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Partition and the
North West Frontier: Memories
of Some Khudai Khidmatgars

MUKULIKA BANERJEE

T HE NORTH WEST Frontier may seem an unlikely site in which to
: e.:xpiore the legacy of Partition, For a ninety-six per cent Muslim
majority province' which became 2 patt of Pakistan in August 1947
itseemsa less problematic issue compared to other provinceswhere the’:
proportion of Muslims and Hindus was not this straightforward, Nor
was it like East Pakistan which the Muskimn League bargained for and
made part of Pakistan despite it being separated from its western half
b)lr the expanse of Indja. The Frontier on the other hand, was c&rwe—
niently positioned, lying adjacent to the provinces of Sind, Balochistan
and the Punjab, which formed West Pakistan.

On second thoughts however, there emerge several reasons for the
need to'explore the legacy of Partition in the Frontier. It was, for exam.-
pl'e, the only Muslim Inajority province to have three Gongréss minis-
tries between the years 1930 and 1947 and was the site of one of the
most remarkable historical instances of the practice of non-violence,
Th‘e practitioners were the famous Pathan Red Shirts, the Khuda£
Khld..matgars, led by their charismatic leader Khan Abdul Gaffar Khan —
who is known to mdst in the Indian sub-cotitinent as Badshah Khan
or Frontier Gandhi. The Pathans had been allied to the Indizn
National Congresssince 1930, were politicaland ideological o pponents
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of the All India Muslim League throughout and had an elected minis-
try in place at the time of the Third June Plan. Unlike othet provinces
in British India, however, they were subjected to a referendum to de-
cide whether they would join India or Pakistan.? Badshah Khan and
the Khudai Khidmatgars (hereafter KKs) found the referendum ap
unfair imposition and boycotted it; the result of the referendum was
therefore unsurprisingly in favour of the NWEP joining Pakistan.?
Making nonsense of their geographical contiguity with Pakistan but
much of their ideological identification with the Congress, the KKs
often posed the rhetorical question in the 1990s that, ‘If Eastand West
Pakistan could be separated by India, why could not we form West

" Indiaand beseparated from the rest of India by Pakistan?’ They repeat-

¢d to me Badshah Khan's last words to the Congress, “You have thrown
us to the wolves.’

A second reason for considering the legacy of the Partition in the
Frontier is to represent for the first time the point of view of the poli-
tical actors in the Frontier which has been entirely ignored so far in the
historiography of the Independence movement. The KX movement
has been written about by a few scholars, but mostly from historical
records and literary sources and some interviews with political leaders
of the movement.* In my interviews with KKs in the eatly 1990s, I ex-
plored the praxis of the ideology of the movement and what the &7i-
¢olage of Islam, Pulchtun custom and non-violence meant for ordinary

- Pukhtuns, Thiswas essential foran understanding of the KK movement

through which a sense of pan-Pukhtun identity was forged for the first
time. .
Badshah Khan's appeals for non-violence were achieved through a

 cessation of intra-Pukhtun feuding and the adoption of new forms of

loyalty and hierarchy that the structures of leadership and recruitment
in the movement brodght about. These changes in Pukhtun society

~ werea revolution in themselves, What I hope to do in this article is to

use the testimonies of the KKs'to focus particularly on their memories
of Partition and the independence they had fought so hard for.* Nearly
fifty years after the event, most of the IKKs I spoke to shared memories
of betrayal, profound sadness, helplessness and bewilderment about
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the way in which their struggle ended in 1947, Their betrayal was two-
fold. They felt rejected by the Congress on the one hand for agrecing
to the referendum on their behalf and by the Muslim League on the
other, for they were never recognized as freedom-fighters in the new
nation of Pakistan.” o '

It is also interesting to explore whetlier the political machinations
for negotiating the terms of Partition encoded assumptions and pre-
conceptions about the Frontier on the part of all the major political
players: the British, the Congress and the Muslim League. All the play-
ershad certain notions about the Fronter and its peopleand these were
displayed in several statements they made about it. Fundamentally
they, as most people in India today, worked with a stereotype of the
Frontier which seemsto be close to the image of the Pathan we get from
reading stories such as Tagore’s ‘Kabuliwallah’ orKipling’s Kim. This
stereotype of the Pathan is of a hot-headed, fiercely loyal man with a
fragile ego, prone to violent retaliation but also gentle, almost child-
like, in his behaviour towards those he loves. C.E. Andrews described
Badshah Khan thus: ‘Tn the year 1936 I was privileged to spend miany
days at Mahatma Gandhi’s village home in Central India, at a time
when Khan Abdul Gaffar Khan was staying with him. He is one of the
noblest Muslims [ have ever met, as tender as a child and as brave as
alion.” Nehru, in Discovery of India, observed, “When it is remembered
that a Pathan loves his gun more than his brother, is easily excited, and

“has long had a reputation for killing at the slighest provocation, this

self-discipline [in the KKs] appears little short of miraculous.”” Buc he
goes on, ‘Changes of religion made a difference, but could not change
entirely the mental backgrounds which the people of those areas deve-
loped.” During the run-up to Partition, Gandhi warned, ‘Any fight
among the Pathans themselves, who were a martial people, would be
most regrettable and they were endeavouring to find means to avoid
the referendum and its consequences.” .

This conception of the Pathan may have had an important role to
play when it came to deciding whether to bargain for the Frontier to
remaln in India or to allow it go to Pakistan, In the final instance, the
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elected ministry led by Dr Khan Sahib in 1947 was not consulted when
the decision to hold a referendum was taken and ratified by the AICC,
It is worth speculating why this was allowed to happen.‘ .
‘Frontier and Partition’: this title, a pairing of contradictions, pro-
vides another entry point. Partition creates boundaries of the kind
which exists today between India and Pakistan: ano-man’s land flank-

~ ed by barbed wires, severely protected, a hysterical palitical desire to

keep two sides of the same community hermetically sealed off from
eath other.!” A frontier on the other hand,'is a region of exchange of
cultures, goods, ideas and people. The North West Frontier of the
Indian sub-continent has remained just such a place, Indeed, even to-
day, the Durand Line demarcating Afghanistan from Pakistan, divid{ng
the Parhans between two nation-states, isa porouszone throElgh which
refugees, trucks, drugs, guns and news of war ﬂow easil){. This has be.en
the case always. As one of my informants from the:Tn.bal Areas s.a'ld,
“There used to be regular crossings across the Durand Line . . . British
law was distegarded.” The Durand Line is thus the opposite of a
boundary. This fact was beautifully demonstrated during the death
and funeral of Badshah Khan in 1988, a recent memory for mostof l.:hc
sub-continent. The Frontier Gandhi died in Peshawar but was buried
in Jalalabad, Afghanistan;'? for his funeral a day’s ceasefire was called
in the Afghanistan war, thousands ofhis mourners from I’akls.tgn were
allowed to cross-over into Afghanistan without any formalities and
political Premiers broke with protocol to attend. A frontier cannot be
easily partitioned because its very nature as a region of exchange does
not allow i, , ' .
Finally, I offer a personal example of what it is like for an ordmz?.r)r
Indian 1o live and work in Pakistan. I visited Pakistan over three trips
between 1990 and 1993, staying for several months during the second.
I lived in the house of Khan Abdul Wali Khan, the most politically
active of Badshah Khan’s sons, and a well-acknowledged friend of
India.’2 1 had gone to the Frontier with the express purpose of look-
ing for surviving KKs in order to talk 1o them at some Iength aboxft
their perspective on non-violence, why they chose it, how difficult it
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was and 50 on. I was lucky enough to find seventy of them after much
searching and their stories form an important component of my re-
search data.’3 Twill draw on these testimonies in this article and would
like to emphasize that these stories and opinions were shared with me
not merely because I was a curious researcher bur also because [ am

Indian. To them, I came from the country they had foughe for: this .

they told me repeatedly, so I would understand. Being young, Hindu,
Bengali, and a woman, made my situation curious to the authorities
but unambigous t6 my informants. This convinced them that I was
there not with any political agenda or to search for my roots but be-
-cause | really wanted to hear their stories, My Pathan and Pakistani
colleagues and friends were suspicious of what these old men said to
me, impatient at my interest in the opinions of a bunch of toothless,
ordinary peasants (‘they were just blind followers of Badshah Rhan! ).
Comparing notes with some of them who spake to some of my inform-
ants as well, I found that the stories and opinions that I was privileged
to hear were not repeated to them. ™ As an anthiropologist and as an
Indian I maintain that it is crucial to understand their point of view
to accord them their placein history. The struggle of KKs, their mem-
bership of the Congress, and their eventual inclusion in Pakistan at
Independence turned them into ‘traitors’ in their new country. The
Frontier was not partitioned, it is true, but it did isolate some freedom
fighters forever, in their own country. KKs and their leaders ironically
spent mote time in jail perhaps after Independence than before it
When Imet these ofd men in the early 1990s, they were amarginalized
and forgotten lotamong their own people. Most of them were not alive

- to witness che jubilee celebrations of India and Pakistan and perhaps

that isa good thing, For itwould have resurrected for them, even more
profoundly, the irony of their situation:

The Frontier and the Congress

The relationship between the Congress and the Frontier was always
fraught with ambiguities and misundetstandings. The KK movement
was the culmination of nearly two decades of Congress and other poli-
tical activity in the North West Froncier, Initially the Congress in the
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NWEP was affiliated to the Punjab Provincial Congress. Committee
and came under its jurisdiction. But in 1928, the Frfmt'ler Congress
decided to establish itself as an independent Provincial Congress
Committee. The general secretary of the Frontier Congtess accordingly
wrote to Nehru, then secretary of the AICC:

Tam directed to say thar according to the original constitution of the Cong-
ress, the N'WFP was separate from the Punjab, IIn .1923 at the Cocana.da
session of the Congress, it was however, at the insistance of the Frc?nucr
local workers, amalgamated with the Punjab. Since then, theugh it has
been connected with the Punjab, the PPCC have not been able to devore
any time or attention to our province with the result tfllat there has befln
no Congress work here worth the name. Under the cmrc'umstanccs, t dc
Frontier local warkers had no option but to stslmd on their own legs an
organize the work themselves . , . On the evening of the 17’th Nov. affcr
putting up a very successful demonstration of l?nlack'Flags e From:llcr
Provincial workers met under the Presidentship of Mr Abdur Rahim
Khan . . . and formed their own provisional PCC. 1% '

This show of initiative on the part of the NWEF Provincial'Cm}gress
took the high command by surprise and Nehru was firm in his ob-
jection. He wrote back:

[am little surprised to learn that a separate Provincial Congress Corr‘xmit-
tee has been established in Peshawar, Separate ?C can only be cstal?hsi.led
by a decision af the Congress in its annual sessions. No orhler orgamzatmlﬁ
has autherity to do so. I have no doubt that the Congrf:ss in Calcutta.wld
agree to your proposal but so long as this formal sanerion is not obzaine
we cannot treat your committee as a PCC e I would thereflore request
you to continue to function for the moment as part of the Punjab Provin-
cial Congress Committee . . .16 .

