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UNIT-I3 -IDEOLOGY AND PRACTICES,
MUSLIM LEAGUE
Structure:
13.1 Introduction
13.2 Understanding Communalism and Communal violence
13.3 Communalism: Ideology and Practices
13.4 Communalism as Construction.
13.5 Approaches on the Rise of Communalism in India
13.6 Communalism as the British Policy of ‘Divide and Rule’
13.7 Growth of Communalism during British Rule
13.8 Formation of All India Muslim League.
13.9 Role of Mohammed Ali Jinnah- Lucknow Pact
13.10 Shaky Hindu- Muslim Unity13.11 Mass Mobilization Communal Divide amongst the Masses Growth of
Communal Organizations
13.12 Post Second World War Development- Shimla Conference, Election.
13.13 Cripps Mission, Cabinet Mission, Interim Government
13.14 Circumstances Leading to Partisan
13.0

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After reading this chapter/unit student should be able to:
 explain the meaning of communalism
 trace the growth of communalism in India
 understand the reasons behind partisan
 answer the role of Mohammed Ali Jinnah and Muslim League
13.1

INTRODUCTION

Human identities have many features, they are multifaceted. There are many aspects
to human identity. Human is a man or a woman, belongs to a certain village, town,
district, state or country and speak certain languages. He/She is a citizen of a
country and also member of the world community. Wealth levels also differ from
household to household; hence all of us belong to some social class or other. For
Indians caste play an important role in their lives and most of them have a religion.
People connect greater significance to definite preferred aspects of their identities as
caste or religion. This is itself cannot be described as communal.
Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur

1

In this chapter we will try to understand the evolving relation between the
Hindus and the Muslim in the British colonial period in relation to India. Our center
of attention shall be to study foremost historical discourses, which have tried to
influence the issue of communal politics in India. We will also intertwine the main
historical events and policies along sides these debates.
13.2 UNDERSTANDING COMMUNALISM AND COMMUNAL VIOLENCE
Communalism by and large reflects numerous forms of community life, or society
well thought-out on the basis of community. In this logic ‘the communal’ may fit in
a range of ascriptions and affiliations, such as the caste groups and language groups,
sects and cults. But communalism refers to an ideology that seeks to bring together
one community around a religious identity in unfriendly opposition to another
community. It seeks to define this community identity as predetermined and
original. It attempts to unite this identity and present it as natural. As such no
community is homogenous. In order to bring together the community,
communalism suppresses disparity within the community and emphasizes the vital
unity of the community against other communities. Therefore, communalism is a
scrupulous type of politicization of religious identity, an ideology that seeks to
endorse clash between religious communities.
Communalism and communal violence are interconnected. When
communalism finds expression in terms of violence between two different
communities it is called communal violence. Diverse religious communities do not
become communal without human intervention. Religious communities are twisted
into communal communities by certain segment of the society, and they can modify
relation between such communities into communal violence or riot. Such segment
can be community leaders, religious leaders, political leaders, activists. They
misguide give explanation to the members of their own communities that the other
community is liable for their troubles. Sometimes they are able to marshal their
respective communities into communal violent behavior.
13.3 COMMUNALISM: IDEOLOGY AND PRACTICES.
The Hindus, the Sikhs, the Jains, the Budhhists, the Muslims and the Christians coexist in India. The communal ideology assumes that Indian society is basically
alienated into religious communities. And Indian Community interests invariably
differ and may frequently be opposed to each other. It further assumes that each of
them as homogenous groups not only for cultural and religious but even for secular
purposes. Bipan Chandra classifies the communal ideology into liberal and the
radical communalist. The liberal communalists accept the antagonism and
opposition amongst the interest of different religious groups yet believe that for the
larger national goals of economic development, removal of poverty, illiteracy and
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2

for political independence struggles they may come to one platform through
conciliation and negotiated adjustments. On the other hand radical communalists’
ideology precludes any possibilities of negotiated path. It strongly advocates that
the communities are uncompromisingly placed against each other. They argue that
the aspirations of their community can only be realized in a separate territorial unit
with its own sovereignty, a distinct independent nation. Ideology theory locates
communalism into a set of assumptions through which one looks at social
relationships in a given society.
13.4 COMMUNALISM AS CONSTRUCTION
Subaltern scholars do not agree with the idea of communalism as an ideology. They
suggest communalism as a phenomena produced by the modern (British Colonial)
knowledge system. They put forth their argument that communal consciousness is
particularly forged and constructed in a precise style by underplaying the
heterogeneity of a community positing broadest promising solidarity against the
group defined as the ‘other’. In their argument subaltern scholars put forth their
argument that British colonial rulers distorted the pre-colonial past of India as
conflict ridden history between homogenized, ‘undifferentiated’ communities. This
served the dual purpose of legitimacy of colonial race over ‘frenzied’, ‘irrational’
Indian on the one hand escalating rupture between communities on the
other.(Pandey,1990).Subaltern theory locates communalism as a product of
distortion of historical events.
13.5

APPROACHES ON THE RISE OF COMMUNALISM IN INDIA

Communalism is a state of affairs when a particular community tries to uphold its
own interest at the cost of the other community. Community politics is based on the
thought that religion is the principal basis of social community. Communalism
refers to hostile chauvinism based on religious identities. Idea of communalism can
be seen as a shape of combined outburst of one community against the other.
Though there are many theories to explain to the rise of communalism in India but
four are widely accepted through which roots and issues of Hindu – Muslim
antagonism, hostility and conflicts are approached, analyzed and understood. First
British imperial colonial arguments which suggest that communalism is natural to
the features of Indian society. The second view put forward that socio-economic
and political stir up even in the pre- British period generated intra and inters
religious clashes and rivalries. This sporadically led to communal altercations. The
third view gives emphasis to communalism to be a byproduct of different policy
measures implemented by the colonial rule. Fourth view suggests that assorted
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administrative actions of the British government were responsible to the rise of
communal consciousness, antagonism and conflicts.
13.6

COMMUNALISM AS THE BRITISH POLICY OF ‘DIVIDE AND
RULE’

The ‘divide and rule’ theory is mainly acknowledged one on the rise of
communalism in India during the British rule .Communalism as an ideology has
been the by-product the colonial rule in India. In pre-British times there were a
numbers of instances of conflicts between communities. But they were not
communal in the context of the definitions we have mentioned above. The
communalism is chiefly was by-product of the British policies towards diverse
communities after the first war of independence of 1857 C.E. Sensing the
confrontation against the British colonial rule by the growing surge of Indian
nationalism during and after the revolt of 1857,the British promoted sectarian
tendencies on communal lines against Indian Muslims. Such attempt produced
razor-sharp cleavages between the Hindus and Muslims. The widening gap between
the Hindu and the Muslim community due to sectarian tendencies affected the
growth of Indian Nationalism. It made unclear and made more difficult to
understand, thus benefited the British colonial rule. Communalism emerged as a
challenge to Indian National movement, and therefore, a challenge to be triumphed
over to build national camaraderie against the British rule..The Indian intelligentsia
leading from the front rose above linguistic, caste, sectarian and cultic identities
sought to generate national consciousness against British colonial rule. This was to
contest the colonial construct of Indian society and polity. The British colonial
rulers attempted to debunk the notion by highlighting difference among Indian
people which existed on the basis of religion, caste, language etc. And as a part of
their strategy introduced religion based representation in the political bodies.
British administrators and historiographers described Indian society as
friction ridden. James Mill wrote a book ‘The History of British India’, in which he
put forth that the ancient period of Indian History stand for India’s golden era when
India was ruled by the Hindu kings; in the medieval period Muslim invaders from
outside entered India, captured power and position by force and ruined the glorious
ancient Indian polity and culture; and the modern period indicate the end of Muslim
rule and establishment of advanced British rule in India. Such writing condensed
the layered actuality of the communities into identical homogenous story which has
been criticized by Indian Historian as perversion of history. The Hindu, the Muslim
and the British periodisation of Indian history has been brought into play by the
communal leaders, historians and colonial authorities to divide the Indian society on
communal lines.
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It is true that the British at large felt that Muslim community were
responsible for outbreak of rebellion and therefore ruthless and unsympathetic on
Muslims community after the revolt 1857.Yet the exemplary show of HinduMuslim unity during and after the revolt and in the face of consolidating Indian
nationalism the British contrive the Muslims and the Hindus against each other. The
British rulers supported Sir Sayed Ahmed Khan not because of his reformist plan
and programme of English education and rationalist thinking among Muslim but
because Sayed Ahmed Khan was advocating that the Muslim Community had
suffered enormous reverses by withdrawing from the colonial education and
administrative system and let go their once dominant position to the Hindus.
Perhaps this aggressive hint in Sayed Ahmed Khan campaign was an opportunity to
the British ruler to try their hand in further dividing. Sayed Ahmed also saw the
centralizing British Empire as successor of centralized Mughol Empire to unite
federation of ethnic communities in India. During Mughol empire the Muslim had
lion share in the administration and therefore he appealed to the British to provide
natural higher representation in the British administration. This philosophy of Khan
was quite contrary to Indian National Congress’ (INC) philosophy which believed
India to be nation. The INC was against descendent claim and privileges and
championed the cause of individual citizen rights. Sayed Ahmed Khan was firm in
his views and worked amongst the Muslims to promise their faithfulness to British
rule. He maintained distance from INC activities. In 1875 he founded AngloOriental School at Aligarh to pursue English education and modernization among
Muslim community. On retirement in 1876 he upgraded the school into a college.
The modernization and English education campaign by Sayed Ahmed Khan for
Muslim community was disputed by many Muslim leaders. In spite of that his
mission progressed a lot. In 1886 he organized the All India Mohammedan
Education Conference (AIMEC). This organization in principle accepted not to
discuss politics and stayed away from politics. The annual conference of AIMEC
continued and organized in different places of India even after Sayed Ahmed
Khan’s death in1898.
In 1905 C.E.the British divided Bengal into East and West Bengal and put
forth their logic that the division was an administrative matter to facilitate
competent governance but the communal motives of the British were quite eyecatching .Some historian see this move in the context of Lord Curzon’s observation
outlining the prospect of ‘unity of Muslim community in East Bengal’, as vital part
of ‘divide and rule’ policy of British. According to Partha Chatterjee the partisan of
Bengal into Muslim majority east Bengal and the Hindu majority west Bengal ‘laid
material conditions to harness and aggravate communal consciousness’. The British
ethnographer H.H. Risley remark ‘Bengal united is power; Bengal divided will pull
different ways… One of our main objectives is to split up and weaken a solid body
of opponent to our rule’ was seen by historian Sumit Sarkar as an indicator to the
Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur
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approach in which the British played upon socio-cultural plurality to stimulate
antagonism. Partisan of Bengal by British can be seen as to push sectarian
propensities to weaken the joined national challenge to British rule. The Muslims in
east Bengal under the guidance of Sayed Nawab Choudhury, enjoyed power and
voice greater than before to be used to press on for improved employment
opportunities, better education, and political representation. They supported British
move on partisan of Bengal. The British utilized the Muslim support as safeguard
against Indian nationalism.
13.7

GROWTH OF COMMUNALISM DURING BRITISH RULE

By 1906 some members of AIMEC felt that creation of a Muslim party at the
national stage was vital. In September, 1906 at Lucknow Muslim representatives
from north India met and discussed regarding the need of an All India Muslim
political party and proposed to reconsider the earlier decision towards formation of
political party in the next annual conference of AIMEC. In October 1906 a
delegation of 35 Muslims leaders under the headship of Agha Khan III met Lord
Minto, the Viceroy of India at the Vice regal Lodge, Shimla. The delegates
impressed upon the Viceroy that Muslim should have ample representation in
British India with proportional share in the administration, based on their numerical
strength. Muslims are separate community with supplementary interest which is not
shared by other communities. Historian sees the Shimla deputation of Muslim as
engineered by the British to use Muslims against Hindus.
13.8

