their
mer Prince when he was just laying the foundation
one of the Buddhistic church. He had already enrolled
flower of his clan in his Bhikku-sangha and the little
akya Republic thus deprived of its bravest and best,
| an easy victim to the strong and warlike, in the very
time of the Shakya Sinha. The news when carried to
m is said to have left the Enlightened unconcerned. Centu-
»s rolled on : the Prince of the Shakyas had grown into
v Prince of Princes—the Lokjit—the great conqueror of
prlds. The confines of his little Shakya state expanded and
mbraced the confines of India ; and as if to give a touch of
petical precision and poetical justice, the woeful fate that
d overtaken the tribal republic of Kapil-Vastu befell the
hole of Bharatvarsha itself and it fell an easy prey to the
: and warlike—not like Shakyas of their own kith and
in but—the Lichis and Huns! Of course the Enlighten
2
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ed would perhaps remain as unaffected as ever even if ents as great if not greater and things as holy and more

news could ever reach him like the first. But the rest '
Hindus than could not drink with equanimity this cup abled them to be what they were. So, we do not think
bitterness and political servitude at the hands of tho

whose barbarous violence could ill be soothed by the m
mouthed formulas of f§&T and spiritual brother-hood, a
whose steel could ill be blunted by the soft palm leaves a
thymed charms. We do not mean to underrate—mu
less accuse—the services of the great brotherhood and :
Divine Mission. We have only to point out the concon
tance that is too glaring to escape the attention of any s
dent of History. We know that it could easily be press
against this statement that, the greatest and even power
Indian Kings and Emperor known, belong to the Budd hi
period. Yes—but known to whom ?—to the Europeans ai
those of us who have unconsciously imbibed not only
thoughts but even their prejudices. There was a time wh
every school history in India opened from the Mahomeds
invasion because the average English writers of that tin
knew next to nothing of our earlier life. Lately the gene
knowledge of Europe has extended backwards to the rise |
Buddhism and we too are apt to look upon it as the first ar
even the most glorious epoch of our history. The fact
it is neither. We yield to none in our love and admira: »
and respect for the Buddha—the Dharma—the Sangh
They are all ours. Their glories are ours and ours th
failures. Great was Ashoka the Devapriya, and greater we
the achievements of Buddhistic Bhikshus. But achiev

rgan and ended with the Mauryas alone—or was a conse-
quence of their embracing Buddhism. Buddhism has con-
quests to claim but they belong to a world far removed from
his our matter-of-fact world—where feet of clay do not stand
ing, and steel could be easily sharpened, and geof—thirst—is
po powerful and real to be quenched by painted streams
hat flow perennially—in heavens. These must have been
he considerations that must have driven themselves home
» the hearts of our patriots and thinkers when the Huns
nd Shaks poured like volcanic torrents and burnt all that
hrived. The Indians saw that the cherished ideals of their

e—their thrones and their families and the very Gods they
prshipped—trampled under foot, the holy land of their
yve devastated and sacked by hordes of barbarians so inferior
) them in language, religion, philosophy, mercy and all the
it and human attributes of man and God ;—but superior to
hem in strength alone !—strength that summed up its creed.
two words—Fire and Sword! The inference was clear.
ar also was the fact that Buddhistic logic had no argu-
snt that could effeciently meet this new and terrible dual-
n—this gd, this strange bible of Fire and Steel. So the
ders of thought and action of our race had to rekindle
ir Sacrificial Fire to oppose the Sacrilegious One—to re-open
mines of Vedic fields for steel—to get it sharpened on the
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altar of F@ —“the Terrible”, so that 7grH® —the “S
of the Times” be appeased. Nor were their anticipaf
belied. The success of the renovated Hindu arms was
disputed and indisputable. Vikramaditya who drov

foreigners from the Indian soil and Lalitaditya who cal
and chastised them in their very dens from Tartary to 1
golia—were but compliments of each other. Valour
accomplished what formulas had failed to do. O
more the people rose to the heights of greatness
shed its lustre on all departments of life. Poetry and
losophy, art and architecture, agriculture and comme
thought and action felt the quickening impulse which
sciousness of Independance and strength and Victory al
can radiate. The reaction as usaul was complete even t
fault. “ Up with the Vedic Dharma !”” “Back to the Ved a
The national cry grew louder and louder, more and more
perative, because this was essentially a political necessity