This exc'hangc of letters provides some idea of .thﬁ nature of re!ation.s
between the AICC and the North West Front‘u:r at the outset. Un'nl
1928, the Congress organization in the Pror}mer was weak and quite
unremarkable, with almost no mass support; it was _rega'rc'[ed by Cong-
ress national HQ with a degree of suspicion and patronizing tolerancg
as representing what was, to Delhi and C'al(iutt;%, a little understoo
and rather enigmatic part of British India. Things were to change

'
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rather dramatically with the .events in Kissa Khani bazaar in April
1930, when the sacrifice and the courage of the Pukhtuns was lauded
and recognized for the first time ar an all-India level, '
Itisalleged that British troops fired ata crowd of unarmed demons-
tratorsat Kissa Khani bazaar. The news of this incident took s6me time
to filter out of the Frontier and when jt did, the AICC immediately
sent Sardar Patel to carry out an investigation.? It also said in iss

moathly report of April 1930:

News of the Peshawar incidents was withheld by the Governmentand only
garbled versions were given to the public, Part of the truth leaked out, how-

ever, which electrificd the whole country. The courage, the patriotisin, the

non-violent spirit of the war-like Peshawaris'® became famous and earned
for the whole pravince 2 unique place in the history of the struggle, Pesha-
war day was celebrated all over the country to commemorate: the heroic

deeds of thar city,

Tt was after this event that the emerging KK movement was faced with
a ban. Only an affiliation with an established, respectable, national
political party could ensure its survival and prevent its being labelled:
‘Bolshevil’, implying a violent and subversive revolutionary faction:
‘We could do this only by joining the Muslim League or the Congress’

(Faji Sarfaraz Nazim].* Badshah Khan, despite his personal links with- |
the Congtess, felt that as Muslims; the KK ought naturally to affiliate -

with the Muslim League. Though in jail at the time, he allowed two
KK leaders to approach the Muslim League about affiliation: their re-
quest was rebuffed. They then tusned to the Congress, who made no
effort to conceal their scepticism at the idea of 2 non-violent Pukhtun
movement, Sarfaraz Nazim narrated to me the incident when Mian
Jaffar Skiahand Mian Akbar Khan ap proached the AICC for permission
o affiligee:

Tyabjl, the Sccretary of the Congress at the time, wondered how non-
violetice and the Frontier were ever going to be compatible. Qur leaders
then convinced him that NWEP had more non-violence than the rest of
India. Fazle Rahim Sagi remembered Mahatma Gandhi asking the

*The names in square brackets ar the end of quetes refer to the informanc 1 am
quoting, '

b
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Pathans “What do you wantand how?’ {(And Mahztma Gandhi sent Patel
to the Frontier fater to check out what we said). Our representative said
that we wanted the British cut of our country and with non-viofence. Only
then did Gandhi agree to the affiliation,

This was the first of many occasions'on which the KKs had to prove
their worth to the Congress, as being capable of “civil’ resistance, not
merely of unruly fighting. '

In 1930 when Abdul Gaffar Khan was appointed by the AICC to
coordinate the all India civil resistance programme in the NWFP, it
was not without some apprehension:

The local Khilafat Committee has received a letter from Nehru asking for
their proposals for catrying out the programme of civil disobedience. The
lettér laid stress on the importance of observing non-violence in view of the
traditional reputation of the people of the Evontier for the opposite character-
iszic. The local committee has referred to Abdul Gaffar Khan, who has
been in consultation with the Congress and Khilafat Committee of Pesha-
war. The only concrete proposal so far has been picketing of liquor
shops. ., .20 :

The Government probably expected unruly mobs and noisy demons-
trations and this eatly encounter with civil disobedience (picketing)
must have seemed an anti-climax, '

While affiliation to the Congress provided much needed official
credentials for the KKs at the time, it carried with it a tension that was
to last through its entire existence, The source of the tension was two-
fold. First, the KK movement was primarily a movement of rural
Pukhtuns, who weré effectively cut offfrom the rest of the Indian sub-
continent, where the Congress had its mass base, Thete was thus litcle
interaction between the activists of the two sides, Also, the Frontier
was (and continues to be) a subject of curiosity for Indians who lived
beyond the Indus, an ehigmg with strange customs of bloodfedds and
tribal loyalty, and their view of the ‘violent Pathans’ was every bit as
stereotypical as that of the British. My informants recalled several of
their visits to India which they remembered with affection. They also
remember being taunted by other Muslims in India for not being ‘real’
Pachans who fought with arms; they bore these taunts with irritarion
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but grearwit. The KKs wereaware that ‘incidents of firing by the police
and theiratrocities occured with far more frequency and closer to each
other in the Frontier than anywhere else in the Indian sub-continent,’
For many reasons therefore, the KX movement always remained ex-
clusively a Pukhtun movement.

Further, Badshah Khan himself desired that the KKs remain dijs-
crete from Congress organization in the Frontier, [t was his novel ideo-
logy, combining aspects of Islam and non-violence while keeping in
mind traditional Pukheun codes of behaviour, which had ateracted 2
large majority of believing Muslim Pukhtun peasants. The organization
had its civil and military wings; the latter consisted of the mass rural
base who wore red uniforms and had all the trappings of an army, save
thearms. The ‘civil’ or jirga wing mostly had older and literate people
in it. While Badshah Khan admitted to being Gandhi’s disciple, he was
well aware that popular response in the frontier was to Aim personally
and to his own non-Hindu articulation of non-violence. He thus
needed to maintain the clarity of his leadership, without confusing it
with that of the Congress. As Mohammed Gul put it, ‘Badshah

Khan . .. was to the Frontier what Mahatma Gandhi was to the rest

of India.” ‘

This was one of the reasons behind having two separatewings in the
KK movement. The military wing was more populist, explicity
Pulchtun, and largely autonomous. The civil jirga wingkept far closer
coordinating ties with the Congress Committee. The Governor,
George Cunningham, accurately reported Badshah Khan's policy.

Abdul Gaffar Khan insists on absolute independence for the Red Shigs;
and maintajns that any sup,por;‘ or allegiance accorded to the Congress
party by Red Shirts will be given under his orders and that she Red Shirts
will take orders from nobodyelse. To ensure that chis procedure is followed
in practice he has appointed his nephew, Rab Nawaz, as commander-in-
" chief of the Red Shirts—thereby providing a further insulator against
Congress interference. In this connection a general tendency in Minister-
ial circles is noticeable to avoid interference by the Congress Execurive in
Provincial administrative affairs . . . Abdul Gaffar Khan . . | hasnotattend-
ed recent AICC meerings, and has of late become more parochial in his
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activities. These . . . go to show that the Red Shirts are determined to
maintain their own independence as an orgarization . . . A corollary to
this view is rhaz the Congress executive will go a long way 1o retain the alle-
" giance of the Red Shirts and that Dr Khan Sahib will be given a long rein
in implementing his policy.2" ‘
The last sentence indicates the leverage that the KXs (or the Red Shirts,
as the British and Indians preferred to call them) had with the Cong-
ress. They provided the mass Pukhtun following from which the
Congress ministries derived their legitimacy in NWEP. That the
Congtess was governing there was a vital vindication of its claim to re-
present both Muslim and Hindu populations throughout India.
Several of my informants could vividly remember visits by Congress

* leaders to the Frontier Province. For instance, Gul Rahman, whoused

to be the General Secretary of Pdang, recailed that several Indian lead-
erswere ai the camps which used to be held atleast once in three or four
months. Likewise, Waris Khan remembered that Vijaylakshmi Pandit
Jaid the foundation for the Khudai Khidmatgar Centre in Sardaryab
and Gul Samand Khan remembered Devdas Gandhi’s visit to the
Frontier.22 However, ifthe Cdngress gained kudos, the KK movement
itselftended to suffer from the Congress ministries’ weak performance
in Provincial government. Its inabilicy to deliver radical land reform
tended to demoralize the peasantry and weaken KK activism.

The décision about keeping the two wings separate was Badshah

" Khan'sidea, but there was always ambiguity surrounding this decision.
"He needed to keep the KKs away from the Congress to avoid the effect

of realpolivik on party discipline butalso the Congress away from the
KXs because he was aware that the KK’ first allegiance was to him as
a Pukhtun leader. Badshah Khan appeats to have used the confusion
with skill. Hewas rarely blamed in the several tensionsand disagreements
between the Congress and himself, and even when criticized, neither
his credibility and following among the Pukhtuns nor his allegiance to
the Congress and Gandhi were ever in serious doubt. If Badshah Khan
had definite reasons for keeping the two organizations separate, he did
not state them, The rumours and the uncertainty surrounding the
autonomy of the KKs kept the speculations going and Badshah Khan
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did not.need to commit himself by admitting that his loyalties wére
divided, if indeed they were, Both wings'had their uses in the political
life of the Frontier and he seemed to have worked out a'division of
labour both with his brother and within the organization to keep the
C(})lngress and the KK functioning independently and parallel to each
other, : ‘ '

When Gandhi visited the Frontier jt was reported thus:

g
Mr Gandhi'svisit . | . notagrearsuccess , . . his objectin coming here not

very clear . . , he no doubr, feels great anxiety regarding the relation be-
tween the Congress and the Red Shirt Party. Abdu! Gaffar Khan's artitade
towards Mr Gandhi is curious. He persists in refusing to allow the Red
Shirts to become a part and parce] of the Cengress, and shows no sign of
changing his tactics in this respect, indeed by doing so he would surrender

his independent position as a leader. At the safae time he continues to sit
at Mr Gandhi's feet as a veritable ‘chela’,2?