FORMATION OF ALL INDIA MUSLIM LEAGUE

The Shimla deputation of 1906 was a turning point, for the first time Muslim raised
their demands independently at the highest level of British administration. It also
encouraged the politically active Muslims to champion for the creation of a Muslim
political party in the annual conference of AIMEC. The crucial annual conference
of AIMEC was held in Dacca (Dhaka). From 27th to 30th December 1906. Around
3000 Muslim delegates from all over India attended, It was crucial and turning
point in the history AIMEC because on the last day i.e. 30th December the self
imposed bar to politics was removed. A proposal was moved to form a political
association named All India Muslim League (AIML). The objectives of AIML
were( i)to safe guard the political and other rights of muslims of India and
communicate with British government, (ii) to create among muslim the feeling of
loyalty to British government.,(iii) to promote friendly feelings between muslims
and other communities of India without any harm to the objectives of the league.
Agha Khan III was the first honorary President of AIML and continued as President
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up to 1913.There were two joint secretaries and 31 members representing six
regions of north India. A branch of AIML was opened in London to create pressure
lobby under the leadership of Sayed Amir Ali.
The Indian Council Act 1909 by British parliament as a part of Morley –
Minto reform introduced reservation of seats in Imperial as well as Provincial
legislatures for the Muslims. Further the provisions were made in the act that only
the Muslim electorate would vote and elect candidates of reserved constituency for
the Muslims. The separate electorates system has been seen by nationalist leaders
and scholars as placing the base for aggravating communal division and probable
earliest step towards partisan of India. In between 1905 to 1911 the British took the
advantage and set out managerial tactics to heighten communal apprehensions and
alter social and economic pluralism into political rivalry. The Muslim League at
first was encouraged by the British and was generally favorable to the rule. The
annual meet of League were held in different cities of India to express their views
on the political issues. It established a few provincial and district level branches of
the League and also brought out a few brochures in various languages of India.
Some of the prominent leaders of League travelled to various towns and delivered
talks espousing the aims and objectives of the party. Annual meeting, discussion on
social, political questions of the day, events overseas, especially crises that affected
Muslim countries were taken and resolution passed. In order to expand the mass
base of the Muslim League enrollment fees of rupees five was abolished and annual
contribution reduced to one rupee from six in 1930. From 1906 to1910 the central
office of League was located at Aligarh, it moved to Lucknow in 1911 and
remained there till 1935. From 1936 to 1947 it functioned from Delhi.
13.9

ROLE OF MOHAMMED ALI JINNAH- LUCKNOW PACT

In 1913 Mohammed Ali Jinnah joined All India Muslim League became its
President but simultaneously he continued as a member of Indian National
Congress. In the initial phase many League members were also members of other
political organizations at the same time Jinnah was a prominent member of INC
since 1904. He was an active member of moderate group in the congress, initially a
great advocate of hindu-muslim unity and was a champion of self rule government
in India. In 1906 under the leadership of Agha Khan a muslim delegation went to
Shimla to meet the British Viceroy of India to speak for the Muslims. Jinnah gave
critical remarks, questioned the delegation’s right to speak for the Indian Muslims
as they were self-appointed and not elected. In 1906 Jinnah had also questioned the
rights of Muslim League to advocate for entire muslim community’s interest. But in
1913 he became not only a member but also the President of the same Muslim
League. He signed the Lucknow Pact as the President of AIML in 1916. He also
played important role in the founding of the All India Home Rule League in the
Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur
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same year. A joint session of INC and AIML was held in Lucknow in December
1916 where two parties agreed to accept representation to religious minorities in the
provincial legislatures. League members agreed to join INC movement to demand
Indian autonomy. The differences of opinion kept aside and reached a consociation
phase. The agreement founded constitutional standard to be pursued in future
electorates, which were echoed in the Government of India Act1919.
By 1920s, the religious distinctiveness got amply looped and driven into the
promising modern institutions, structure and networks of politics that the British
rule introduced in India. The partisan of Bengal, Swadeshi movement, religious
revivalist inclinations had their problems and practical implications. The question of
separate electorate, the transformations in the social, economic, political,
educational and professional field etc. had initiated a new trend in the communal
dialogue and had reached different corners of India. The mass mobilization against
colonial-British rule enhanced the potential of intensifying the communal divide
amongst the masses, on the other side it also open the space to take on burning
issues and overcoming communalization. Perhaps, the Lucknow Pact of 1916
between the INA and AIML was one such endeavor to prevail over emerging new
sectarian hurdle. One of the extraordinary aspects of the Lucknow Pact was the
Congress’ approval for separate electorate and acceptance of fixed proportion of
seats in Provincial and Indian Legislatures for Muslim community.
13.10

SHAKY HINDU- MUSLIM UNITY

The Lucknow Pact of 1916 proved short lived. After the end of First World War the
British Government in India introduced Montegu-Chemsford Reform in 1919 which
provided representation in the Provincial Council not only for Muslims but also for
Sikh minority community. The grant of separate electorate and representation in the
Provincial Councils along with some bona fide authorities of holding the executive
answerable to that command majority in the provincial legislature had its practical
implications. These reforms guaranteed that the inter community teamwork was not
made essential as far as electoral politics was concerned.
Victorious powers after the defeat of Turkey in the First World War wanted to
mutilate Ottoman Empire. Ottoman Emperor of Turkey was respected by Muslims
as Khalifa or the head of the Muslim spiritual world. The division of Ottoman
Empire was seen as ‘Islam in Danger’. Movement against this division started in
many countries. In India Ali brothers Maulana Mohammed Ali and Maulana Saukat
Ali supported Turkey during First World War. Now they led Khilafat movement in
India though the movement was not embedded in Indian soil. At this juncture
Mahatma Gandhi saw a chance to bring Hindu- Muslim together .He supported the
Khilafat movement in India led by Ali brothers which was anti imperial with a
religious tinge. His support to Khilafat movement was to build unity against British
Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur
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imperialism by incorporating the Muslims into the mainstream of Indian National
Movement. He believed religion and nationalism can be combined together. The
non-cooperation movement call of Gandhi was on the backdrop of British attitude
towards Jaliwana walabag carnage and the Indian demand for Swaraj, for which
Gandhi sought Muslim support. On the other hand Khilafat movement opened an
opportunity to build All India solidarity among Indian Muslims who were otherwise
separated along class, region and linguistic lines.
The Hindu- Muslim unity reached by this pact and alliance stayed shaky. There
were instances of clash between Hindus and Muslims in Malabar region even at the
peak of non-cooperation- Khilafat movement in1921. The clashes which had its
roots in the local political economy of the region ended in communal conflicts. The
British suppressed ruthlessly the Moplah peasants of Malabar and leaders of
Khilafat movement. Peasant saw the landlords and moneylenders as collaborator of
British and attacked on them by burning their records.
13.11 MASS MOBILIZATION- COMMUNAL DIVIDE AMONGST THE
MASSES- GROWTH OF COMMUNAL ORGANIZATION.
In many places of India the social, economic ,political issues acquired distorted
communal form in 1920s and1930s.When communalism was acquiring mass
character, there were impels in the growth of religious associations among both
Hindus and Muslims communities. The drive like The Tabligh(Propaganda) and
Hazim(organization)
among Muslims and The Sudhi(purification) and
Sangathan(organization) among Hindus accelerated. The formation and activities of
Hindu Mahasabha and Rastriya Swang Sebak Sangha set a fresh dialogue of
inclusion and exclusion of Hindus. All these paved the way for communal rigidity
and concrete articulation of separatism which manifested in demand for Paksthan,
Pakisthan etc. All these elevated the importance of political associations like
Muslim League and Hindu Mahasabha.
The claim for separate Pakisthan was a creation of certain opinionated
development which took place after 1937. A chain of transformation in the politics
of both Hindu and Muslim come about. This accelerated polarization in which the
British policy also played a central role. As per the provisions of Government of
India Act 1935 elections were held for the Provincial Legislative Assemblies in
1936-37.The Indian National Congress own in eight provinces out of eleven and All
India Muslim League failed to form a government in any of these provinces. To
Muslim League surprise, out of the 482 reserved seats for Muslim the League won
just 109.They own only in the provinces where Muslims were in minority where
leaders could pose the League as the protector Muslims . After this dismal
performance they had to raise ‘Islam in Danger’ threat from the imagined ‘Hindu
Raj’ in the guise Indian National Congress. This plea to save one religion from the
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threads of ‘the other’ almost immediately twisted into a campaign of hatred against
the followers other religion. Jinnah and other Muslim leaders propagate that the
concern of INC was not independence but a Hindu Raj. They claimed that in the
process Congress wanted to diminish and wipe out the Muslins and their faith in
India. This propaganda deeply influenced the Muslim mind. Once it was achieved
it became easy to emphasize for a separate homeland for the safety and prosperity
of their faith. The demand for Pakisthan emanated from politics of fear and hatred
espoused by the League in the post 1936-37 election. League in its Lahore session
of March,1940 resolved for a separate sovereign Muslim State on the ground that
the Hindu and the Muslims were two nations. This was the famous ‘Lahore
Resolution’.
13.12

POST SECOND WORLD WAR DEVELOPMENT- SHIMLA
CONFERENCE, ELECTION.

In the meantime the Second World War broke out in1939, British wanted support of
both INC and AIML in its war efforts. The British declared that the Hindus and the
Muslim must come together on the issue of how power was to be transferred.
Linlithgow, The Viceroy of India, diligently fostered Muslim League and
recognized the Muslim League as the representative voice of the Muslim of India
though league performed badly in 1936-37 elections. The British declared that no
political settlement would be made unless it was acceptable to the League. It gave
veto power to the League on the issues of the Muslims in India. It was
straightforward ‘divide and rule’ strategy.
13.13