ts of peace and righteousness than in the conquests of
1s.”  Nobly she tried : ah ! so nobly as to make herself ridi-
»us in the eyes of Lust and Lucre :—had she not issued Ro-
edicts to the effect that the very water be strained before
was poured out for horses and elephants to drink, so as te
ble the tiny lives in the waters to escape immediate death?
) had she not opened corn-throwing centres in the midst of
s seas that fish be fed in her oceans, while men had not ceased
feed on fish in other oceans of the world, nor had the very
) ceased to feed on each other ! Nobly did she try to kill
ing by getting killed—and at last found out that palm
ves at times are too fragile for steel! As long as the
wole world was red in tooth and claw and the
tional and racial distinctions so strong as to make men
atal, so long if India had to live at all a life whether spirit-
or political according to the light of her soul, she must
ot loose the strength born of national and racial cohesion.
$0 the leaders of thought and action grew sick of repeating
» mumbos and umbos of Universal Brotherhood and,
tterly complained—
¥ @ }9 ffgar sguET frgAr ) ¥ siar §TBRI g
WS | sqarEEta ¥ A w5 g G g gia-
e arar: 6 6 7 Fft | Jorhi T 9O fAaNZH TS |
: RedqRadmisard | (9ea )’ And  when
barbarian hordes of the Shaks and the Huns—who

\ad ravaged their fair lJand that had in utter confidence
¢lad herself in a Bhikkus’ dress, changed her Sword for Rosary

nd had taken to the vows of #fg&r and non-violence—were:

propagate a universal religion. “ Go, ye Bhikkus, to all:
ten directions of the world and preach the law of Rightec
ness I’ Truly, it was a law of Righteousness—it had no ulter
end in view, no lust for land or lucre quickening its ste
_and grand though its achievements were it could not era
cate the seeds of animal passions nor of political ambitic

such an extent as to make it safe for India to change
Sword for a Rosary. Even then, to set an example, .
India declare her will to “take more pleasure in the ct




~ in him which we admire and prize in ourselves is likely to |
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expelled beyond Indus and further, and a strong natio
state was firmly established, then it was but natural t
the leaders of our race should have realized what an imme
amount of strength could be derived if but the new natio )
state was backed up by a Church as intensely national.
‘Moreover every thing that is common in us with our

threatening attitude. Nationalist tendencies refused to
with our national independance and accept a foreign
querer as our over-Lord. But if that foreign invader
spened to be favourably inclined towards Buddhism, then
was sure to find some secret sympathisers in the Indian
idhists all over India : even as Catholic Spain could always
mies weakens our power of opposing them. The foe that b | some important section in England to sympathise with
nothing in common with us is the foe likely to be most bi n' ir efforts to restore a Catholic Qyna.sty in anland. Not
ly resisted by us, just as a friend that has almost everyth y this but dark hints abound in our afxel.ent records to
how that at times some foreign Buddhistic powers had
etually invaded India with an express national and reli-
yus aim in view. We cannot treat the history of this
iod exhaustively here but can only point to the half sym=
Jic and half actual description given in one of our Puranas
the war waged on the SR : by the Z[FUR (the
ing of the Huns) and his Buddbhistic allies. The record tells
in a mythological strain how a big battle was fought on
¢ banks of the river ‘ggr "', how the Buddhistic forces made
hina the basis of operation *(FARIGITEY JEAMTFITAL ),
sw they were reinforced by contingents from many Bud-
istic nations: FMRTMEA! SYRAT( Sgh= AGH: | -
w1 ggF ggaRyanil” and how after a tough fight the
Buddhists lost it and paid heavily for their defeat. They
Jhad formally to renounce all ulterior national aims against
India and give a pledge that they would never again enter India
ith any political end in view. The Buddhists as individuals
1 nothing to fear from India—the land of toleratmn-—.but
they should give up all dreams of endangering the national

the friend we love most. The necessity of creating a bitt
sense of wrong and invoking a power of undying resista
especially in India that had under the opiates of Universalis
and Non-violence lost the faculty even of resisting sin
crime and aggression, could best be accomplished by cutting ¢ )
even thesemblance of a common worship—a common Churel
which required her to clasp the hand of those as her co
ligionists whose had been the very hand that had strangle
her as a nation. What was the use of a universal faith ths
instead of soothening the ferociousness and brutal egoism
other nations only excited their lust by leaving India d
fenceless and unsuspecting ? No; the only safe guards i
future were valour and strength that could only be born
a national self-consciousness. She had poured her '
blood for sophistry that tried to prove otherwise ! 4

The reaction against the universal tendencies of Buddhisr
only grew more insistent and powerful as the attempt to e
establish the Buddhist power in India began to assume |