Clearly, the ‘success’, or lack of it, of Gandhi’s visit was measured by
the colonial government in terms of resolving the perceived tension
berween the KK organization and the PCC, The real object of his visit
seems to have eluded British officials: it was to ascertain how well civil
disobedience and non-violence were working in the Frontier. In this
respect the trip was successful, inasmuch as Gandhi returned from it
greatly reassured of the adherence of the Pukhtuns in the KK to non-
violence, Fazle Rahimi Saqgi’s memory of Gandh{’s visit is invaluable to
gain an insight into what the visit achieved:

Gandbi was very close to Badshah Khan, He came to the Frontier to meet
this army that Badshah Khan had. He said that he wanted to meet the
Generals of this army. So the Generals were summoned and 12 of them
were introduced to Gandhi in the Khudai Khidmartgar office. Gandhi

asked thém, ‘Do you foilow Badshah Khan as your leader? Do you obey

him totally?” And they all said a promptand vehement ‘Yes!' Then Gandhi
Iasked them, “What will your reaction be if Badshah Khan one day decides
to change and stare to believe in violence? The Generals tried to tel)
Gandhi that he was making a mistake and that there was no way in which
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Badshah Khan would ever change his ideology, When Gandhi still in-
sisted, a General called Anwar, my father’s brother’s son, replied, “We can
leave Badshah Khan but we cannot leave non-violence.’

This is believed to have impressed Gandhi very much, The visic also
achieved some familiarization on the part of the KKs about leaders of
the Congress. Gurfaraz Khan said about this or other visiss:

Gandhi came, Nehri came . . . Gandhi was a Hindu, he was in charge of
the movement in other parts of India . . . hewas a frail man and had a goat
with him. Badshah Khan and Dr Khan Sahib accompanied him every-
where; I personally saw him in Peshawar Cantt . . . he had come here be-
cause we had invited hima . . . without an invitation nobody comes ta visit

us...

Also note here (and in Mohammed Gul’s statement that follows at the
end of this paragraph) the candid ease with which people in the
Frontier spoke of Gandhi. Never was he reférred to as 'Gandhiji’, the
more honorific term of reference in India, neither as ‘the Mahatma’ or
‘Bapu’. Here he was another Congress leader whom they had seenand
formed their own opinions about. ‘Gandhiwas an intelligent politician
because he managed to bring the whole of India together . . . that was
not an easy task to have accomplished.’ '

What the Governor did not realize was that his earlier remark about
Badshah Khan being a ‘veritable chela of Gandhi’ was indeed true.
Badshah Khan’s first allegiance was to Gandhi personally and only
secondarily to the All India Congress Committee. Dr Waris told me
that ‘Badshah Khan used to say that he was Gandhl’s soldier . .. he
even refused the title of ‘Frontier Gandhi’ because he felt it created a
sense of competitiveness.” On several occasions, he took Gandhi'sside
against other Congress leaders. The resignation of all Congress Pro-
vincial Ministries in 1939 was one such example, where heagreed with
Gandhi that resignation was an important act of nosi-cooperation,
even though many of their colleagues were keen on retaining power.
In many ways Badshah Khan's role in the Frontier was similar to that
of Gandhi’s in the subcontinent. They were bothideologues with great
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crowd appeal. They both shunned office andJeft such tasks to Nehru
and Dr Khan Sahib respectively, men who were themselves in fact
similar (and good friends) and suited to executive duties. This is per-
haps the reason why Mohammed Gul said, ‘Badshah Khan will never
be born again. He was to the Frontier what Maharma Gandhi was to
India . .. Therewas Dr Khan Sahiband Badshah Khan inthe Frontier
and Jawaharlal Nehru and Mahatma Gandhi in India. Itisinteresting
to note that Maulana Hamdullah Jan clarified that Badshah Khan was
more akin to Gandhi than other Muslim leaders in tllc‘Congress, for
example, Maulana Azad, When I pressed him to clarify why, he ex-
phained, “The difference between Maulana Azad and Badshah Khan
was that the former did notlead a sitm plelife. He wore Turkish clothes,
travelled First Class and lived in the best hotels.’ Sarfaraz Nazim ma

have echoed the opinion of his comrades when he said, ‘Badshah Khan

and Gandhi were reformets born to this world which needed them,

They were men who were unshakeable in their beliefs. Mountains
would move but their beliefs would not. The Congress Working
Committee had some of the best minds. The British wore continually
creating problems and these leaders always showed the way out of
them.” The feeling among all miy informants was thae Badshah Khan
and Gandhi occupied a status which was very special compared to the
other leaders around them. This is certainly the fecling today in India

t00. The Government of India made this clear when ic offered a final
resting place for Badshah Khan beside Gandhi in Raj Ghat, Delhi,
when his death was imminent in 1988,

Most rank and file KKs were aware of the tensions berween the
Congress organization and their movement and the repercussions
these had for the success of their movement. But there was also among
the KK a great sense of pride in the impact they made on outsiders,
particularly the Congress. When Nehu arrived in the Province on
26 May 1940 forashort visit, he said nothing sinister buc they thought
it evident he wanted all the credit for their actions to go to the Cong-
ress.** Alram Khan remembered one visit by Nehru:

Nehru came to the Frontier in 1938, He went to Hazara and then came
to Swabi. We received him by lining che streets, waving flags . . . we were
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wearing our uniforms, Nasveen Kaka'and me were told to femove the seats
in the bus that Nehru was travelling in and make up a bed forl him for th;
night. We greeted him next morning along with Salar Mun}r Khan.an

others. Nehru crossed the river in a boat that was dccoratc?l in red with a
band con board and lots of photographers . . . You see, H'lnd‘usbaiso fol-
lowed Badshah Khan. When Nehru made his speech,lhe said, ‘Thank yc;]u
for the warm reception, which was not for me but for the Presndfent of the

Congress,’ _
Shah Jahan Khan and Gul Rahman told me:

When Gandhi visited the Frontier KKs lined the strects from Utmanzal to
Charsadda. A the meeting that was held, Gandhi said: ‘T congratulate you
that you have the privilege of being led by Badshah Khan. T have Erfeer} to -
several public meetings all over the country but-thc level of (.)rg‘arlkllzatlon
in today’s meeting surpasses all of them. Thclre is 50 much discipline . ..
-everybody is so quiet that one can heat the birds!

appeared to be well aware of the image that outsiders, not
11;1;; i%[cffers of the Congress, had of them as supposedly ‘unr_uly
Pathans. They told meabout Gandhi'sstatement as away o.f reassuru;g
me that all they had been telling me about the organization and t dc
peacefid activities of the movement was really true: it had ha.ppene .
and even Gandhi had acknowledged ir. Muffariq Shah, a k;?an involved
in the movement, reiterated chis: ‘Our organization consisted of hun-
dreds and hundreds of workers, totally disciplined a.ncl ready to carrzlr
outany orders given to them by their Ieaderls. Gandhi anleel?ru use
to be amazed and scared of this army!" This amazement is evident in

the following passage from Discovery of India:

OFall the remarkable happenings in India in recent times, not}}ing:s rr;ore
astonishing than the way in which Abdul Gaffar Khan ma.d‘c his tu‘rbu. ent
and quarrelsome people accept peaceful mcthc‘st of pollflcal acn;n, lmf;
volving enormous suffering, That sufferinnglls {ndeed terrible and las e

a trail of bitter memories; and yet their discipline and seif—.l:ontro were
such that no act of violence was committed by the Pathans against t[‘fe Gov-
ernment forces or others opposed to them [in the Frontier, during the

1942 agitarions). There was firing on the demonstrators and the usual me-

thods of suppressing popular activities were adopted, Several thousands of
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pc('Jple were arrested, and even the great Pathan leader, Badshah IChan was
ser';c';usly injured by police blows. This was extrems provocation andyet, s

prf:mg!j} enough, the excellent discipline, which Abdul Gaffar Kban /ijm,e:;:
blished among his peaple, held, and there were no violent disturbanges réier;

of .ﬂ"e kind that ocenrred in many parts of the country®

T . 1 i

Ehht;{ aﬁmz;ce with the Congress was a process of reciprocity between

He. » and thelarger nationalist movement. Asone of my informants
aji Sarfaraz Nazim saw t, there wasa clear symbiosis between the KK

and the Congress. The Congress claimed to representall communities

an‘d religions and the NWEP ministry made a crucial contribution to
this claim as the province had 2 ninety-six per cent Muslim majori

In return, the KK was able to share in the Congress’s respcctabijli tly
Br1‘t1sh eyes and avoid the ‘Bolshevik’ label which had been L?;eg
against it in the past, But as we have seen in this section, the alliance
was not without ambiguities and as the principal leader c,ommanding

_ both the provincial Congtess and the KK, Badshah Khan had conti.

nously to strik ' i
nou y to strike a balance between the approaches and claulns of the

Memories of Allegations

One cr?u:ia;l theme in the narratives of the Khudai Khidmat ars w
memories of the political opponents of the KKs who used ihegalli .
Wlth'the Congress asan excuse to discredit the KKs as ‘Hindus’ the;:}nbCc
also implying their lack of martial valour or incapacity for ‘takin o
eye for an eye’. Non-violent civil disobedience was as new a metlg'l:z
of protest to the Pukhtuns as to the rest of India and was clearl ass
ciated with Gandhi and the Congess. However, KKs in jail Wy .
peatedly' made to wear orange clothes to mark ,them as JHindfz;Z
worse still thf:'re were numerous mentions by my informants of their
manhood being compromised in various ways for involvement with
the- movement.’ Sarfaraz Nazim remembered a steiking comment
madf:' by one of their opponents that ‘Badshah Khan had tLigrned Puliﬁ
tuns into eunuchs and lions into sheep.’ The “feminization’ of polific;

- and suffering through civil disobedience is a separate and well-known
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discussion; here it is important to note that this idea was repéatedly
inscribed on the bodies of the men with some violence. Various orga-
nizations tried repeatedly to brand the KKs as kafirs for cheir so-
called non-Islamic ways and Haji Sarfaraz Nazim Saheb remembered
how during the ‘194G elections . . . the British had a new plan for anti-
propaganda. They created Anjuman Asfiya (consisting of religious
elders) and declared Manki Sharif, 2 Muslim Leaguer, its head. A lot
of elders of the sub-continent joined the organization. They held a
conference in which they passed 2 resolution declaring that Badshah
Khan and ail Khudai Khidmatgaran were kafirs.’
Badshah Khan on that occasion called a KK meeting and clarified
their position. ‘He said that we were Khidmatgass of the people and
not kafirs, As the elections were very close, Badshah Khan travelled
through every zilla personally clarifying his position. But he never ask-
ed for votes.’ Badshah Khan himself seems to have been the butt of ac-
cusation often. When he started a gur mandi to encourage enterprise,
self-reliance and freedom from money-lenders, he was branded a
Hindu by other khans, because thus far such trade had been the forte
of Hindus. Badshah Khan had to come up with ingenious solutions
to respond to these accusations peacefully. According to Haji Chairman
Meherban Shah: ’

There was a lot of propaganda against Badshah Khan saying that he was
a Hindu. Badshah Khan had changed Pukhrun people. you see. Earlier
people used to stayand interact within the confines oftheir tribes. But Bad-
shah Khan changed all that, The British and the mullahs apposed this and
started a lot of propaganda against him. They used to say that he was a
Hindu and that Aelal from his hands was not valid. He finally decided one
day to take off his turban to prove that he was nota Sikh and never covered
his head apain.?6
In another story, Jarnail Hazrat Gul recalled how:

we were constantly told that we were Hindu supportets and therefore ka-
firs. Badshah Khan was constantly bothered with questions about his faith
- in Islam. He was once asked why he did not slaughter cows (because you
" know that Hindus don't) and he replied, ‘T am not a butcher that’s why.’
However the man persisted in asking him the same question and after the
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third time Badshah Khan said, “Why don't you bring ﬁe one of the bulls -

from the palr that pull your plough and T will certainly slaughter him!’