CRIPPS MISSION, CABINET MISSION, INTERIM
GOVERNMENT

In March 1942 Staffort Cripps headed an assignment to India whose stated
intension was ‘earliest possible realization of self government in India’ but real
provisions belied. It was only a promise for Dominion Status and not independence
that too after the end of the World War ,also the Princely States were assured to be
represented in the proposed Constituent Assembly by nominees of the Princes.
Further, Provinces were given the right to sign individual agreement with British
about their future status. Congress rejected the proposals. Though Cripps Mission
failed but it brought in Pakisthan question through backdoor via ‘local option’ and
‘provincial autonomy’ clauses. It gave fillip to activities of Muslim League and
provided legitimacy to the Pakisthan demand. The caring attitude toward Muslim
League by administrative machinery was an immense service to the cause of
Pakisthan.
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Shimla Conference: In June 1945 after the end of First World War, Viceroy Wavell
called the political leaders of India for an accord under which the responsible
government for running the country would be formed. Indian National Congress
agreed and gave a list of its nominees. Unionist Party of Punjab submitted their list
of nominees. This list had names of Muslims representatives. Jinnah claimed
insisted that League alone had the right to nominate Muslims subsequently Jinnah’s
claim upheld. Wavell announced the failure of Shimla conference.
The election for the representation to Central and Provincial Assemblies were held
in 1945-46. Communal appeal was crystal clear during the election campaign,
Mosques were used for the election meeting and pirs were persuaded to issue fatwa
that Muslim must vote League candidates. The choice between Congress and
League was portrayed as option between Gita and Koran. In a surcharge communal
atmosphere League own all reserved Muslim seats.
On the initiative of Prime Minister of Great Britain a team of three members Lord
Pethick-Lawrance, Sir Stafford Cripps and A V Alexander came to India in 1946 to
discuss the modalities of transfer of power, from British government to the Indian
political leadership. This delegation was called Cabinet Mission. The Mission made
it clear that veto of a minority would not be allowed to block the progress of the
majority. It was a stand opposite of British earlier position vis-a-vis Muslim League
. Earlier Viceroy Wavell in the Shimla conference had approved League’s sole
authority to nominate Muslims .Perhaps British government revisited its ‘divide and
rule’ policy in the changed international scenario and future relation with India in
The Common Wealth of Nations. The Cabinet Mission Plan divided of Indian
provinces into three groups with the latter’s option to change group after the
election or after ten years. Both Congress and League had their doubts regarding
grouping and options but finally accepted Cabinet Mission Plan with their own
interpretations and suggestions. Some ambiguities in the plan were never cleared by
the members of the Cabinet Mission. One such confusion regarding powers of
Constituent Assembly to amend the plan let to the rift. On 29th July League
withdrew its acceptance of the Mission Plan.
A lot of uncertainty and problem surfaced, whether to wait for the League to rejoin
or to carry forward with the plan and form Interim Government with Congress .
Viceroy Wavell was in favour of persuading League to rejoin but finally British
government could see a long term interests in the Congress cooperation.
Completely departing from earlier practice, without waiting for League’s approval
Congress was invited by the British authorities to form the Interim Government on
2nd September,1946.
13.14 CIRCUMSTANCES LEADING TO PARTISAN.
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Jinnah was hopeful that British would revert to old policy. When no response
came he warned the Prime Minister of Britain that surrender to Congress by British
would lead to dire consequences. He announced the programme of Direct Action to
pressurize British government. The call for Direct Action was specified on 16th
August 1946 at Calcutta with a new catchphrase ‘Ladke Lenge Pakisthan’ or ‘we
will fight and get Pakisthan’. Communal passion was aroused by the Muslim
communal groups with the Bengal’s League’s Ministry remaining indifferent.
Hindu communal elements retaliated resulting in ‘great Calcutta killing’.
Viceroy Wavell with the support of Secretary of States, Pathic Larance reverted
back to the old policy. They thought that Interim Government without League
would aggravate the riot into a civil war. They persuaded the League to join the
Interim Government to avoid a civil war .League joined the Interim Government on
26th October 1946. Problem did not end with the joining of the League in the
Interim Government rather it opened new areas of frictions. Though the League
joined the government but had not given up their idea of Pakisthan and Direct
Action. Jinnah had decided to join the Interim Government only to advance his goal
of Pakisthan. He wanted to share and utilize political power for this mission. Soon
frictions arose between Congress and League. They could not agree on any one
issue.
Finally Congress raised the objection to League joining Interim Government
without accepting Cabinet Mission Plan. Secondly Congress demanded that the
League should give up Direct Action Plan immediately or leave the Interim
Government. While these issues remained unsolved League refused to join
Constituent Assembly when it met on 9th December 1946. The conflict reached a
breaking point when the League insisted that Constituent Assembly be dissolved
because it is unrepresentative. On 5th February 1947 Congress members of Interim
Government sent a letter to Viceroy with the demand that League members should
be asked to resign. Crisis reached its nadir.
The sudden announcement of British Prime Minister Atlee on the floor of
British parliament on 20th February ,1947 that on 30th June 1948 British would
withdraw from India saved the day for Interim Government. A new Viceroy Mount
Batten was appointed in place of Wavell to negotiate transfer of power in India.
Mount Batten found the charged atmosphere very difficult negotiates. Jinnah was
insisting that Proceedings of Constituent Assembly meaningless without the
presence League in it. He was not ready to accept nothing less than sovereign
Pakisthan.The Cabinet Mission Plan had failed miserably. At this juncture on 3rd
June 1947 it was announced that the date of transfer of power has been pre pond
and would be handed over by 15August 1947 on the basis of dominion status to
India and Pakisthan. The complicated process of transfer of power, boundary
sharing mechanism and its implementation to be completed within 72 days.
Unfortunately the delay in awards of Boundary Commission aggravated the ground
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situation. Migrations were necessary in boarder villages and towns according
completely new borderline but there was no institutional mechanism to deal such
problem. Official were busy with their own transfer. Jinnah had refused to accept
Mount Batten as common Governor General of India and Pakisthan. In the
meantime there was explanation in Kashmir problem. All these unsolved unattained
issues further complicated the existing problems; the communal forces exploited the
situation of uncertainty. The speeches of communalist became awfully nasty
.Government of the day was unable to halt them, or stop the drift resulting in the
most unfortunate part of partisan mass migration, loot, massacre of innocents.
In a nutshell the focus of this Chapter/ unit was on Communalism, divergent views
on the origin and rise of communalism in Colonial India, studied and became
familiar with communalism as ideology, communalism as construct. The analysis
of communalism as a trick of British ‘divide and rule policy’ has been dealt in
detail. It has also brought to light that the socio-economic changes brought by the
colonial rule led to class conflict in Indian society and how got twisted as
communal conflict, in which the British administration played dubious role. Why
and how some of the attempts to bring unity failed miserably has been analyzed.
Finally focus was on the circumstances leading to partisan into India and Pakisthan
, role of All India Muslim League and Mohammed Ali Jinnah.
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14.0

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After reading this chapter/unit student should be able to:
 trace the growth of All India Hindu Mahasabha
 Able to spell out the role of leaders in transforming Hindumahasabha.
 understand the British Policy towards Mahasabha
 answer the circumstances leading to partition
14.1

INTRODUCTION

The augmentation of the extensive work for Hindus’ unity that on track in the early
20th century in the Punjab was the forerunner of All India Hindu Mahasabha. The
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British government’s decision to Partition Bengal in 1905, the formation of All
IndiaMuslim League in 1906 and the provisions of separate electorate for Muslim
in 1909 India Act stimulated the Hindus to come together. Over the next few
decades a number of tiny Hindu sabhas were shaped outside the Punjab in United
Provinces, Bengal, Bihar, Bombay Presidency, Central Provinces and Berar. A
proper stir to establish an all India umbrella Hindu organization was initiated by
some members of All India National Congress during its Allahabad annual
conference in 1910. A formal constitution drafting committee headed by Lala Baji
Nath was formed but failed to produce any significant result. A crucial decision was
taken by the Punjab Hindu Sabha on 8th December 1913 at Ambala, it proposed to
hold a general conference of Hindus inviting Hindu leaders from different corners
of India. The auspicious occasion of approaching Kumbha Mela(1915) in Haridwar
was chosen as appropriate time and place for holding All India Hindu Sabha. On
13th , 17th and 27th February 1915 preliminary meetings were held in Haridwar,
Lucknow and Delhi respectively. Finally in April ,1915 during the Kumbha Mela of
Haridwar, Sarvadeshaka Hindu Sabha , an envoy of regional Hindu sabhas was
launched. The Sabha laid stress on All India Hindu solidarity and the necessity for
social reform. Six years later in 1921 the Sarvadeshaka Hindu Sabha officially
modified its name to Akhil BharatiyaHindu Sabha. It resolved to work for the
united and self-governing Indian nation. Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya was
founder members of Hindu mahasabha. Under his guidance sabha worked for the
promotion of Hindu political unity. It also pushed for the education and economic
progress of Hindus simultaneously pleading for Hindu-Muslim unity. Lala Lajpat
Rai was also among early leaders of Mahasabha. Until 1930s, there were no bar of
Congress members at the same time having the membership of the Mahasabha.
14.

THE SARBADESHAKA
TRANSFORMATION

HINDU

MAHASABHA:

SIGNIFICANT

TheSarbadeshaka Hindu Mahasabha’s change from a acknowledged socio –
cultural-reform organization committed to rejuvenating Hindu community into a
Hindu Nationalistic Political Party was a multifaceted and prolonged journey that
involved a struggle, changes in personal, and shifts in its leadership’s and cadre’s
political beliefs and agendas.
In the 1930s a chain of significant political transformation in the process of
Indian politicization clearly engrossed Mahasabha’s makeover. But the
developments of communal- political polarization and extremism in the 1920s also
played a significant role to a great extent in shaping and transforming Hindu
mahasabha.
In the 1920s and 1930s the leaders of Mahasabha specially working
Presidents influenced significantly in making Mahasabha more radical. One can
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notice the radicalization and extremism curve rise in Mahasabha. Malaviya the first
President of Hindu Mahasabha was a leading leader of Indian national movement
and was the president of Indian National Congress(INC) four times. He
acknowledged the INC’s stand on Hindu- Muslim unity essential for the struggle
India’s independence; nevertheless in Mahasabha platform he advanced Hindu
postulation. He supported campaign to stop cow killing and organizing and training
of Hindus for self-defense. He believed that once the Hindus are amply sturdy that
‘the rowdy section of the Mohammedan dared not to rub or dishonor’, ‘Creation of
a powerful Hindu Organization would ensure Hindu-Muslim unity’.( M.Hasan,
Nationalism and Communal Politics in India,1985-1910, Manohar,1991,
Delhi,p.242). He sincerely believed Mahasabha as the right organizational platform
to promote Hindu culture and to unite all regional Hindu religious way of life and
political bands. He aimed to pressurize and persuade British government as well the
Indian National Congress to endorse Hindu privileges and interest. He was not in
favour of Hindu Mahasabha joining electoral politics. Lifelong he remained
dedicated to Congress and early nationalist idea of a composite Indian Nation made
up of separate religious and cultural communities.
14.3

ROLE OF BALAKRISHNA SHIVAM MOONJE

Balakrishna Shivam Moonje another active member of Indian National Congress
became the president of Hindu Masabha in 1927and served as President for seven
years. Though he was not as well-known as Malaviya at national level but had
carved out his place in congress politics of Central Provinces as the most powerful
leader, served for many years as the General Secretary of Central Indian Provinces
Congress. He was a close follower and deputy of Bal Gangadhar Tilak. Moonje
brought in Tiak ‘s Ganesh and Shivaji festivals in Central India. He wanted to
make Hindu Mahasabha more robust through a short of military training and
organizing its own self-defense group. He established Bhonsala Military School in
Nasik to offer armed training to Hindus. He was one of the founder members of
Rashtriya Swayamsebak Sangha(RSS). Under his presidency Mahasabha almost
abandoned the idea of Hindu-Muslim unity. He strongly believed that if Muslim
would be kept isolated in India then they themselves would seek help from the
Hindus. He deviated from Gandhi’s policy of non-violence and secularism and
gradually delinked himself from Congress activities after the death of Tilak. He
attended the First Round Table Conference in November, 1930 along with M R
Jayakar, in spite of the decision of the Congress to boycott it. Though his argument
of joining revolved the apprehension that the Muslim League would corner all the
British concessions in their absence but his intension was to assert ‘Hindu interest’
in the conference. He wrote in 1932, ‘The Mahasabha generally leaves politics to
Indian National Congress but reserves itself the rights of interfering in politics to
prevent any special encroachment on the Hindu rights by other communities.’(
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Dixit N G et. al. edited, Dr B SMoonje Commemoration Volume, Birth Centenary
1877-1977, p.109).
14.4

LEADERSHIP OF BHAI PARAMANANDA

Bhai Paramananda the next President of Mahasabha was an energetic
spiritual messenger with the Arya Samaj Movement. In 1905 as a Vedic messenger
visited South Africa and stayed with Mahatma Gandhi . In his propagation mission
of ancient Aryan culture he visited South America. He became a member of Ghadar
party and wrote a book entitled Tarikh-I- Hind. He was arrested in connection with
Lahore conspiracy case and sentenced to death in1915 but later commuted to one of
transportation for life and imprisoned in Andaman Islands . In 1920 he was released
as a result of a general amnesty. He came back to India and became an active
member of Hindu sabha. In 1926 he persuaded Mahasabha members to oppose
congress backed Swaraj Party and in 1927 not to support boycott of Simon
Commission. He became the President of the Sindh Provincial Hindu Sabha in
1930. He met Gandhi in 1933 and said that the Muslims have joined with the
British because the latter is very strong. He suggested that Hindus should organize
themselves very powerfully to bring the Muslim to their side. Gandhi was not
impressed with his suggestion, continued with Hindu-Muslim unity stand of
congress and asked Paramanand to join congress movement. Paramanand did not
join the Indian National Congress, he had not more than a passing connection. As
an influential member of Hindu mahasabha he stirred an amendment in
Mahasabha’s constitution undertaking it to endorse the interest of the Hindu rastra.
In 1933 as the President of Hindu mahasabha he set his goal to change Mahasabha
into a self-confident political organization. He criticized mahasabha member’s
loyalty to congress when the issue of support of British government’s communal
award arose. In 1935-36 there was an unfortunate wrestle between him and
Malaviya for the control of Mahasabha . In this race Malaviya lost Paramananda
won but this clash shoddily affected the reputation of Mahasabha.
14.5