Such repartee was not only the forte of Badshah Khan. When Jarnail

) . . .
Hazrat Gul was rdunted by a bystander for being seen to be carrying
a charkha, his quick retort was ‘that it was nota charkha I'was carrying
butacannon . . I'said it was a cannon that would exterminare Lon-

don.’ Interestingly, this wasa metaphor used often by many of my in-

formants, The metaphor encoded the militancy of civil disobedience

and self-reliance that was vivid in the minds of their interlocutors,
Despite ail the allegations, the KIs remained deflant in their identi-
fication with the Congress, As Fazle Karim, who came from Pabbi,
recalled with pride, because of its huge number of volunteets, ‘Pabbi
was nicknamed “Wardha” after Gandhiji’s ashram,”

Thus we see thar the KKs had 1o constantly prove to the rest of the
Frontier that their political ideology was in fact wholly compatible
with Islam. Their interrogators wete not always fellow Muslims
though. C.F. Andrews, 2 devout Christian, learnt in his discussions

with Badshah Khan about

the higher bravery of suffering as an essential feature of Islam, because the
Propherin his days of rejection and persecution had placed his faith in God
and God alone. All the saints and prophets, he [Badshah Khan] said to me,
had been persecured. It was the way in which God purified them in the fire
of suffering until the dross was burnt away a
gold. ‘Look aryour Prophet’, he said to me,
very end.'?? '

nd they came out at fast pure
*how He was persecuted to the

Thealchemy of ideas that the KK produced made jta unique achieve-
ment of the nationalist movement in British India, When I asked Gul
Samand Khan whether he still believed that non-violence was the best
way despite all the stigma attached to it, he said rather simply, “We
believed in non-violence, we asked for our freedom with folded

“hands . . . with violence we could not have won.” When ] aslked him

why, he surprised me by saying, ‘Subhas Bose and Gandhj had dis-
agreed on precisely this . . . we did not want violence because we were
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ready to die but we could not assume the responsibilit)lr of the sacnf'ul::I
of the lives of others.” Thus the KIs were aware that le{d}ls too %?;Eir
be divided in their opinion about the efﬁc.acy oflnon-vm en}f‘e.h e
belief was a self-conscious choice of a particular ideology which hap

" pened to be espoused by a Hindu, Gandhi.

A further reason why the KKs felt favourably disposed ‘towa_rds
Hindus was because a number of Hindus were 'fellow revolumonanies;
Gu! Samand Khan who came from Bannu (.whmh %md a iaitgz popu ae
tion of Hindus) provided the feollowing picture, The I—Iu; u; Wf:,e
also involved . . . they wore uniforms, went to jail s In Jat:1 \; f;lfan
prayed, they waved flies away and kept us coo% with a hanb— ed Lo
and we did the same for them.’ Fazle Rahim Saqi too remembere: aii
“There wete a lot of Hindus and Sikhs with us as weli... we lw:clare a
together in Haripur jail. I remember an old Hindu mafl} in }a‘l\y‘;en
hung a portrait of George VI upside do‘wn asanact of ile 1an;e. o
we had been arrested he had started a “vow of‘sllence‘ ..1._ . e}\.}ias ¢
leased after six months but died at the. door of the jail. . .." It w :
touching that Colonel Mohammed Sayid remembered t:e ngmese ::-
dozens of his Hindu compatriots from among the hundred an. se:vk :
ty KKs who wete with him in 1942 for two years. Whené rear;arh e5 !
that it was amazing he should still remember their names o crh ; -E ;
years, he replied, “They were my friends from our.days in t ; Jaii.d-
‘cannot forget them!” The KKs seemed to convey t.hls feeling 01 dsoH o
ariry with Hindus and Sikhs in various ways. Ninety-year-o L j
Zamir Gul of Charsadda recounted how they\lfvere spal‘Fd a pfuf:ssflr;gl
workload and poor diet in Haripur jail by the intervention 1.(1)- tb & si b
jailer’s wife. He said, “The wife asked her husband to stop b1s ffac}orfz :

behaviour and give the inmates proper food ar’1d to buyfahuK K;) o
them and so on. Shewas a Congressite, you see.” As oncoft z }()i !
it, "We used to go to jails illierate but came out of thcm.e' ;czteha:h
The reason for this-sense of solidarity'was also. strategic; 1 s :
Khan appears to have repeatedly emphasized to his follo\lvers‘ :1 e tr}c:zr
sons why they should forgesuch alliances. Mukarram Khan Sal. ra

candidly:
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The British said that on winning the war they would set our country
free . .. in those days India was undivided and united . . . Badshah Khan
used 1o explain by saying that after independence we will have to live with
them [Hindus] and they are three times the population of Muslims so we
should make friends with them. ’

Muffariq Shah remembered Badshah Khan explaining to them that ‘in
independentIndia there will be one army for the whole of the country.

It will not be like it is now . . . the Muslim League beat the Hindus’

hereand the Hindus beat the Muslims inIndia.” Colonel Mohammed
Sayid recalled that Badshah Khan had told them that in ap independent
undivided India, in Hindu majority areas Hindu law would prevail
and in Muslim-dominated areas Muslim law would be introduced.’?®
The Partition then came as a betrayal of everything that they had
been told and what they expected from the future, N ehru was always
concerned about raids from the tribal ateas on Hindus in the NWEP
and so I asked several KKs about this. Could this have been a reason
why the Hindus lefi? When I asked Mohammed Yakub Khan, a
“Waziri from the tribal areas? this, hesaid shortly, “This is the one from
1938 Isuppose . . . in your notes? There were large concentrations of
Hindus and raids meant a means of making money. But in the raid of
1938, nobodywas killed or robbed . . . definitely nolooting . . . these
raids were directed not at Hindus but at the homes of the British and
the British loyalists,’ This may or may not have been true of numerous
other raids, but he wanted me to know that the Faqir of Ipi, the anti-
colonial revolutionary leader of the Waziris ‘told his people not to
harm Hindus and that their bartle was onlyagainst the British.’ He in-
sisted that British ‘agents’ in the tribal Zashbars always spoiled things
‘and gave the wrong imptession. Nehru was right in stating that Mus-
lims of the Frontier, unlike other Muslims who were in the minority
in other provinces, were ‘brave and self-reliant and have no fear com-
plex . .. for they can stand on their own feet and have na reason to fear
other groups.”® But Mohammed Yalkub Khan, like so many of his
comrades, seemed to convey a sense of embarrassment and regret thar
people in India or elsewhere should believe that the Pulhtuns had
treated Hindus and Sikhs badly. In the end while they lost the right te
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bea part of the India they had fought so hard for, they felt vindicated

can
that it was because of them that the Congress was not known to bea
.
anti-Muslim group even if it was known as a ‘Hindu Jumma'.

Memories of India

The KXKs were very aware of the politics of the rest of India and ha::il
several stories about their visits outside the Frontier. They treas.ur;
memories of times spent there and had hulng on to old photogxapl s
and letters of their political camrades inIndia. Tfelt that thei: wete ? 1s{o
produced for my benefit as if to welcome me fro.m aplacet eg, un :hz
younger Pakistanis, knew about. They had.thmgs to say about
Congress, political developments, and details of ’Congrcceiss u%mgue.
Several of them had visited Indiz in the 1930sand’ 4.05 an \;emleager
to tell me about these visits, Ghazi Khan &c.un Pabbi recalle going :o
Lahore for picketing activities; Fazle Karim remembe.redhai tzllf \ c:
Meerut where he met Charan Singh and was aware that Smgl md E eh
become Prime Minister of India; Sayyid Mohammed Fa.s}i Bads a
remembered meeting Devdas Gandhi in Multan Ccntra‘1']a1. fan Iz}\:en
brought aloag a letter he had from him, to show me; Ha‘}; izu ;rd hi;;
had been to Meerut and had been sent to Ahmedabad by ba s :
Khan with a message for Patel; Gul Sama_nd .Khan told me ahoutl:h is
visit to India in great detail when [ aske.d him ifhe was avslfzre t 1:1: zxrr1
movement was part of a larger nationalist struggle. He told me how ¢

© one occasion:

Badshah Khan took with him to Allahabad twenty men from every district,
1 went with one from Kakki. The meeting there had been called for two

reasons; _
i, To decide whowould form the Government once the British :ad]ég?r-li
ii. To promise the public that the movement would end once the Britis

lefi, . .
] The first day we ate at a langar. We managed to hoist our flag again

in Meerut. Maulana Azad came to Badshah Khan and asked for some sold-

jers to guard the flag. But Badshah Khan said that he could not promise

i inghis iKhidmatgaran. . . . Yes, we
ta ‘give’ anyone without consulting his Khudai Kh g
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knew thatour movemenrwasan all-India movement. We knew that every-
one, Hindus, Sikhs and Muslims, were asking for independence. [ know
that Tilak was Gandhi’s uncle, The resolution for independence had been
passed in Deoband, '

The above anecdote demonstrates a number of things. First, that KKs
were much sought after for their discipline to serve the purposes of
soldiers in civil actions. Hama Gu] Pdangexplained that their ‘job was
to keep order at polling booths. The police used to try and stop us but
we would protest by throwing our canes.away and surrendering our-
selves for arrest. Our job was to collect the ballot papers from the
peopleand puc them in the right boxes in an honest fashion. We were
asked to do this and people realized how Badshah Khan's army func-
tioned.” Wazir Mohammed remembered campaigning for Hafiz Ibra-

- him, who was against Jinnah,

Second, while Gul Samand may have got the relationship between

Gandhiand Tilak wrong, he was aware of therm as political leaders, just -

as he was also aware of major political events like the signing of the
Gandhi-Irwin Pact, and the rif between Gandhi and Bose; further-
more, most of the KK felt that they had never had any trouble deal-
ing with the people in India. In fact, Hama Gul remembered that,
‘The people there were ctying when we were to leave.” The instances
‘of hostility that rriy informants cared to mention o me were ones
which involved other Muslims and Pukhruns in India;

Seme Pukhtun students came from Aligarh Muslim University co the
camp and started to jeer at us saying that we were the ‘non-violent types’.
We got angry and said that "We come from the Frontier and are always
ready to fight,” We wete asked how much we were paid to be with Badshah
Khan, We were asked how many of us were in ‘arm

. Y. We replied ‘as many
Muslims there are.’