TRANSFORMATION OF HINDU MAHASABHA UNDER VINAYAK
DAMODAR SAVARKAR

Next phase of transformation of Mahasabha was taken by Vinayak
Damodar Savarkar. He became the President of Mahasabha in 1937 and remained
in that post upto1944. During his tenure Mahasabha emerged as an independent
political party and stood as a competitor of Indian National Congress for the support
of the Hindus. He declared Mahasabha as primary and leading political body. In
1938 in the annual session it was declared that Hindu Masabha “is the only
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national organization in the country… there is no other national politics than that of
the Hindu Sabha for the country as a whole and the Hindus particularly” (Hindu
Outlook,11 , January 1939). Savarkar was radical nationalist in his youth and a
forceful figure. He and his brother established a secret society named Abhinaba
Bharat Society. He associated himself with two organizations India House and Free
India Society during his law studies in London. Savarkar was arrested in 1910 and
convicted of leading a radical secret conspiracy. He spent 14years in prison. Then
British government imposed restriction on his movements. He was not allowed to
go out of his district Ratnagiri for another 13 years. Interim Government of Bombay
Presidency of 1937 lifted the restrictions and allowed him to participate in political
activities. He was a great admirer of Italian freedom fighter Giuseppe Mazzini and
his organization Young Italy. Savarkar was the first intellectual to interpret the
revolt of 1857 or sepoy mutiny as The Indian War of Independence . He
transformed the emerging Hindu nationalist ideology to Hindutva. He wrote
Essential of Hindutva which was circulated among Hindu sangathana members by
his brothers. He asserted, ‘we should openly and separately take up a stand as
Hindus of Hindudom alone. Our politics henceforth will be purely Hindu politics
fashioned and tested in Hindu terms only, in such way as well help the
consolidation, freedom and life growth of our Hindu nation’( V D Savarkar, The
Hindu Rastra Darshan,Bombay, Veer Savarkar Prakashan,1992(3rd Ed) p.54. It
provided an articulated doctrine of Hindu supremacy step to contest Congress,
Muslim League and budding communist movement. His works and philosophy
deeply influenced K B Hedgewar.
Hindu Mahasabha’s progression can be evaluated focusing on various
perspectives. Other than the role of Presidents, the relations of Mahasabha members
and ruptures with INC; the radicalization of Mahasabha; and the modification in
plan of action from Hindu sangathan to Hindutva had its bearing on the Mahasabha.
Let us through some lights from the perspectives.
14.6 RELATIONS OF MAHASABHA AND ITS MEMBERS WITH INC
AND RUPTURES
In the initial years of Hindu Sabha’s prominent members were drawn from
the Indian National Congress politics. Madan Mohan Malaviya, Balgangadhar
Ttilak, Lala Lajpat Rai, Balakrishna Shivram Moonje, Narasimha Chindaman
Kelkar, Madhab Shrihari Aney, Mukunda Ramarao Jayakar were active members of
both INC and Hindu sabha. The relation between them were so close that many
annual session of Hindu sabha were held last day after the INC annual session and
met on the same platform congress had built. In the 1920s the congress policy of
non-cooperation, boycott of British goods and institutions, civil disobedience,
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building unity with Muslims generated mistrust among some Mahasabha members.
There were many non-congressman members and even opponent of congress in the
Mahasabha. They found in congress policy ‘appeasement to Muslim’. Resentment
grew in Mahasabha they felt that congress fall short to advocate Hindu interest
energetically in the argument over the communal allocation of seats, jobs and other
forms of backing. Mahasabha members felt that by non –cooperating with British
administration congress leadership left the government platform unguarded giving
full advantage their competitor Muslim League. When the British administration
took oppressive cruel action against congress workers and leaders during mass civil
disobedience movement the Mahasabha remained indifferent. Even they failed to
express disapproval of British action. On the other hand many congress members
were in fabour of Hindu – Muslim unity for the success of national struggle against
the British, they saw Mahasabha as a barrier. The ideological gap between Congress
and Mahasabha grew during 1920s and1930s. The Mahasabha sensed that
Congress was not vigorous asserting Hindu interest in the communal power
struggle. In addition to that they were worried by the escalation the socialist and
communist outlook in and around congress. Socialist groups with in congress hoped
to transcend communal division through solidarity. The election of Nehru and Bose
known leftist to Presidency of congress, in between 1936 to 1939,s further
increased the gulf between Congress and Mahasabha which the mahasabhaist
admitted as primary and not adjustable.
14.7

RADICALIZATION OF MAHASABHA

In the initial years Mahasabha member were confident of their strength and
glorious past of the Hindus in India. Gradually their leaders became aware that
Hindus have been tired into communal power struggle and Hindu Mahasabha had
taken up Hindu interest. They analyzed the reasons behind the power struggle, the
qualified significance Mahasabha’s role, and the way forward. Time to time they reevaluated their action and responded to the reactions. They revisited and
invigorated , ushered in by propounding a call for an independent Hindu
organization and unity. Argued that sturdy and self –assuring Hindu organization
can ensure Hindu privileges and dictate terms with Muslim league. Therefore ,
Mahasabha openly claimed in 1920s that their organization , not the congress, was
the proper body to negotiate with British for Hindu interest. It became crystal clear
with the adoption of Savarkar’s Hindutva doctrine in 1930s.
14.8 MODIFICATION IN PLAN OF ACTION: HINDU SANGATHAN TO
HINDUTVA
The plan and programme of Hindusabha initially revolved round promotion
Hindu sangathan in the 19th century context. According to Sumit Sarkar it drew
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upon the neo-Hindu identity that had developed in the 19thcentury as a result of a
coming together of factors, including religious revivalism and integrative colonial
communication, administrative and economic structure.( Sumit Sarkar,” Indian
Nationalism and Politics of Hindutva”, in David Ludden Ed. Contesting the
Nation: Religion, Community and the Politics of Democracy in India, Philadelphia,
University of Pennsylvenia,p.273. ).Colonial challenge of racial supremacy and
imperialism was challenged through counter claim Mahasabha that India had a
glorious past when Hindus were the rulers. At the same time contrary to Hindu
superiority claim silently admitted that Hindus suffered and in danger due foreign
invasion and alien rule for nearly 450years. They also realized the shortcoming of
Indian traditional caste system and social exclusion. All these factors had
cumulative on the dwindling Hindu population percentage in India over the years.
Accordingly plan of action were drawn.
The Mahasabha engaged quite a few ways to maximize Hindu arithmetical
political strength. The definition of revisited and widened, under a 1924
amendment to their constitution, the Mahasabha affirmed that all who professed a
faith native to India- whether they were hill tribesman, orthodox Hindus, members
of Arya Samaj, Buddhist, Jains, Sikhs were Hindus. During 1931 census appeal the
British government to include all above in Hindu category. The Mahasabha
extended its helping hands to the Shuddhi movement or reclaim of ‘fallen Hindus’
by Arya Samajist and Sanatani Hindus in spite of differences of opinion. In order
to widen the social base attempts were made within Mahasabha to convince the
orthodox upper caste Hindus and landlords to relax the restriction on public well
,pond for e use of untouchable, appeal also made to allow temple entry and
worship.
In the 1920s Hindu Mahasabha had unspoken political trust in its plan and
programme but in the 1930s Hindutva became manifested which labeled who fit in
to the nation and who did not. The idea of Hindu should have high-ranking position
within India was interpreted into a political progrmme. Earlier in 1920s Mahasabha
claimed that the Hindu interest should not be surrendered in quest of HinduMuslim unity but later in the 1930s Mahasabha declared that a Hindu national
identity had to be made the foundation of all positions. Savarkar stated, ‘ We
should openly and separately take up a stand as Hindus and support or oppose or
take every step in the interest of Hindudom alone.’ (op. cit ).
On the ideological level the Mahasabha’s taking shape into Hindu nationalist party
was the result of a multi-cornered course of ideological transformation, linking it,
Congress and Muslim League. In the 19th century early founder leaders of Indian
national movement envisioned of an India comprised of ‘discrete communities each
with its own priorities and interests and each with right to determine its own(social)
future .‘( Gyanendra Pandey, The Construction of Communalism in Colonial North
India , Delhi, OUP,1992,p.210). The early nationalist vision was summarily
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discarded by Congress, Muslim League and Hindu Mahasabha in 1930s. Mahatma
Gandhi said, ‘we may strictly adhere our respective faiths, we must be in the
congress Indian first and India last’. (Collected Works of Gandhi,XLII,p.379 )
14.9

1936-37 ELECTION AS PER THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT
OF 1935 AND ITS IMPACT

In the first provincial election held under the Government of India Act 1935, the
Indian National Congress came to power in six out of seven provinces that had
majority Hindu population, wining majority of seats. At the same time own only 26
of the 482 seats allotted to Muslims. The election results led in a new political
confusion. The Hindu mahasabha in the 1936-37 election found that in both Hindu
and Muslim majority provinces their rivals far ahead, gaining greater power and
popular legitimacy. It was shocking for them as they had gone into the election
contest with full confidence to win. It bare open the organizational flaw of
Mahasabha, additionally it exposed the lack of popular support. One the leading
Mahasabha member B S Moonje remarked that, ‘we fought with manifesto of
Hindu mahasabha but we have been swept off the board.’
The Mahasabha
members were found dispirited and discouraged at the victory of their adversaries
Congress and Muslim League. The Mahasabha was cramped to the political edge.
At this critical juncture of Savarkar took the reins of Hindu mahasabha, led from the
front, rejenuvated, transformed. He presented the Mahasabha a full-fledged
characterization of Hindu political identity and sole duty. He spelt- out in clear
terms the principles of Hindutva in his presidential addresses he delivered in the
All India Hindu Mahasabha annual conferences in Allahabad (1937), Nagpur
(1938) and Calcutta (1939). Development Mahasabha as a political party reckoning
was based on Savarkar‘s inputs .He infused it with the Supremacist Hindu ideology.
He declared, ‘we Hindus are a Nation by ourselves’. Further explained, by virtue of
our reverence to Punnyabhumi (holy land) we cultivate brotherhood, common
culture, and common history-constitute a nation and that nation Hindusthan is
contiguous with the Indian Sub-continent.( V D. Savarkar, Hindu Rastra, 1112,52).Only those for who India is both ‘fatherland’ and ‘holy land’ belong to the
Hindu Nation. (Hindu Rastra,77) . He further clarified that ‘a religious community
of non-Indian origin fell out-side Hindu nation’. From the stand point of language,
ethnicity, custom and history India’s Muslim , Christians are in disguisable but
they adhere to a faith of non-Indian origin, they constitute minority communities of
the country if they are not hostile to the nation.
By adopting Hindutva as its doctrine Mahasabha no longer remained a
socio-cultural organization it was political expression of Hindu polity. It identified
itself with the National life of Hindudom in its entire entirety, in all its social,
economic, cultural and above all political aspect and pledged to protect and promise
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all that contribute to the freedom, strength and glory of the Hindu nation. (Hindu
Rastra, 87-88).
V D Savarkar ushered in to the All India Hindu Mahasabha more strength and
laurels. The programme and ideology of Mahasabha for the first time distinguished
itself separate from Indian National Congress. By late 1930s, the Mahasabha was a
party of the Hindus supremacist. It promoted militarism and sought to prepare itself
to retaliate in case communal conflicts, advocated co-operation with British
administration in the hope of undermining Muslim League and Congress . Another
reason behind Mahasabha’s opposition to Congress ministry in United Provinces
was to win over the sympathy of landlords and princes towards Mahasabha. The
congress ministry of United Provinces had initiated a policy to end privileges and
powers of landlord and princes therefore they had dissatisfaction.
With the outbreak of Second World War British Government was in
desperate need of political collaborator in India and Mahasabha’s new policy fit
into it. Unlike the Congress, who were sympathetic to British but opposed to
unilateral declaration of participation of India . The Hindu Mahasabha responded
formally to British and British government in India, agreed to support in the
proceedings of the war and revisit the terms and conditions of support once victory
was won and ready to accept Dominion status as an interim step. Savarkar and
Mahasabha decided to extend support in the interest of the Hindus and rejected the
Congress dream of Hindu-Muslim unity. For them Satyagraha and ahimsa are
utopian in nature. They saw an opportunity to Hindus of India by joining defense
services.. They appealed to enlist to the Mahasabha’s newly created ‘National
Militia’ for the purpose of taking part in the defense of India both for internal and
external hostility .On 10th September 1939 Mahasabha Working Committee
thoroughbred agreed that there was ample room for whole hearted cooperation
between India and England in the proceedings of the war. The British reciprocated.
In 1939 Viceroy consulted Indian leaders on war efforts, Savarkar was one of them,
and a proof of Mahasabha’s growing political power. Further in 1940 only three
Indian political leaders were given advance copy of ‘August Offer’, Savarkar as the
President on Hindu Sabha was one of them. The Viceroy of India found a valued
ally in Mahasabha, as the INC warned to lunch mass movement against British rule
and Muslim League adopting Pakisthan demand, was ready to take in Mahasabha
representative on his Executive Council. Coincidentally weeks before the Congress
adopted Quit India resolution J S Srivastav, an important Mahasabha leader of
United Province was named to the Viceroy’s Council. On the nonaccomplishment
of ‘August Offers’ due to non-cooperation of Congress and Muslim League’s strong
demands Mahasabha was disappointed.. They declared that responsive cooperation has been and still, and will be the policy of Mahasabha and has no faith in
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barren non-cooperation. to learn that Savarkar appealed to the public not to join
Congress agitation.
In 1940 Muslim League called for a sovereign federation of Muslim states .
Immediately Hindu Mahasabha appealed to the British government to reject the
illegitimate call and wanted to reaffirm the territorial integrity of India. Mahasabha
made a special appeal to the Governors of Bengal and the Punjab to protect Hindus
minority by using the exclusive right. Also demanded recognition of Mahasabha as
the sole spokesman of India’s Hindu as Congress has never considered representing
Hindu community.
14.10 HINDUMAHASABHA AND QUIT INDIA MOVEMENT
In April Nineteen fourty-two the Mahasabha restated its inclination to assist in the
government. In July the British administration prepared itself for a showdown with
the congress. S P.Srivastav, a Hindu Mahsabha leader named to the Viceroy’s
Council to garner Mahasabha support. Savarkar labelled the Congress Working
Committee’s ‘Quit India’ call a graver threat to the Hindu cause then Khilafat
movement. On the wake of Quit India movement rift and division surfaced with in
Mahasabha leadership. Some members wanted their organization to ally with
Congress. By 1943-44 those rift and division severely impacted the Hindu
mahasabha.
14.11 MAHASABHA AND CRIPPS MISSION
Cripps Mission came with a scheme for immediate party representation on the
Viceroy’s Council and for Indian accession to Dominion status once the war was
won. All political parties opposed Cripps offer but they did so for different reasons.
Mahasabha condemned the newly manufactured right of provincial selfdetermination, charging the British were providing Jinnah with a constitutional
measure to realise Pakisthan. It opposed the partition of India in any shape or form.
It also oppose the post war Constituent Assembly being elected by Provincial
legislatures after fresh election and under communal award. The Mahasabha
rejected the offer but ready to join the government. The negotiation with Muslim
League and Congress failed, the council was not expanded. After failure to join the
council Mahasabha intensified its anti-Pakisthan agitation. ‘Hindusthan for Hindus’
slogan raised and ready to meet in civil war with Muslim. They joined hands with
Sikh Akali Dal.(Leader ,5 April194 quote thesis) 10th May Nineteen Forty-two
was celebrated as anti- Pakisthan Day. Ready to resist British government in case it
sides with Muslim League in pursuance of anti-Hindu policy.
In the wake of rapid advance of Japanese force with the active support of
Azad Hind Force against British India there was an apprehension in the ranks and
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file of British administration. As a damage control measure in July Nineteen Fortytwo Viceroy announced second expansion of his council. Five new members were
taken in, among them J. P Srivastav of Mahasabha was inducted as the head of Civil
Defense Department. British clarified that Council members were chosen on merit
and not as political parties. Srivastav was elevated to Vicero y’s Council and in his
place Pandit Rajnath Kurzru, a prominent Mahasabha member was nominated.
Many Mahasabha members were confused on the issue of mass movement called
by INC. Contradictory opinion emerged with in Mahasabha leadership over its
relation with the British colonial regime, Congress and Muslim League on the wake
of Quit India movement. Bengal Hindu Sabha wanted to strengthen Hindu political
unity but sought to prevent a clash between Muslim, Congress and Mahasabha in
Bengal due to local environment .Bengal Mahasabha condemned the policy of
repression lunched by the British and deplored their action on the peaceful citizen
who had not taken part in the disdurbance.They also demanded immediate release
of national leader from British jail and infavour of negotiation to form a national
government. On the other hand Savarkar was reluctant to support Quit India
movement for two reasons. First the movement was based on wrong cause because
it was to strengthen Congress organization. Second Congress had betrayed Hindu
interest and favored Muslim. This opinion of Savarkar was prompted by Gadhiji’s
statement that he would welcome British transferring power to Muslim League.
In many places of India the social, economic ,political issues acquired distorted
communal form in 1920s and1930s.When communalism was acquiring mass
character, there were impels in the growth of religious associations among both
Hindus and Muslims communities. The drive like The Tabligh (Propaganda) and
Hazim (organization) among Muslims and The Sudhi (purification) and Sangathan
(organization) among Hindus accelerated. The formation and activities of Hindu
Mahasabha and Rastriya Swang Sebak Sangha set a fresh dialogue of inclusion and
exclusion of Hindus. All these paved the way for communal rigidity and concrete
articulation of separatism which manifested in demand for Paksthan, Pakisthan etc.
All these elevated the importance of political associations like Muslim League and
Hindu Mahasabha.
14.12 GADHIJI’S 1943 FAST AND HINDU MAHASABHA
Gandhi undertook twenty one days fast in 1943 to protest against the detention
without charges and violence of the British government during Quit India
movement .In the Bengal assembly S P Mukherjee, a Mahasabha member tabled a
special motion to release Gandhi uncondionally. In February Mahasabha Working
committee urged the government to set aside all political consideration and release
to save the precious life but criticize Gandhi for using fasting as political weapon.
Savarkar also appealed Gandhi to give up fast. However, Jinnah accused Congress
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as ‘black mailing the British and coercing into conceding ‘Hindu Raj’. But neither
Muslim League nor Hindu Mahasabha condemn the British repression of Congress
leaders and workers.

14.13 S P MUKHERJEE ELEVATION TO PRESIDENTHINDUMASABHA
In 1944 Savarkar did not contest. Shyama Prasad Mukherjee became the eventual
successor of Savarkar. Earlier he was an active member of Indian National
Congress and resigned from its membership in the early 1930s.Hejoined Hindu
Mahasabha of Bengal in1939 and became its acting president in the same year. He
became the Finance Minister of Bengal province in1941-43 under A K Fazl ul
Haq’s Progressive Coalition government. He tried to reorganize Mahasabha into
Hindu peoples party allied with the Congress and Muslim League. He faced
opposition for his stand on anti-Hindu Congress and Muslim League. Mukherjee
led Mahasabha to a crushing defeat in 1945 election to Central Legislative and
Council of States, got only 1% votes in the general constituencies. Mahasabha was
not invited to all party conference at Shimla organized by Government of India
in1945 to discuss about interim national government. Perhaps this marked the end
of British patronage of Mahasabha, now the war was over British pushed
Mahasabha aside. One Mahasabha member remarked that the British make a rule to
win the favour of their opponent and ignore those that stood with them in the time
of adversity.(HMS,C-64,item51-53).Mukherjee denounced Wavell Plan as an
conspiracy to ‘Pakistanise the whole of Hindustan’. He saw a prevailing blend of
conspirators working to destroy Hindu Nationalism and urged to resist the
onslaught. Mahsabha Working Committee called for an All India mobilization
against Wavell Plan. It appeal to its members to give up government titles’.1945-46
election thoroughly confirmed that Hindu Mahasabha claim of representing India’s
Hindus was false. Cabinet Mission did not give audience to Mahasabha initially. In
April 1946 Savarkar was back to Mahasabha leadership.
Although Mukherjee accused Congress complicity in Mahasabha’s
exclusion from the Shimla deliberation, but sources confirm that Congress included
Mukherjee’s name in the proposal of Viceroy Council. Later H M Mukherjee and
Maharaja of Burdhwan were elected to constituent assembly on the congress ticket.
The unrestrained proceedings surrounding the independence and partition of British
India brought back, radicalized and further divided Hindu Mahasabha. Jinnah was
hopeful that British would revert to old policy. When no response came he warned
the Prime Minister of Britain that surrender to Congress by British would lead to
dire consequences. He announced the programme of Direct Action to pressurize
British government. The call for Direct Action was specified on 16th August 1946
at Calcutta with a new catchphrase ‘Ladke Lenge Pakisthan’ or ‘we will fight and
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get Pakisthan’. Communal passion was aroused by the Muslim communal groups
with the Bengal’s League’s Ministry remaining indifferent. Hindu communal
elements retaliated resulting in ‘great Calcutta killing’. The Muslim League called
for Direct Action Day on 16th August and Mahasabha and Congress urged the
people to actively defy it .In the atmosphere of communal intense emotion of 194647, the Mahasabha became more aggressive.
14.14 CIRCUMSTANCES LEADING TO PARTITION
The Calcutta killings, the killings of Noakhali, the Bihar riots and the firings on the
rioters brought to surface Mahasbabhists , they demanded for expulsion of Muslims
.To counter League’s Muslim National Guard ,in October Hindusthani National
Guard was promoted in Bengal. L.B. Bhoptakar, the new President of All India
Hindu Mahasabha welcomed the Bengal resourcefulness. It was decided to create
an All India Organization of Hindu National Guard. In the Gorakhpur session of
Mahasabha appeal was made to launch Pan India Hindu Front.
In March Nineteen Fourty-two Hindu Mahasabha took the stand of not to
partition Bengal. Five years later in 1946-47 accepted partition .The Congress
joined with Mukherjee and Bengal Hindu Sabha to secure partition of Bengal.
Outside Bengal Hindu Mahasabha did not support Bengal Mahasabha’s decision of
partition initially. After considerable debate All India Hindu Mahasabha
acknowledged the partition to rescue millions of Hindus and Sikhs from the Muslim
League but wish to make India a powerful Hindu Rastra.
14.15. LET US SUM UP
In a nutshell the focus of this Chapter/ unit was on the birth and emergence
of All India Hindumahasabha in the context of communalism and partition.
Ideology and practices of Hindumahasabha, its transformation, role of the
Mahshabha leaders were discussed in the historical context .Final focus was on the
circumstances leading to partition of India and Pakisthan and role of All India
Hindu Mahasabha.
14.16 KEY WORDS
Ahimsa-Non
AkhilaBharatia
Communalism

:
:
:

Divide and Rule :

Violence
All India
It is an idea by which share the vision of members a
community formed on the basis of religion about
themselves, other communities and nationalism.
A term which refers to British Policy of creating division
in the Indian Society so as to perpetuate their rule in India.
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Direct Action:

Khilafat Movement :

Pir
RastraSanatana
Tazim
Suddhi

:
:
:
:
:

An appeal made by Mohammed Ali Jinnah to the Muslim
of India to observe as Direct Action Day on 16th August
1946 to pressurize British government.
A movement in support of Khalifa ,the spiritual and
political head of Muslims, Gandhi extended support to
garner Hindu-Muslim unity in India.
Muslim Spiritual Leader
Nation.
Eternal – Hindu Spiritual Belief
Organisation.
Purification