‘Memories of Muslim L.cague.

Another important theme that emerges from the testimonies of the
KKs is their atticude to the formation of Pakistan and the Muslim

League. AsThave mentioned before in this article, after Independence,
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the new government penalized the KKs very heavily for their op pos;tlon
to the Referendum. Eighty-year-old Mohammed Yakub Ihan rorf1
Bannu was unequivocal in his opinion:. ‘No }?Jadshah Khan Is‘upilnlc'rte:.s
participated in the referendum for Pakistan, it was the Muls mzt . cagu:;i
who did.’ Raghibullah Khan stated cleatly, they ‘had believed in an

fought for an undivided India’, . .
Igt is important to recognize that the reasons behind the KKs’ boy:

cottof the referendum lay in the histoty of their confrontation with the

Muslim League over the past several years. Most KK, like Dr Warlz
from Gallader, thought that “The Muslim League, as far as VI:: leer
concerned, were apents of the British. We had nicknamed the ;s \;{rfn
League, “Motor League” because of all .tl"le cars that they owned! e
used to recite a tappa which said 'the. stick that used to be:;t}r.1 t:is i;mw
has a flag on it.” There were instances in dlle'past when 'they a .def‘:r::
let down by supporters of the League as is illustrated in an inciden

nartated by Gul Samand Khan:

One day the Assistant Commissioner came for an inquiry ar one of outr
court meetings in the tnosque, The ule-ma-m—charge washn;t gmszci
- Thete was only Hazrat Maulana Mir Sahib Shah present. ng ld ;S{ o
him on what basis was the law in our courts to be considere vadx h i: y
lana Szhib szid thatirwas based on the Korar% a.nd.cheA.C. lo'oice sﬂo{c 15 ’
and said, ‘Butthatisin Arabic!’ Because of this incident the \illillagc ) hal cd
was surrounded by British troops and all the peqple.of thevi ac%e g;t dr:rf1
together. One Khidai Khidmatgar stood on a string cot a:;‘ as de tc:i
gathering, “Whe among the pcopllc present hexl'e wants in ei.jl?ﬂ enc .t
Forty-eight people came forward, Ninefeen maliks from ourvi hagg v‘w?nh
“with the British. The British asked them if ]:hcj.y thoug%n th}jt the Ur{;}s1 .
wete likely to go away. They replied that they did not th‘lnk‘ that ata) Wh
maliks added, “We cannot do anythinE ablout gllze;;? ’(pomtmg to us). Why
! own the lot of them in the river Sind?
dor;s}t};?tlhir i:;ident Special Coutts were set up here and there Wacsi anew
law by which any revolutionary was to be arrechd and shot.. chc;rl s we:z
made and kept of these forry-cight people. This atea was divi z 1r[1;o sr
divisions and for each there was a malik and a British officer and a Dogra

regiment assigned on duty.
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The increased repression by the colonial regime here is directly linked
to the artitude of the malits {who were supporters of the League).
They displayed a clear loyalty to the government rather than the KK,
as s expressed in their exasperated and cavalier comment about drow-
ing the KKs in the Indus. These instances of betrayal and enmity
formed vivid memories in the minds of the KKs even fifty or more
years after the events, : ‘
In my long chat with Jarnail Hazrar Gul and Sadar Musa Khan
someone mentioned an incident of poisoned tea at a KK camp. [ was
astonished that between them they reconstructed the entire sequence
of events, the politicians involved and their future careersin Pakistan;
theyimplicated people ofno less stature than Sikander Khan, who they
remembered was, ‘the District Commissioner at the time and later
went on to become the Governor General of Pakistas, Ibrahim Khan
mixed poison in the vea that all the six hundred Khuda Khidmatgars
drank. Inreturn, we learnt, Sikander Khan managed to procute 4,000
bighas of land for Ibrahim Khan from the Silhs.’ ‘

While Hazrat Gul was telli ng me this, Sadar Musa Khan intervened
to add, Tbrahim Khan was in league with Dwarka Nath, a policeman,
He had got Sarvar Khan, a Khudaj Khidmatgar, arrested. There were.
severalsuchincidents . , . therefore itwas hard to tell whether Ibrahim
Khan was a Khudai Khidmatgar ora stooge, When the poisoninginci-
dent took place naturally everybody suspected him.’

HazratGul then continued, ‘Sikander Mirza himselfconfessed that
Ibrahim Khan was an informer for them. He said this to Ali Gul and
to Yahya Jan, : ‘

They may have misremembered some of the derails but the memory
of the betrayal was as fresh as events one week old. Like the incident
in Aligarh recounted in the section above, KKs had constantly to dist-
ance themselves from co-religionists whose politics they did not share.
Thus, Maulana Hamdullah Jan, a trained schofar, said to me with
great pride, Tam a political disciple of Maulana Azad and a disciple
of Hazrat Maulana Syed Hussain Madan] at Deoband. That is the

radical sch@:ol you know, involved in the Satsa agitation, This is not

Aligarh which was full of British puppets. All of us used to spin the
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charkha.’ He is thereby distancing himself fl‘O!.I'l other- non—ICongr'es;
Muslim politics in the sub-continent. He obviously 1’dent1ﬂe£1 WIIT;
Badshah Khan in this and quoted to me Badshah Khan’s speecdat‘ ;/[ e
Congress centenary cclebrationbs ind%985 when he had stated, ‘My
iti i an here in Decband. - )
POhT?;lc;aIl(lll'(f: fte)igthat theywere different from o::herplolitical supporters
because they ‘fully-felt a part of the Congress’, V\:hllc t.he poorefr sup(;
porters of the League were only part of it because ‘the big khanT OICT{
their tenants to join the Muslim League.” However, the KKsa soF;c 1~
nowledged the reasons why people succumbed to forcf:}.l Ash jzte
Rahim Saqi said, “The reason these people gave was that they Kha dC'D
tolerate aJot of beatinps and torture from the British for being cu ai
Khidmatgaran,’ They also brought to life what hap per{ed wheixi Otnigr:
ress supporters defected to the League‘. When thf:x.r Presiden o
Bannu, Yakoub Khan, was convinced o join the Muslim Le:igue?il i
daughter and sister cried so much at this news t.hat, the whole ;{ age
was at their door to find out the cause of the grief! .W}llf:rl such inci-
dents took place, Fazle Rahim Saqi rememb’cred trying ‘to convuclrcc ;3
let of people not.to join the Muslim Leagu;. f‘:nd when these p;o dxg
revolutionaries changed their mindﬁ ;g?m, B?dshah Khan had an
i éity of welcoming back defectors.
am;i;rfl Zifz ur:fs such as these, we get a much better sense of tl}e iui
in the loyalty of Pukhtuns in the years of che struggle. .PZDP e a?{
various motivations for fighting for independence and tried to make
the best choice of political party possible to t;hem atany g{gren't:ime;
This may explain to some extencwhy pe.ople tfl.ld vote for P"a tsltﬂ.ln uir
ing the referendum in 1947 when rallies raised the slogag slam in
dar;g;ﬁe.n the details of the Third June Plan came'to be kno.wn, Ba}r;L
shah Khan could. only poignantly comment, Tbe sacnﬁcebs the
 Pathans have madein the coutse of theirstrgggle for liberty }.mv}i otne
fruit and we are on the thresho!d of freedom today. Now is t e ‘.cln.mc
to enjoy the blessings of freedom, but when I look at the.prexsl ;nﬁ
conditions I fear that we may not probably.be ab?c to df:rw;1 the fu |
benefit from this golden oppottunity.”®! Despite theit boycott, however:
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During the polis for the Referendum in'1 947 abour the partitioning of the
sub-continent, Khudai Khidmatgaran helped in maintainingdiscipline at

- polling booths in spite of the fact that they had agreed to baycott the Refe-
rendum. They did this to avoid bogus votes being cast; they did not want
the foundations of the new country to be laid with cheating,

. In this they seemed to have lived up‘ to Gandhi’s hope ‘that the refe-

rendum in the Frontier was to be without violence. Khan Abduf Ghaf-
far Khan and Khudai Khidmatgars were pledged to non-violence.
They were to show that they lived up to their beliefs.’32

The feclings of the KKs about Palistan are therefore aresultofboth
asense of betrayal by the Congtess for agreeing to a referendum jn the
Frontier as well as a deep sense of disappointment about the way their

+ futures turned out afrer Independence. They repeatedly drew parallels

‘between the colonial regime and the one afrer ir, For instance, Gul
Rahman, who is now confined to a wheelchair, said, “We used to be
amazed that the British did not in fact fire upon us when we stood up
to them and were ready to face their bullets . . . that was certainly dif-
ferent from Abdul Qayyum’s policy after 1947 Haji Sarfaraz Nazim
Sahib told me with regret that he could not show me the Khudai
-Khidmatgar Centre because, ‘After 1947 the Chief Minister Abduf
Qayyum auctioned off the building and it was later redusced to rubble
by being blown up by dynamite.’ Secretary Amir Nawaz Khan, whom
I'found after much searching, told me thatasa ‘secretary’ in the move-
ment his job was to keep minutes bu [ could not-have them for my
book because, ‘All records of our movement havebeen destioyed . . | 1
have myselfeither buried or destroyed mostofthem.’ Dr Khan Sahib’s
son by his first wife, Hidayarullah Khan, told me about the various
publications of the movement, ‘There used to be a magazine called
Abbasin. And there was the Chattan in the 1930s, ButIamafraid that
you cannot read these magazines any more, They were searched out
and destroyed after 1947 by the Pakistani police.” There are several
other instances of peoples’ land being confiscated, their being reduced
to poverty, and their children denied an education for their fathers
were in jail most of the time after Independence. Mohammed Gulab

felt that ‘it has only been a change of uniform after Pakistan was
formed. ‘ ' '
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When Wali Khan was putin jail by the PPP, a frustrated Hama Gul

was moved to exclaim to Badshah Khan: 'T know it says'in the Kg)r‘an
that if anyone wrongs you, forgive him, but is anyone going to forgive.
us or are we expected to do the forgiving all the time?’ He says Badshah