14.17 SUGGESTED READING
Chandra Bipin, Mukherjee Mridula et.al.1989, Indian Struggle for Independence,
Penguin, New Delhi.
2000. History of Modern India, Orient Blackswan, New Delhi.
2008. Communalism: A Primer, New Delhi
Chatterjee N C, 1944, Hindu Politics: The Message of the Mahasabha, Collected
Speeches of N C.Chatterjee.
Datar Abbay, 2012, “The Lucknow Pact of 1916: A Second Look at the Congress
– Muslim League Agreement,” Economic and Political
Weekly,XLVII,10.
Desai A R, 1978, Social Background of Indian Nationalism, Popular Prakasan ,
Bombay.
Dixit N. G, Dharamveer B.S. (et.al) Moonje Commemoration Volume, Birth
Centenary,1877-1977.
Golwalkar M S, 1939, We or Our Nationalism Defined,Nagpur,Bharat Prakashan
Keith Meadowcroft, 1999,“From Hindu- Muslim Unity to Hindu Raj”: The
Evolution of the All India Hindu Mahasabha’. M Phil.. thesis
Mill James, 1817, The History of British India,Baldwin,Cradock and Joy, London.
Omprakash, “Rise and Growth of Communalism British India”, Zakir Husain s P. G
College, Delhi University.
Pandey Gyanedra, 1990. The Construction of Communalism in Colonial North
India, Oxford, New Delhi.
Sarkar Sumit, 1983. Modern India: 1885-1947, Macmillan, Delhi.
Savarkar V. D., 1940. Hindu Sangathan: Ideology and Immediate Programme,
Bombay, Hindu Mahasabha Prakashan Office; 1993, The Hindu
Rastra Darshana, Bombay, Veer Savarkar Prakashan.

Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur

27

Thapar Romila, 1990. ‘Communalism and Historical Languages : Some Facets” ,
Social Scientist, XVIII,6/7.
Chatterjee Partha, 1999. Omnibus: Comprising Nationalist Thought and the
Colonial World, Oxford , New Delhi.

UNIT-15: PARTITION AND INDEPENDENCE
Structure
15.0 Objective
15.1 Introduction
15.2. Causes for the growth of separatist tendency among the Muslims
15.3. National Movement during Second World War and formation of
interim government
15.4. Mountbatten Plan
15.5. Independence and Partition
15.6. Let us Sum up
15.7. Check Your Progress
15.8 Suggested Reading

15.0. LEARNING OBJECTIVES
The unit throws a good deal of light on:
 Growth of separatist tendency among the Muslims.
 Progress of National Movement during Second World War and the
formation of interim government.
 Mountbatten plan on Partition
 Independence At and Partition
15.1. INTRODUCTION
With the establishment of Indian National Congress India’s struggle for freedom
started in an organized way. Both Hindus & Muslims had unitedly fought against
the British. The British government was perturbed to know the unprecedented unity
and to protect their rule in India took recourse to political shenanigan to drive a
wedge between the two communities. They encouraged Muslims to form the
Muslim League in 1906 and granted separate electorate for the Muslims by the
Morley-Minto Reforms of 1909. One community was pitted against the other which
created communal bitterness. The policy of divide and rule was given a concrete
shape throughout India’s national movement. The difference between the two
communities becomes so wide that it could not be reconciled. Sir Sayyid Ahmad
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Khan and Muhammad Ali Jinnah aggravated the bitter-relations and demanded a
separate state for Muslims. All efforts to reach at an agreement ended in smoke and
there were wide spread communal riots leading to heavy casualties. The interim
Govt. could not function smoothly due to recalcitrant and aggressive attitude of the
Leaguers. When nothing could work lord Mount Batten put forth his plan which
proposed and prepared the modalities of partition. The Independence Act was
passed by the British Parliament with the approval of the Crown on 18th July 1947.
The country was divided into two parts: India and Pakistan much to the
discomfiture of Congress leaders.
15.2. CAUSES FOR THE GROWTH OF SEPARATIST TENDENCY AMONG
THE MUSLIMS.
The Hindus and the Muslims together had put up a brave fight against the British
during the great revolt of 1857. Yet, differences cropped up between the two
communities. After 1970 the British played the shenanigan of communal politics in
order to destroy the Hindu – Muslim unity. They championed the cause of the
Muslims and deployed every possible means to drive a wedge between Hindus and
Muslims.
The relative backwardness of the Muslims was also responsibble for the
growth of separatist tendency. Muslim upper classes were generally conservative
and averse to modern education. Hence, the number of educated Muslims remained
very small in the country. Modern western thought did not spread among the
Muslim intellectuals who, therefore, remained traditional and backward. The British
Govt. consciously followed a discriminatory policy against the Muslims after 1958,
holding them primarily responsible for the revolt of 1857.
The emergence of militant nationalism in the Indian National Congress also
contributed to separatist trend among the Muslims. When the congress was first
started, it was said that the Congress would not take up any proposal that would
harm the Muslims. But, when some of the militants spoke and wrote with a strong
religious and Hindu tinge, trying to identify Indian culture with Hindu religion even
while favoring Hindu/ Muslim unity, the Muslim response to nationalism become
weak. A large number of educated Muslims either kept themselves away from the
rising nationalist movement or became hostile to it.
Role of Sayyid Ahmad khan laid the foundation of this trend. He was
convinced that the Indian Muslims must make terms with the British both
politically and culturally otherwise they would be outdistanced in the race of
government favour by the Hindus, as had happened in the case of education. As
modern education was essential for the community’s progress, Sayyid Ahmad
became the champion of Western knowledge. The result was the Aligarh Muslim
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University which enabled talented young Muslims to compete in terms with the
Hindus for government service and public life. He was not concerned only with
material things. He wanted to bring about a general reform. In this he was inspired
by the thought that the Muslims of India were a separate people or nation. As soon
as the Congress was formed in 1885, the Sayyid took alarm. The Sayyid thought
that so long as the British rule, there would be no danger to Islam. But the Congress
demand for popular government might end in majority Indian rule which he thought
would be only Hindu rule and the Hindu rule meant the risk of cultural absorption.
The British statesmen of 1870s thought that the safety of the empire in India was
threatened by the rise of the nationalist movement. So they left no stone unturned in
curbing the growth of a united national feeling. They thought that this could easily
be done by encouraging communal tendencies in Indian politics. For this reason,
they posed themselves as champions of the cause of the Muslim. Sayyid Ahmad
Khan and others played in their hands.
The separatist trend among the Muslims may also be attributed to the
manner in which the Indian history was taught in schools and colleges in those
days. The British historians as well as Indian historians described the medieval
period of Indian history as Muslim period and the rule of the Turk-Afghans and
Moguls as Muslim rule and declared that all Muslims were rulers and Hindus as
subjects. They failed to highlight the fact that the Muslim masses were as poor and
oppressed by taxes as the Hindu masses. The Hindu historians projected the
communal view of history, relying on the myth that Indian society and culture had
reached great heights in the ancient period and had decayed during the medieval
period because of the Muslim rule. Such a distorted version of history presented by
the historians spread rapidly through literature and this process culminated in the
steady progress of separatist trend.
A concrete shape and setting to the communal theory was given in December 1906
when the Aga Khan, Nawab Salimulla, of Dhaka and Nawab Mohsinul-Mulk took
the lead in establishing the All India Muslim League. Its objects were to support
whenever possible all measures emanating from the government to protect the cause
and advance the interests of Muslims throughout the country and to counteract the
influence of Indian National Congress. It is therefore not surprising when it
supported the partition of Bengal and opposed the Boycott of British goods and
demanded special safeguards for the Muslims in Govt. service and separate
electorates. The reforms of 1909 conceded to the Muslims practically all that they
needed.
The league came to life again in 1924, when the khilafat Committee ceased to
function. In a meeting held at Lahore in May, 1924 the League laid down some
basic and fundamental principles to be included in any constitution for India
acceptable to the Muslim. Mahammad Ali Jinnah, rejecting the Nehru constitution
of 1928, laid down his famous “fourteen point”, embodying the minimum demands
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of the Muslims. In fact, the Congress and the Muslim League hence forth drifted
further and further apart and held widely divergent views on almost every material
point covering constitutional reforms in India.
Allahabad session of the Muslim League held in December 1930 is
important for Iqbal’s presidential address as it has been looked upon as laying the
foundation of Pakistan. Iqbal did not envisaged a sovereign independent Muslim
state but only contemplated the consolidation of the Muslim North-West India in
one political unit of all India federation. He regarded it as only a territorial solution
to the communal problems. It has been rightly said that if the Sayyid gave India a
sense of separate existence, Iqbal gave it a sense of separate destiny.
The idea of Pakistan first came into existence only in 1933 when a small
group of Muslim students in the Cambridge University led by Rahmat Ali presented
to the joint Parliamentary Committee, a small pamphlet, entitled ‘now or never’
advocating the idea that Muslims were a separate nation and were therefore, entitled
to a separate state in India. His conception was that the Punjab, the N.W.F.P,
Kashmir, Sind and Baluchistan comprised the national home of the Muslims, called
by him Pakistan by taking the initials of the first four and the last part of the fifth.
The Muslim leaders attending the Round Table Conference brushed it aside as a
student’s scheme and considered it chimerical and impracticable.
In the provincial elections held in Feb 1937 the League could not do well. It
could not control the Punjab or Bengal. The gulf between the Congress and the
League steadily increased, the League appointed a special committee under the Raja
of Pirpur. The committee gave a list of the suffering of Muslims under the Congress
rule and declared that no tyranny could be as great as the tyranny of the majority. At
this time Jinnah found himself consigned to outer political darkness by his former
colleagues. So he turned to popular Muslim sentiment for support and found it easy
to arouse. By so doing, he transformed a middle class Muslim nationalist movement
into a popular Muslim resurgence and so laid the political foundation of Pakistan.
He collected reports of alleged Congress oppression and when the Congress
ministers resigned in 1939, he declared a day of deliverance and thanks giving.
From this attitude it was but a step to the formal adoption of Pakistan as the goal of
League endeavour in 1940. Jinnah publicly expressed the view that neither minority
safeguards nor separate electorate could save the Muslims from the Congress rule at
the centre. In January 1940, he declared that the Hindus and Muslims formed two
separate nations. Three months later in the Lahore session (March, 1940) he
declared that the Muslim nation must form a separate independent state. From that
date all attempts at reconciliation between the League and Congress floundered on
this issue of Pakistan.
Many Hindu writers and political workers echoed the ideas and programme
of Muslim communalism since the 1870. A section of Hindu zamindars,
moneylenders and middle class professionals began to kindle anti-Muslim
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sentiments. The role of Hindu Mahasabha has already been mentioned in previous
chapter.
In the ultimate analysis it may be found that the rise of the separatist
tendency was more due to economic backwardness of the country than to any other
factor, much less the religious factor. Due to colonial underdevelopment there was
unemployment on a large scale, causing intense competition for existing jobs.
Short-sighted politicians who thought of only short term remedies such as
reservation of jobs and seats in the legislatures aroused communal passions. To
those looking desperately for such a narrow appeal had a certain immediate
attractions. In this situation the Muslim as well as Hindu communal leaders were
able to achieve success. Many Muslims talked of Muslim nationalism and many
Hindus talked of Hindu nationalism.
15.3