. )
- Khan’s response was “Violence will get us nowhere.’ The greatest

solace for the KKs therefore has been the knowledge that they fonght
a fair bactle dgainst the British and that they achieved Independence.
Thus when I asked Mukarram Khan whether he thoughe that Bads%mh
Khan managed to achieve his objective during his lifet;ime', he re.piied,
‘Badshah Khan accomplished his mission . , . it was the hberatu?n of
his country.” Sarfaraz Nazim seemed to think though that the ach;ew:fg-
mentwas short-lived. He felt that, ‘Badshah Khan wanted to humanize
Pukhtuns. But later the influence of the Muslim League on the people
ruined it all and ruined the values of the region. The Hindus were
driven out.’ . ‘
Theformation of Pakistan therefore wasa great disappointment for
tmost KKs. The causes lay not only in their personal losses: t.hey ha.d
believed that after the British, the law qf sharid would prevail, but it
didn’t h:itppen; women stopped participating in polit,ics—they could
come outof purdah with the British buswith the Muslim Government
after 1947 it was not possible; Pakistan standardized dress so much
that Yusufzais don’twear their traditional £baligs any more; the name
of the province was never changed from the Brifigh I\.T-WFP to one that
reflected the people who lived in it; the Awami National Part‘y led by
Badshah Khar's son, Wali Khan, still has to demand the r_1ghts_ of
Pukhtuns as the KKs did and finally, ‘Partition itself is a lasting pro-
blem.’ :

Tosomeextentwe may be forgiven for thinking that their disgrunde- -

ment with the present is the same as that of eighty-year-olds in any
society; things for them were always better in the past. But few rf.:marif:s
were made about rising prices, the morality of the new generations or
the state of the country in general as elderly people everywhere tend o
make. Their disappointment was always linked to the complerel v.o[te
face that Independence brought, Their sentiments are beautifully
captured in an anecdote that eighty-year-old Sher Khan recounted to

. me when [ asked him whether looking back, he felt thac they had
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achieved_ what they had been fighting for. He replied, “There was an
evening when I remember sitting with Badshah Khan by-the Sindh
tiver at dusk, talking . . . I remember telling him that I did not and

could not accept Pakistan. I said that I wanted to kill off the “brown

sahibs” . .. There was a man called Nawab who jumped into the

Sindh saying, “O river! Carry me away to a place where they do not
know the name of Pakistan.”’ :

Memories and Narratives

In the testimonies as 2 whole we can see the influence both of older pre-
KK narrative forms and of new post-Partition developments in a nas-
cent KK oral tradition. Recall, for example, Rahim Saqi’s story of the
old Hindu man in jail who hunga portrait of George VI upside down
asan act of defiance, and died at the threshold of thejail.lHere we have

averyvividand amusing image of subversion, followed bya denouement:

of great pathos, whose combination of silence, martyrdom and thres-
holds again seems to resonate with older mythemes. As with this brief
fragment, most of my interviews contained episodes varying in their
content and mood and shedding light on each other. As Mills writes
for the Afghans, it is ‘part of the aesthetic of . . . traditional story rel-
ling . .. thatstories of differing genres, scales of complexity and cons-
truction, as well as other kinds of discourse (proverbs, conversational
remarks) are juxtaposed and caused to reflect on onie another ina full-
blown oral performance of varying verbal texture,®

An obvious point noted by sceptics of oral material is that the great-

er thelength of time between eventand narrative, the more events and

new people/generations will intervene to provokealterations in peoples’
perceptions and evaluations of the original event about which we want
them to report. Analogous influences can be seen at work in my own
fieldwork. We can point to two pivotal points in the pattern of mem-
ories of the KK. The first, a pivotexplicitly identified by the KKs them-
selves, is their introduction to the work of Badshah Khan, Their
testimonies repeatedly stress that before him the Pathans were unruly -
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and divided, afterhim, disciplined and unified; before, they were igno-
rant and knew nothing; after, they knew more about the sins of the
British and what is morally good behaviour.

" The second pivot, more pertinent to the presentargument, is Parti-
tion, The KKs as we have seen, had very strong links with the Indian
National Congress. They were thus strong opponents of the Muslim
League and of their programme for the creation of Pakistan; they
opposed the partition of India. Thus, when the Pakistan movement
was successful, the Pukhtuns and particularly KKs were regarded with
a great deal of suspicion by the newly-formed Muslim government of
Pakistan. The result'was brutal repression of the Pukhtuns; KKs found
their movement banned, their lands taken away, their leader Khan
Abdul Gaffar Khan in jail, and they themselves placed under arrest on
various contrived charges. The expetience of Independence for KKs
was thus far from their expectations as freedom-fighters. They experi-
enced denunciation, suppression and imprisonment, and a far longer
period of continued criticism and marginalization.

By the time of my visits, these intervening events s‘ccmcc% to have
temporarily robbed the KK of their confidence in their actions and
mermories, after so many years of having been told they were mistaken
and unpatriotic, of having been denied the support of memorials or
memoirs or approbation. We may note here in passing the relevance

- and validity of the French sociologist Halbwachs’s argument that

individual recollections only survive by linking up with the memory
of others: “The individual’s remembrance is the meeting point of a
manifoid network of solidarity of which he is part.’ My presence as
an Oxford academic, and perhaps particularly as an Indian, seemed to
galvanize their memoties and convictions, and several explicitdy sa{d
that my interest had reawakened both their recollections and their
faith in the rightness of their actions; in some cases the effect seemed
actually to bring about a brief improvement in their physical heal‘th.
One can also see however, how Partition influenced their testiinonies,
The KK always viewed their pre-Partition activities in the light of their
post-Partition disappointments and sufferings; their heroic tales are
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frequently followed by the wistful comment, ‘But that was another
time.’ Since that time was clearly good for them, this comment in itself

constitutes a veiled expression of theif disappointments and critical |

actitude toward the post-Partition state. By their positiveevaluation of
‘before’, the KKs reveal their distaste for the post-Partition chain of
“events, lamenting, if not actually re-inventing it. The KKs obtain a
great partof their dignity and sense of self-respect from how they shape
memories of their earlier political exploits. If they had said that the
KK’s aim had been an unpartitioned India or an independent pan-

- Pukhtun'state they would have been conceding their ultimate failure.

Accordingly, their aims and estimations of their achievements are

. framed predominantly in terrns of the more narrow ‘getting rid of the

British’, while most also stress their moral education under Badshah
Khan, their cultivation of an ethic of non-violence, humility and
service, as a great achievement in its own right. Thus there is a strong
consensus among the old men about their aims and achievements: the
removal of the British and the achievemnent of 2 non-violent ethic, To
some extent therefore, some of the original means have been slightly
te-emphasized, the original ends somewhat de-emphasized.

In the examples cited in this paper, we again see that processes of
self-justification and self-presentation are not antithetical to the
historical 'reality’ but an intimate part of i, and we see how large scale
political events influence more individual and personal memories, and
how such events can actas defining points or pivots in the map of peo-
ples’ memories. ,

But if the passing years bring new events for compatison, each en-
couraging reconstrual and revaluation of older events, it should be
remembered that the intervening years also bring age, and new domes-
tic experiences and responsibilities, such that in a very real sense, the
person recalling distant events is rather different from the person who
participat'e.d in them. It seems reasonable to suggest that the. stress
upon the moral improvement and spiritual development which the
KXKsachieved under Badshah Khan is not simply a reaction to political
disappointment. By the time of my interviews, these men had moved
through fatherhood, grand-fathethood and great-grand-fatherhood.

. Partition and the Frontier 59

They had seen a half century of life, with all its pettiness, prloblems at?d
little conflicts, and kad had much opportunity for reflection upoan it.
Thoughts of specific political issues and enemies must have lqmgkljr
faded in the grind of makingaliving. And now they were d.raw;ng ever
closer to the brink of eternicy, which must put politics in a certain
perspective, It is not so surprising therefore that the‘y should choose to
emphasize the moral guidance which they had rccewad.from Badshah
Khan, 2 guidance which seems to have inﬂuencg:l l:'hell' ap proach. o
everyday life long after the British left, and the significance of which
outlived the nationalist question. I felt also that they were clearly fld-'
dressing themselves to .contemporary life, what was surrourllc[.mg
them, many elements of which they find disturbirxlg. An old man’sim-
passioned defence of non-violence becomes highly resonant and
understandable when one leaves his hut and encounters his grarlld- )
children casually playing with Kalashnikovs, the availability of whi.ch
has intensified feuding, Similarly, their emphasis on the KK’s frugality
seems to be directed both ar venal and corrupt politicians and at a
yoﬁnger generation apparently seduced by foreign goodsanda nascent
consumerism. Recollections of the pastare influenced by the changu.lg
responses of an individual over time. Thatis one reason w'hy the elicit-
ation of life histories can be so illuminating and ineriguing.
Asageneral conclusion therefore, we can say that one of the reasons
why the interptetation of oral sources about events gets mote difficule
over time is that there is more scope for other and disruptive events to
intrude upon the memorties, events which can range %n sca.le froma
civil war to the birth of one’s child. However, the way in which recc.)l~
lections are influenced by these events is clearly itself of great po tential
value in shedding light on thé social and political relations which have
surrounded and are surrounding one’s informants. . .
John Davis utifizes the Marxian phraseology of the social relations
of production to signal his claim that historical statements are a type
of commodity, a commodity moreover, thatsome pcoplle, dluc to their
wealth or pbwer, are far more able to produce a.n_d distribute than
others. Accordingly, as with money and commodltias,. the pattern of
distribution of particular historical assertions, including memories,
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wlli be greatly influenced by the structure and inequalities of the
society in which they are produced. Davisargues throughhis discussion
of Libyan history that, ‘history is asocial and cultural product, consist-
ing of events plus the structure of telations among those who construe
events,’® In particular, he contrasts the tribal history of the Zuwaya,
which assimilates new events to a genealogy-based account of age-old
triumph and gloty, with a generational history which arose in post-
Civil War Spain; one generation, raised in the war, turned their back
on their parents’ highly politicized view of events, only to sce their own
children reject the peaceful apolitical environment which they had
tried to create after the war. Thus Davis contrasts ‘the “never again”
of Belmonte to the “always so” of the Zuwaya, % The Libyan state, in
contrast to the Zuwaya’s small scale and lineage-oriented accounts,
purveys a state-otiented nationalist account of the fighting against the
Italians, stressing a trans-tribal inity of will and purpose, directed to-
ward buildinga Libyan nation. In short, Davis's argument is that ‘the
social relations of the peoplewho make history determine in some part
the meanings that they artach to events: the typical products (texts) of
villagersand tribesmen are different in specifiable ways, and these pro-
duce different actions (events).”” More particularly, ‘control over
access to historical sources and resources and the distribution of speci-
ficstatements about the pastare typically used to reinforce the author-
ity of elders or the primacy of the state, _