NATIONAL MOVEMENT DURING SECOND WORLD WAR AND
FORMATION OF INTERIM GOVERNMENT

War broke out in September 1939. British government made India to join the
war without taking the opinion of Indians. The Congress demanded to make the
objectives of war clear. Moreover, they also demanded the establishment of an
Indian government in India responsible to the central legislative assembly and the
promise to grant freedom to India as soon as the war was over. The British did not
agree to it. The Congress ministers resigned in all the provinces as a protest and
individual civil disobedience movement was started in 1940 but it was suspended
next year.
In March 1942 the government of England sent Sir Stafford Cripps to India
with some proposals for giving self government to India after the war. But, the
various parties considered his proposals as unsatisfactory and rejected it. The
proposals had not clearly accepted the League’s demand for Pakistan. After the
failure of Cripps Mission, the people felt disappointed and helpless. But Gandhi
created a fresh enthusiasm among the people by initiating Quit India Movement.
The Congress demanded from the British government that they should leave India
forthwith as it was the necessity both for the safety of India and for the success of
the United Nations. If this demand was rejected, the Congress would organize a
mass Civil Disobedience Movement. The Goverment immediately banned Congress
and all the leaders were arrested. The arrest of the leaders provoked a wave of
indignation among the people. Demonstrations were held at many places and people
resorted to the use of violent methods. The struggle continued throughout the
Second World War.
When Lord Wavell’s efforts for settlement between the Hindus and the
Muslims failed, a cabinet delegation was sent which consisted of important
ministers of the British Cabinet. They talked with different political parties. At this
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time the Muslim League spread communal feelings in the country to establish their
case for separate Pakistan. The Cabinet denied it. As the Congress and the League
could not reach at any agreement, the delegation gave their own plan. They
suggested a three tier constitution for India and also recommended the setting up an
Interim Government.
It was felt that though the views of the parties on the making of the new constitution
varied, it was perhaps possible for them to come together on the setting up of an
interim government. The Viceroy, therefore, undertook to pursue the solution of the
issue of forming an Interim Government. But as no agreement was arrived at even
on this issue, he announced his own proposal which the Congress rejected. The
Viceroy also ignored the League’s claim to form government and proceeded to
form a caretaker government composed of officials and got it sworn on July 4.
Soon the Viceroy, realizing the need for the formation of a popular
government to tackle the worsening situation in India renewed his efforts to form
one such government. But the Muslim League refused to join the Interim
Government. Therefore, the viceroy invited Jawaharlal Nehru to form the Interim
Government. The decision of the Viceroy to invite Nehru to form the Interim
Government proved to be the proverbial last straw. Jinnah could not digest the
complete triumph of the Congress.
On August 14, Jinnah issued a statement to explain the purpose of the Direct
Action Day celebrations which were fixed on August 16 by the working committee
of the League. It was proposed to organize meetings and protest rallies to propagate
Muslim demand, to explain the Muslim attitude towards the Cabinet Mission’s
offer, and to condemn the conduct of the Congress and the British who dishonoured
their own pledges. On August 16, a rowdy section in Calcutta went berserk and
killed a number of Hindus.
Their houses and shops were looted and burnt. The Hindus retaliated.
Calcutta witnessed communal riots of the worst type. They League Ministry of
Bengal headed by Suhrawardy, the Governor and the Viceroy failed to take
adequate steps to stop the violence.
The tragedy produced a profound impression. It was not so much the actual
loss of lives and property which mattered, but the spirit of mutual rivalry which
threatened to plunge the country into civil war. Under these conditions, Lord
Wavell, the then Viceroy thought that the best course open to him was to persuade
Nehru to keep in reserve a quota of 5 Muslim Leaguers in his list of members of the
Interim Government. The Congress was to recognize the Muslim League as the
authoritative representative of an overwhelming majority of the Muslims of India.
After much discussion Jinnah decided to nominate five Muslims on behalf o the
Muslim League to be included in the Interior Government.
The coalition cabinet was launched on October 2, at a time when turmoil
was raging in the country. By that time, riots broke out in Noakhali and Tipperah
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districts of Bengal. The Hindus suffered greatly at the hands of the armed Muslims.
The outbreak of violence extinguished any hope of a united India. With the entry of
the Muslim Leaguers in the government, the team spirit of the council disappeared.
The Leaguers repudiated the Principle of collective responsibility.
Prime Minister Atlee announced that the Government of Britain had decided
to effect the transfer of power to responsible Indian hands by June 1948. The Prime
Minister also announced that the Government of England would have to consider to
whom the powers of the central government in British India should be handed over
on the due date, whether as a whole to some form of Central Government for
British India or in some areas to the existing Provincial Government or in such
other way as might seem most reasonable. The Prime Minister’s announcement thus
fixed the deadline by which the British would leave India and also envisaged a
partition of the country. At the same time Lord Wavell was recalled in favour of
Lord Mountbatten who was charged with the preparation of a procedural plan.
Atlee’s statement set at rest all doubts about the intention of the British
Government by declaring a definite date when India would be free from British
control. The congress accepted the essence of the British Government policy
decision and invited the Muslim League representatives to meet the Congress
representatives to consider the new situation and devise the means to meet it. Jinnah
made no response to the invitation of the Congress to a conference. The Muslim
League at once proceeded to take steps to bring under its control the provinces of
the Punjab, N.W.F and Assam which were under non-Muslim League rule. The
result was the prevalence of widespread lawlessness and rioting in the Punjab,
N.W.F.P and Assam.
15.4

LORD MOUNTBATTEN PLAN

Lord Mountbatten immediately plunged into his peremptory duties. He held
discussions with the leaders of political parties and then proceeded. The first draft
plan was ready by the end of April. The draft was formulated by the members of the
Viceroy’s personal staff. G.P. Menon the official Advisor and Reforms
Commissioner of the Government was not involved in it. As the draft plan was
severely criticized, it was abandoned and a new one was prepared. This time its
preparation was entrusted to G.P. Menon: It was approved by Nehru in writing and
by Jinnah verbally. The main provisions of the plan were:
 The work of the existing Constituent Assembly would not be disturbed. But
the constitution framed by the Assembly would not apply to the parts of
India unwilling to accept it.
 In order to ascertain the wishes of the different parts of India, two methods
were suggested as through the existing constituent assembly which would be
joined by the representatives of the dissident parts or
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b) Through separate Constituent Assemblies of the representatives of the
dissident parts.
Regarding the provinces the arrangements would be:
a) Punjab and Bengal – the Legislative Assemblies would be divided
into two sections, one for the members belonging to the Muslim
majority districts and the second for the non-Muslim district. If they
opted for partition of the province each section would join the
Constituent Assembly of its choice.
 The Legislative Assembly of a province would decide which Constituent
Assembly and province would join.
 In the North West Frontier Province, the choice would be exercised
through a referendum of the electors of the legislative assembly.
 A referendum would be held in Sylhet to find out whether Sylhet would
join the Muslim area of Bengal.
 The Governor-General would prescribe the method of ascertaining the will
of the people of Baluchistan.
 There would be elections in the parts of Punjab and Bengal and in Sylhet,
for choosing the representatives to the Constituent Assemblies.
 There would be negotiations
(a) Between the successor governments concerning the central subjects
in regard to the administrative consequence of partition.
(b) Between the successor governments and His Majesty’s government
for treaties in regard to matters arising out of the transfer of power.
(c) Between the parts of the partitioned provinces concerning the
administration of provincial subjects.
So far as the Indian states were concerned the policy contained in the Cabinet
Mission memorandum of May 12, 1946, would apply. It meant that His majesty’s
government would stop exercising the powers of paramountcy and the rights
surrendered by the states to the paramount power would return to the states and that
it would be open to them to enter into political relations with the successor
governments.
Mountbatten’s Plan was received with mixed feelings by the public. The
Hindus and nationalists denounced the vivisection of India. While the Muslims and
the League were not fully satisfied with the truncated and moth-eaten Pakistan. The
Sikhs were not much satisfied. But the Congress and the League accepted it. The
acceptance of the plan by these two parties closed the bitter controversy about the
unity of India. Jinnah had the last laugh. The Congress accepted partition
reluctantly. Freedom was at the door step, but the long cherished dream of Indian
unity lay shattered.
15.5

PARTITION & INDEPENDENCE
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The Congress was divided on the question of partition of India. In view of
the prevailing tension and in order to avoid the large scale bloodbath that might
follow the refusal of the demand for Pakistan, the Congress accepted partition. At
the same time it insisted that only those areas where the influence of the Muslim
League was predominant should be separated from India. It also wanted a plebiscite
to be held in Sylhet district of Assam and North West Frontier province where it felt
that the influence of the League was doubtful. From this it is clear that it accepted
partition not because it agreed to Jinnah’s two nation theory but because of the
unchecked communal riots which took already a heavy toll of human lives. Jinnah
on his part wanted that one – third of India should be separated from India to form
Pakistan, since that alone would be in proportion to Muslim population in India. But
he had to yield due to the pressure of Mountbatten
Soon after winning the acceptance of the chief parties in India for his plan,
Mount Batten proceeded immediately to implement his plan. His first task was to
ascertain the wishes of the provincial legislatures. In Bengal, the provincial
legislative assembly voted in favor of joining a new Constituent Assembly. Then
the members from non-Muslim majority areas of West Bengal decided that the
province should be partitioned and that West Bengal should join the existing
Constituent Assembly. The members from the Muslim majority areas of East
Bengal decided that Bengal should not be partitioned and east Bengal should join a
new Constituent Assembly and that Sylhet should be amalgamated with that
province.
The Punjab Legislative Assembly decided to join a new Constituent
Assembly. So the members of the non-Muslim majority areas of East Punjab
decided that the province should be partitioned and that east Punjab should join the
existing Indian Constituent Assembly. The members of the Muslim-majority areas
of West Punjab decided that Punjab should not be partitioned. The partition of
Punjab and Bengal was effected by the commission appointed by the British
government. The Sindh Legislative Assembly decided to join a new Constituent
Assembly. Baluchistan decided to join the new Constituent Assembly. Sylhet voted
in favour of joining East Bengal. In North West Frontier province, the khan brothers
proposed that people should have the choice to vote for an independent Pathanistan.
The proposal was turned down. There-upon, the khan brothers boycotted the
referendum. Thus East Bengal, West Punjab, Sind, Baluchistan and North-WestFrontier Province voted for Pakistan. Later, fresh elections were held in Sylhet, in
West and East Bengal and in West and East Punjab for the election of
representatives to the respective Constituent Assemblies. As there was no change in
the boundaries of NWFP, Baluchistan and Sindh, they were merely to be transferred
to the new Constituent Assembly.
Once the partition had been decided upon, steps were taken by the British
government to prepare a draft of the Indian Independence Bill. The Viceroy
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discussed the Bill with the Indian leaders which was rather unusual. Their
comments were taken into account in the final revision of the Bill. The chief
provisions of the Bill are as follow:
Two independent dominions called as India and Pakistan were to be set up
from 15th August, 1947. Pakistan was to consist of Sind, British Baluchistan,
NWFP, West Punjab and East Bengal. For each of the dominions there was to be a
Governor-General appointed by the British Crown. The Bill provided for
appointment of one common Governor General if both the dominions agreed. The
Governor General would represent the British Crown for the purposes of the
Government of the dominion. The jurisdiction of British Parliament over India
would cease to have any responsibility of the Government. Between the British
government and the rulers of Indian states or any authority in tribal areas would
lapse on that day. The word’s Emperor of India should be omitted from the royal
titles. The existing central legislative assembly and the council of state would be
automatically dissolved and the Constituent Assembly in each dominion should
exercise their powers till the constitution was made. The office of Secretary of State
and his advisers were abolished. Affairs relating to the dominions were to be
conducted in future by the Secretary of Commonwealth Relations Department.
Provision was made for safe guarding the interests of officers in India appointed by
the Secretary of State. The Indian army was to be divided between the two
dominions which would exercise authority over them.
The Bill was introduced in the House of Commons on July 4, 1947 and was
passed without any amendment on 15th July by the House of commons and on 16th
July by the House of Lords. It received royal assent on 18th July. On 15thAugsut,
1947 the two hundred years old British rule ended. Lord Mountbatten was
appointed the Governor –General of India. For Pakistan, Jinnah was chosen as
Governor-General. To deal with various matters connected with the partition, a
Partition Council was set up. Arbitral Tribunal was set up to sort out problems
which could not be solved by the Partition Council. Two Boundary Commissions
under the Chairmanship of Cyril Radcliffe were set up, one for the partition of
Bengal and separation of sylhet from Assam and the other for the partition of
Punjab.
The problem of the Indian states was settled quite amicably except in a few
cases. The rulers of all the states geographically contiguous to India with the
exception of Hyderabad, Junagarh, one or two states in Kathiawar and Kashmir
signed the Instrument of Accession before Augut15,1947.
On August 14th, Pakistan become a dominion. Jinnah was sworn in as
Governor General. In India the Constituency Assembly met in Delhi on the night of
14th August. It appointed Mountbatten as governor – general. Mountbatten was
sworn in on the next morning. J.L. Nehru became the head of a new Cabinet. Thus,
India at last achieved her freedom.
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15.6