These phenomenaare cleatly presentin the NWEP and its relation-
ships with the Pakistan state, Initially, given the segmentary social’
structure of the area, one might expect something of a lineage-based
set of memories of the KK and its activities, There is indeed something
of this. The old men themselves often frame their recollections in
terms of their uncles and cousins and their own feud-resolutions,
celebrating particularly the defiant non-violent feats of other members
of their clan, or suggesting that their clan or lineage had atways been
especially active and effective in struggling againse oppressors, The
young are more tolerant of their own KK relative than they are of his
merely tiresome and senile comrades. - ‘

Nonetheless, in general, the pattern of recollections is more akin to
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a generational rather than a lincal one. The old men, desF:r‘lbing what
it was like to be swept up in the revolutionary and ant_i-.BrLtls'h fervour,
following an utterly charismiatic leader, convey the cxhilarauox.mf self-
sacrifice, But the children of the KKs, already themselves ?veli into lfa.te
middie age, were more eager to talk of the KKstru.gglethch occupied
their childhood in terms of hardship and deprivation, of absent fathers
and uncles and the smeli of prison visits. My informants ?eemed even
more distant from their grandchildren and great grandchildren. Tl.ley
seem unable to communicatewith the fas;—changingyounger.generanpn
who are swept up by the rhetoric of Islamic fundamz.antahsm,. entre-
peneurship and ‘foreign goods'. It is not easy to elea1n non—wolgnc}i
to youth sutrounded by cheap weapons, and who witness nearby bot
ruthless military governments and heroic Afghan freedom fighters.
Although most of the young have a vague respect for the ol.d KKs as
people who fought for the independence of the counury, this respect
is not a well-informed one—it is little more than a tacit and taken for
granted social acceptance of their importance. Pe\jv undet the age of
.th'irty—ﬁve have any idea at all about the political life of the old men,
sbout the exact role they played in the liberation struggle.

It is important to stress however that these differences are not the
inevitable or ‘natural’ result of the age differences, of t}.le fact that the
KKs are now very old and speak slowly and quieti}_r. their thoughts c;c-
casionally wandering. In fact there is a great and 1nh.erent respf:c;l:kl o
anybody of such advanced age. The problem rat-her is that th? P s}

tani state has systematically intervened, promoting its own vision o

' the nationalist struggle, a viston which criticizes and margu‘lahzcs tl}e
KK, The state’s ability to do this has cut the younger generations adrift
from their activist forbears. Thisis seen most clearly.m the fact that the
KK movement receives no mention in schf)ol history text books.
There, the emphasis is very much upon Pakistan asa Muslim statzi
whose precussors run directly from Mohammed‘ to :]mnah, a poma}r1
which leaves no place for the KK’s symp.atheti.c,i‘mks to the most y
Hindu Congress ot its opposition to Partitlon: Similarly, the emphasis
on the unity both of the struggle for a free I"aklstan (as led by the Mu;—
lim League) and of the contemporary nation, leaves no room for the
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KX's opposition to the League and their calls for a free pan-Pukhtun

homeland. Censorship has been very extensive. I was sternly questioned

-atLahore customs about my illicitly acquired copy of Badshah Khan's
autobiography, which had been published in Kabul (Afghanistan) and
I'had to feign indifference to it, saying it was a casual acquisition in a
bazaar to help me learn Urdu.

After Partition, nearly alf KK activists had theit homes raided, and
all personal papers were removed and burnt, including those of Bad-
shah Khan, Thiswas aclear attempt to destroy any source which might
provide an alternative conception of events. Most other artifacts per-
taining to the KK were also destroyed in this way; thus the Red Shirts
and pictures of Badshah Khan which I occasionally encountered in
peoples’” homes had typically been preserved in great secrecy and at
some peril, or been acquired very recently as posters of the ANP. The

KK’s central buildings were bombed in 1948, destroying the records -

there, along with the building and Badshah Khan’s vegetable gardens;
Speeches of Badshah Khan have been entirely memorized by some as
I discovered in my meeting with Nabad Khag of Swabi, In India,
thouigh Gandbhi remains pre-eminent, other nationalistleaders are also
tepresented in the state history, especially where they had a regional
following, such as Bose in Bengal. In Pakistan in contrast, all still re-
mains focused on Jinnah, and in this minor cult of personality, his
image continuesto be omnipresent, and prefaces the nightly news pro-
gramme. There have hitherto been no memorials to Badshah Khan,
and no museums,38

Inall these ways therefore, the State has denjed younger generations
access to the historical trath of the KK movement, and has presented
avery critical and partial picture of it. In Davis's terms, we clearly see
how state history has forcefully intervened in order to create a disjunc-
tion in the next generation’s views of the past, in order to purvey a

particular view of state and nation. It thereby prevents a lineal or tribal

view of the nationalist stfuggle, which it fears would glorify KK an-
cestors and be too emotively connected to feelings of Pukhtun pride
and autonomy,

However, the picture is not entirely gloomy. The course of events
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demonstrates the continued potency of historical images and their use
in a counter-hegemounic vein. In recent years, the position of the long-
dominant Muslim League ruling party had been wealf_eneld, firstly by
the military rule of General Zia al-Haq, then by tbe rise of the Bhut-
toist Pakistan People’s Party (PPP). As part of this, the -ANP, Ie'd. by
Badshah Khan's son Wali Khan, hassignificantly improved 1tsl political
position both nationally and provincially, not least as ‘thl'rd party
power brokers, The first thing they did on assuming provmcla{ ofﬁce
in NWEP was to begin changing the names of streets and bt}ul'dmgs
and to drastically increase the representation of Badshah Khan's image
throughout the province with large and colourful posters .and bill-
boatds. Thereatealso plans afoot fora Badshah Khan memiorial centre
and archive. Much of the party’s support stems from its claim to be the
triie heir of the KK movement, and the recent initiatives are clearly de-
signed to re-emphasize and iegitimate this claim. However, we ‘should
also note that the use of Badshah Khan's name is not monopolized b‘y
the ANP. Some of my informants invoked Badshah Khan a.nld}us
moral standards specifically to drawa contrast with m"ld make criticism
of, the current generation of ANP politicians. As M{lls re-ma.rks, did-
actic storytelling makes extensive use of oblique mlnphcanons .al‘ld
implicit connections, especially from adult to adglt, in communities
where circumspection is a basic ingredient of polite conversation . . .

Making points through narrative absolves the speaker of responsibility

for direct confrontation. Itis up to each listener to infer towhat present
persons or events the story might relate.’”' . N

[ have explored some ways in which social str.ucture,.high p?htlcs
and struggles for power and authority intervene in the f:hsmbuuon of
thoughtsabout the past. However, [ want to re—ernphas-ize the fact that
such processes typically work through their penetration of evu?n.the
most private and personal experiences and recollections, and this ine-
vitably means that they also become conn;cted;to pe.fsonal matters of
prestige, personality, self-presentation and ageing,

It was very interesting to note that most of the seventy KKs w.hom
1 gotto meet and talk with retained some symbol of their identities as .

Khudai Khidmatgars. For instance, several of them retained before




64 The Partitions of Memory

their names the fank that they had ins the movernent, So spoketo ‘Sec- |

retary’ Amir Nawaz, Jarnail’ (General) Abdul Rahim, 'Lieutenant’
Mohammed Wali, ‘Sardar’ (President) Musa Khan and so on. Further,
several of them carried on their persons an arricle in the colour red—
red painted walking sticks, a red turban, a red kerchief (not the usual
accessories of Pukhtun men, | may addf}—to remind them of their
identity as “‘Red Shirts’. The lives of the KKs were an enduring legacy
of the political activism of the colonial period. Several of them scill
kept up with international news through the BBC, they knew exactly
how to handle my being followed by the Intelligence and their being
interrogated; their children have names like ‘Siyasat’ (Politics), Their
self-identity is clear as in the case of Haji Zamir Gul who specified at
the beginning of our interview thac he was a revolutionary first and a
haji only later.

To evaluate the oral testimonies I gathered, I have had to consider
them in the light of Pukhtun culeure, imperial power, Islam, Afghan
story-telling and rhetotic, the Pakistan state, five decades of post-

Partition history, the nature of Pukhtun ethical and emotion terms, |’

the life courses of old men, the experience of subsequent generations,
the psychology of self-presentation etc, etc. This requiresan imaginative
restructuring of wide sociological significance and is a far richer ap-
proach than that of simply discarding or ignoring ‘inaccuracies’,
Anthropological history is (or should be) in the former position, and

it is exciting precisely because it is not simply backward-looking but
+ concerned to carve out a dialectical synthesis of past and present.

My Memories of the Frontier

As the principal players in the KK movement were British officials and
Pukhrtuns, I decided to consult any information that either side had
produced. On the one hand, I consulted archival material in the India
Ofﬁcc Library, London and the National Archives and AICC papers
in the Nehru Memorial Library in New Delhi, The first two holdings
are comprised mainly of fortnightly reports sent by colonial officials
to the central government in New Delhi, the capital of British India,
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and to Whitehall. But report-writing and colonial administration
have their own rules of facticity, not least the need to seem to have

events under control, and as an anthropologist I was constantly aware

of the dangers of taking the reports at face value. Ultimately, the).z pro-

vided not only a great deal of hard informatio.n', but also n‘nargmaha

and parenthetical remarks that betrayed prejudice and_ occasional con-

fusion, all of which helped in reconstructing the colomal‘ government’s

perceptions of the civil disobedience movement and its methods of
dealing with it.. : . :

Fieldworkin the NWEP on the other hand wasadifferent experience.

I talked to the old KKs usually in their own village, near the hujra
(men’s house). These convetsations almost invariably attract‘ed.an

audience of about twenty to fifty people. People came out of.cufiostry,

to pass thetime ot to take a break between their tasks. (?urxqsxty was

sometimes shown in me—ayoung Hinduwoman, an Indiantravelling
alone, who was interested in and wanted to wtite down their granld—
fathers’ stories. At times I could sense theaudience’s incredulil.:y or d{s-
belicfthat [ had gone through enormous logistical problems s1m£?ly in
order to have a chat with the oldest, most eccentric man in the village
whom society tock entirely for granted; or at best dimly respected for
some now obscure sacrifice in the past. But interest in the content.of'
the old mens’ testimonies usually superceded their initial curiosity
about theanthropologist. Some seemed to be hearing them for the first
time, while many more seemed to be listening with new ears, as the
stoties transformed from old men’s ramblings to revolutionary his tory,
a transformation larpely caused by my presence and i‘ntcrcs.t and speci-
fically, by my writing down the tales. Very often the interview became
something of 2 performance as I had to liv:T. up to tbe image theJocal
people had of me, a young woman, an Indian, a Hmc%u, an cchllca}ted
scholar, someone who knew life in the fand of the English colonialists.
My ‘identity’ was rarely that of an anmhrop.ologist.. |

The setting of the interview was always interesting because of the

problem of where we could sit to conduct the interview. I usually ar-
rived in a village with Habibullah, a Pukhtun, whose father was a res-
pected KK, and who had generously agreed to help me locate my
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informants. Also present was the driver of my car, a young Pukhrun

~man. We could notsit in the hujra since respectable women-were not |-

allowed there. We could not sit in the jenana because men from out-
side the family were not allowed in. Most often therefore, a neutral
space was found outdoors in the sun and a few string cots-from the
hujra were dragged out to serve as seating arrangements. [ had o learn
vety quickly at which end of the cot T was expected to sit as the guest,
because the less comfortable end would be occupied by the hose, If ]
offered my seat to the old man as a mark of respect, [ was blessed pro-
fusely but firmiy overruled, '

The difference in age between me and my informants was of course
enormous. My knowledge of the KK movement was entirely second-
hand and unlike older peoplein India I had not experienced undivided
colonized India. I had not seen Badshah Khan eXcept in pictures or in
documerrary films, Also because of the difference in our world views

‘I could not immediately understand some of their ways of reckoning
time. For instance, if I asked someone his age he might say, ‘How old
ate you? , .. I had spun twenty set of clothes by the time you were
born!" He expected meto know how long it takes to spinaset of clothes
because I came from the land of Gandhi. In our conversations we had
to zoom back over halfa century, firstly, because that was the period
I was trying to reconstruct, and secondly, because it was a genuine

security risk to discuss the politics of post-Partition Pakistan, since I

would probably face being deported for sedition. Of course, usually we
had 10 go back much further than 1930, sometimes to the year when
‘my informant was born, since most found it impossible to tell me
about the KK movement and Badshah Khan without describing their
own life histories along with'it. ‘
These conversations were n the natre of semi-strucrured interviews,
Iwaslooking foranswers to somespecific questions, but the chronology
and format was guided entirely by the informant. Quite often, my in-
formants did not even wait for me to ask them any questions; after che
initial formalities, they started talking about the movement of their
own accord, because by then word had spread abour the reason’T was
there. The KKs usually drifted from one issue to another, guided by
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their memory and recall, I did intérrupt occasionally for clarifications
or to ask another question, but ty general attitude was to be rc:spectful
and supportive. They did notalways respondl to my interventions aqd
if they did, it was often indirectly. Thus their narratives ia‘rgel)f' took
on their own structures, and their frequent use of cml.al.cmat,xc ep;sodes
and tropes seem to be the beginning of a new ‘traditional corpus .OF
stories about the freedom movement, 2 corpus created out of their dis-
parate personal reminiscences. o o
Yet though Ihavespoken of narrative in this lastsection, itis impor-
tant to emphasize that my interviews were oft.en far. from being
smoothiy produced narratives. As [have alreadysa'ld, the KK hadlbeen
long-marginalized and there had been little occasion, opportunity or
demand for them to tell their stories. Rather than pre-packaged rem-
iniscences therefore, stories and facts often emerged gradually. I.’ortelh
makes the point that ‘rank and file’ histories are usuaily un.hlcc the
‘affirmative discourse’ of official history, which isreadymade, articulated
and available. Instead, a vernacular version ‘must piece itself together
from scratch every time, and is burdened by the fear of disapproval and

isolation . . . it is distorted, buried, deviated, and allowed to emerge

only in between the lines, as dream, metaphor, lapses, digression, er-
ror, denigration,’* .

One method which I hit upon of helping such thing‘s to emetge was
provoking accounts through anger. Most of my a.rchwal researf:h in
the India Office Library was completed beforé I visited the F.r?nuer to
look for any surviving KXs. I thus had a fair idea of the British pers-
pective on the KK before I spoke to the Pukhtuns themselves. O-ften,
1 would tell my informants of certain British statements or views.
These were sometimes so divergent from the views of the KF::s thlem-
selves that they found it difficult to believe the truth of my attributions
and in defence I had to produce my file of notes, read'o-up .the relevant
passages and translate them, in order to convince, Th:ls in 1tseifv§ra.s an
interesting exercise and I began to do it regularly, f?r in r_espond_mg to
the ‘allegations’ of the British, their manner of discussion ofter} be-
came different from that of their eatlier answers to my questions.
‘False’ claims made about their organization still angered them and
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provoked them to state their points of view, clarify incidents or con-
cede lapses with the clarity resulting from angerand pride, I had there-

- fore quite inadvertently set up a sort of dialogue between the colonial

officials and t_hé revolutionaries, This in retrospect has proved to bea
useful methodological tol in writing colosiial history, ‘
KK narrations of their past were helped by other stimulj as well. For

instance, when I posed my first question to Noor Akbar, instead ofan

answer, he gave me arders to wait till he recurned as he had just thought

" of something, My two-hour wait was rewarded when he appeared

again draggingaslightly battered black trunk, I watched with growing
excitementas he slowly extracted his old uniform, his Sam Brown belt,
an old poster of Badshah Khan and other items of memorabilia, I
recognized what some of them were and my initial questions were
linked to them. As thediscussion slowly moved to more general issues,

he repeatedly went back to the other obscure items whose significance’

resided in his mind. He did not always explain to me what they were

and I did not always ask. They seemed to serve as mnemonic devices

and helped him recall information; that was enough to satisfy me.
While this was the most dramatic uncovering of the past, on other
occasions too, old uniforms were produced from well-hidden crannies,
and on one occasion I was even offered a uniform asa gife. When I was
talking to; Sarfaraz Khan about their civil disobedience activities he
said: ‘In 1942 we picketed the law courts. Thirty of us were arrested.’
He then produced an old notebook in which he had made a note of

the twelve ‘generals’ who were arrested alon gwithhimand imprisoned .

for a period of three years in Dera Ismail Khan jail, and read out the
names to me. Whattill then had been ageneral and abstract conversation
about civi] disobedience was at once grounded in his experience, The

writing in' the notebook was his own and probably reminded hini of

the time he had written it down, soon after the event or more likely
several years later when he felt that uniess he weote the names down he
would ene day forget. The names in his book not onlyyielded hard in-
formation; they also triggered his thoughts about other associates and
other forgotten incidents. '

On another gccasion, I went to meet Gurfaraz Khan just outside
~
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Peshawar city during the run-up to the general elections in Pakistan in
1993. On seeing my unfamiliar face, he assumed that | }}ad come to
solicit votes and began by apologizing for not helping with the elec-
tions. This was despite the fact that he was so ill thatwe had to conduct
the entire conversation with him lying down. My informants often

~also felt the need to enact their activities as KKs, sweeping, spinning
and marching while they described them to me. Their evocative ges-

tureswere the reenactment of previous revolutionary activities, making
the contrast between their present setting and their past ideals sta:rkelr.
Also, they felt that I ought to visualize them as young, cnthusmsnlc
workers rather than the bent and toothless men they now were. In this
desire they were indeed transformed as they enthus.iastica}ly sup Pie—
mented the ever-increasing amount of information with their miming,
striving to make the picture clearer to me. Their charades were the em-
bodied memory of past actions. !

- The search for the KKs was not an easy one either. There too I was
repeacedly (and often pointedly} told that they were all dead. I nc;t{ly
gave up on the project. No official lists of members of the nationalist
movement exist and save for one district {(Bannu) none of the io,cal
MPs seem to have any idea of the location of their ‘political fathers. —
further evidence of the KKs’ marginalization since 1947. It required
persistent searching and alictle luck to find a Khudai K}}idmatg.ar. But
when I did find one, it was not only a richly info.rmatwe session but
a profoundly moving experience. Secretary Ax:m: Nawaz had been
bed-ridden for six months when I went to see him. By the em.i of our
long chat he was sitting up and even saw me to the door. He mS{sted
that he had suddenly found the will to five. At least someone was inte-
rested in his stories of the freedom struggle, he said ecstancal‘ly to his
astounded sons, as he patted me on the head with tears inl his eyes,

1 also encountered problems in the search for local archives, As al-
ready mentioned, most of the personal pap.ers.of Baf:lshah Khan and
his family have been destroyed over the years in various raids })y tl‘le
Pakistani police. I tried to enter the affices of the reglionlal archives in
Peshawar but I was consistently denied permission, principally because
of my nationality: ‘If only you weren't Indian’ was the oft-repeated
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apology. But I did consult the holdings of the National Archives and
Fhe Nehru Memorial Museum and Library in India, where the AICC
papers yielded valuable information about the relations between the
provincial and national organs of the narionalist movement.

Las.tly, though Thad begun my fieldwork as the interviewer, [ ended
as the L_ntervicwee. In the final month of my fieldwork, Pakistan secur-
ity police came to one village and interro gated meabout my excessively
'free—r;%n gingmovementin the province, clearlyviewingmé asemployed
in espionage (partly due to recent press reports that the latest wave of
Indian spies were young women). After several hours they eventually
accepted my oft-repeated account of my purely academicinterests and
my vow of not discussing post-1947 events; they even good-naturedly
recommended that I read Macaulay on the Frontier. Upon returning
to Delhi, the relief of being home was quickly dispelled by an ‘iavit-
ation’ from the head of the Pakistan desk of the Indian Civil Service
o come fora‘chat’ abour my experiences in the Frontier, an invitation
\*frhlch, fearing a likely de-briefing, I nervously avoided, Thus T had
come myself to be tecated asan oral source on either side of the border
my interest in the old united sub-continent now caught up in post—J
Partition; games of division and suspicion
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