LET US SUM UP

An overview of this unit enables us to know how communal bitterness
developed between the Hindus and the Muslims. The unit also makes a close study
of the role of the British Government in keeping the two communities apart Sir
Sayyid Ahmad Khan and M.A. Jinnah also find place in this unit for their
aggressive separatist tendency. Throughout the national movement the bogey of
communal question stood as an insurmountable hurdle to reach at an agreed
solution. The bitter experience of Congress leaders in Interim Government and the
sporadic communal flares convinced the Congress leaders as well as the British
authorities that reconciliation was not possible. Lord Mount Batten prepared a plan
on partition which was endorsed by both Congress and the Muslim League. On 15th
August,1947, India achieved freedom by the Indian Independence Act. Though the
Indian National Congress succeeded in wresting power from the British it paid
dearly in the form of division of the country into two parts Indian and Pakistan.
15.7.1 CHECK YOUR PROGRESS
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
15.7

When was Muslim – League established?
What was Aligarh Movement?
Who coined the term Pakistan?
Why was Lahore Session of Muslim League in 1940 important?
Why did Interim Government fail to function smoothly?
When the Indian Independence Bill did receive Royal Assent.?
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16.0

LEARNING OBJECTIVES:

After reading this unit the learner will know about the
 Growth of democratic ideas in India
 Constitutional development
 Formation of Constituent Assembly
 Drafting of the new constituent for free India.
16.1

INTRODUCTION

The new constitution of Indian came into force on 26th January 1950. It was
on this date 20 years earlier that the Indian National Congress at its Lahore Session
had passed the resolution that the aim of freedom movement was complete
independence. An elected Constituent Assembly framed the constitution to establish
a democratic form of government based on the ideals of liberty, equality, fraternity
and justice for which the people of India had fought tooth and nail with the British
all through their struggle for freedom, The task of framing the constitution was a
daunting one as the framers had a tough time to accommodate in it the hopes and
aspirations of a diverse community. After prolongeddiscussions, deliberations,
criticism and debates on various provisions of the Draft Constitution in an
atmosphere of order and freedom the Constituent Assembly finalised the shape and
contours of the constitution which governs independent India.
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16.2

GROWTH OF DEMOCRATIC IDEAS

The origin of the process of making the Indian constitution can be found in the
struggle for freedom from British rule and in the movements for responsible and
constitutional government in the princely states. The demand for constitutional
reforms by the Indian National Congress popularised among the people the
democratic ideas like parliamentary democracy, republicanism, civil liberties, social
and economic justice etc. The spirit of democracy also found its expression in
widespread mass participation in the freedom struggle. By the end of the second
decade of the 20th century, the national movement started espousing the doctrine of
self-determination i.e., the right of Indians to frame their own constitution. In 1918,
the congress session at Delhi, encouraged by the declaration of WoodrowWilson
and LloydGeorge, formally demanded the application of self- determination to
India, treating India as one of the progressive nations of the world. The mass
movements and subsequent deliberations with the British culminated in the
establishment of democracy in free India.
16.3

CONSTITUTIONAL DEVELOPMENT & DEMAND FOR A
CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY

The Pro-British scholars claim that the Indian constitution was merely the
result of the series of constitutional initiatives taken by the British government i.e.
The India Council Act of 1861, the Govt.of India Act of 1909, the Govt. of India
Act of 1919 and the Govt. of India Act 1935 and other constitutional proposals. The
India Nationalists rejected the claim in view of the fact that the concessions given at
every stage fell for short of the Indian demands. It is argued that if the markers of
the Indian constitution did not feel the need of renouncing the constitutional legacy
of pre-independence period at the time of the writing of the constitution, it was
because they thought that, that was their own legacy for which they had fought and
made many sacrifices. Therefore, they borrowed heavily from the Govt. of India
Act 1935. No wonder, they freely rejected what was not suitable in the old and
added much that was new without having any hesitation to retain what was of
immense importance.
The Indian Council Act of 1861 introduced a popular element. It created Imperial
Legislative Council. Similar Legislative Councils were to be established in
provinces. It was a progressive step towards legislative decentralisation. It laid the
foundation of Indian legislature and marked the beginning of representations of
Indians in legislative councils. The Act also laid the foundations of the system of
administration in India which lasted till the end of the British rule in India.
However, the Act did not establish legislative councils in the real sense of the term.
Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur

40

They were merely deliberative bodies and enjoyed no power to criticise the
administration or call for information. Their scope was restricted to legislation
alone. Though the Act associated the non-official members with the legislative
councils, the official members continued to enjoy a predominant position. The
general character of the government of India still remained autocratic.
The Indian Council Act of 1892:
The act exclusively dealt with Legislative Councils in India; additional members in
Central Legislature to be raised from 10 to 16; two-fifth of total members to be nonofficial; Council to have right to discuss budget and ask questions on matters of
public importance and some members to be elected indirectly. The Act of 1892
proved to be a landmark in the constitutional development of India. Due to the
widened function of the legislatures, the Act of 1892 was undoubtedly an advance
on the Act of 1861. Although the members could not out vote the official majority
yet they had the right to unfold their differences and to give a publicity to their
grievances. For the first time the elective principle was accepted and introduced by
the Act of 1892.
The spread of western education made Indian people politically more conscious.
Now the Indian Council Act of 1892 could not satisfy them, as a result of which
they were clamouring for some more reforms. The policy of repression and
imperialism followed by Curzon had caused a great political unrest and
discontentment in the country. The British government thought of winning over
Moderatesand Muslims to its own side in order to buttress the authority of British
bureaucracy. The Indian Councils Act of 1909 also known as Minto-Morley
Reforms raised the additional members to the maximum of 60; Satyendra Sinha
was appointed member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council; number of increased in
Provincial Executive Councils; worst of all the Act provided separate electorates for
Muslims. No doubt, the Act of 1909 gave to the people of the country the shadow
rather than the substances but despite all drawback the Act was a definite advance
on the Act of 1892. It was a step forward towards the responsible association of
elected Indians with the administration. It gave recognition to elective principle as
the basis of the composition of Legislative councils for the first time. The Indian
members got a platform to ventilate their grievances. The enlargement of the size of
legislatures set the ball rolling of increasing demand for complete Indianisation of
legislatures.
The Government of India Act, 1919 popularly known as Montague Chelmsford
Reforms declared that the policy of His Majesty’s government was to associate
Indians in all branches of administration and in self governing institutions with a
view to progressive realisation of responsible government in British India as an
integral part of the British Empire. Subjects of administration were divided into two
categories Central and Provincial. Subjects of all India importance like Railway,
finance etc. was brought under the category of Central while matters primarily
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related to the administration of the provinces were classified as provincial. Dyarchy
was introduced in provinces. The Provincial subjects of administration were to be
divided in to two categories Transferredand Reserved subjects. The transferred
subjects were to be administered by the Governor with the help ministers
responsible to the Legislative Council. The reserved subjects were to be
administered by the Governor and his Executive Council without any responsibility
to the Legislature. Indian Legislature became bicameral, for the first time.
Meanwhile, Motilal Nehru initiated a resolution in the Central Legislative
Assembly urging the government to summon a representative of Round Table
Conference to recommend the scheme of the constitution of India. A newly elected
Indian Legislature was to ratify the scheme before it was sent to British Parliament
to be embodied in a statute. This was the first time that the demand for a
constitution and the modalities for its adoption were spelt out categorically. This
resolution, also called the ‘National Demand’, was passed by a large majority in the
Central Legislative Assembly.
Rejecting the NationalDemand, the British appointed the SimonCommission
in 1927,as envisaged by the 1919 Act, to recommend further constitutional changes.
Since none of the members of the commission was an Indian,the move was
condemned by all section of political opinion in India. The situation was further
aggravated when the Secretary of State for India, Linlithgow, threw an open
challenge for the Indians to prepare a constitution which would be acceptable to all
section of Indian populace. Accepting the challenge, the Indian National congress
appointed a committee under the chairmanship of Motilal Nehru to draft a
constitution. The Nehru Report of 1928 was in effect an outline of a draft
constitution of India. Interestingly, most of the features of Nehru Report were later
included in Indian Constitution. Out of the nineteen rights listed in the Nehru
Report, ten were incorporated into the constitution.
The Nehru Report was followed by the boycott of the Simon Commission
and mass demonstrations with the slogan ‘Simon go back’. In its wake mass Civil
Disobedience Movement was launched in 1930. All these developments made the
British realise that Indians were not going to be satisfied with anything short of the
right to frame their own constitution. The idea that the constitution should be
framed by a ConstituentAssembly elected for this specific purpose on the basis of
the widest possible franchise began to gain ground. M.N. Roy was the first.The
congress working committee rejected the White Paper presented by the British
Govt. in 1935 on further constitutional reforms. Further, it resolved that the only
satisfactory alternative to the White Paper is a constitution drawn up by a
Constituent Assembly elected on the basis of adult suffrage.
The Government of India Act,1935 prescribed a Federation, taking the
provinces and the Indian states as units. But it was optional for the Indian states to
join the Federation; and since the rulers of the Indian states never gave their
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consent, the Federation envisaged by the Act of 1935 never came into being. The
Act provided for provincial autonomy. It also introduced dyarchy at the Centre.
The Act of 1935 made a three-fold division of legislative powers. Federal list,
Provincial list and Concurrent list. The residuary power to be vested in Governor
General.
The demand for a Constituent Assembly found a place in the Congress
manifesto for 1936-37 elections. The Congress Working Committee also sent a
draft resolution to all the Congress- ruled provinces and got it passed. The draft
resolution, drafted by Acharya Kriplani, demanded the replacement of Govt. of
India Act of 1935 by a constitution for a free India framed by a Constitution
Assembly elected on the basis of adult franchise. The Haripur Session of the
Congress repeated the same demand in 1938. In 1939, the Congress ministries
while resigning in protest against their being made a party to the second world war
without eliciting their opinion, passed resolutions in the legislative assemblies,
asserting the right of India to frame her own constitution.
Viceroy Lord Linlithgow made an announcement on 8th August 1940 which
came to be known as “August offer”. The offer conceded that the framing of the
new constitution should be primarily the responsibility of Indian themselves. It also
offered to set up a body of representatives of the principal elements in the India’s
life to devise the framework of the new constitution. However, this was to be
fruitioned after the war came to an end. Due to international pressure to grant self
govt. to India, the British govt. appointed Sir Stafford Crips to resolve the
constitutional deadlock. For the first time, the procedure for the setting up the
Constituent Assembly was laid down in the Cripps proposal. It was declared that a
constitution making body consisting of elected representatives from British India
and representatives of the Indian states was to be setup as soon as the war was over.
Further, it was clearly accepted that the making of the constitution would be the
sole responsibility of Indians alone. The ‘Quit India’ resolution of Indian National
Congress, passed on 8th August, 1942, also stated that the provisional government
of free India would evolve a scheme for a Constituent Assembly. The labour govt.
formed in 1945 also promised to convene a constitution –making body as soon as
possible.
The labour govt. sent the Cabinet Mission to negotiate with Indian leaders
for transfer of power. The Mission promised complete independence, a three-tier
system of Govt. and a Constituent Assembly. The Mission failed on the question of
the three-tier system. However, the ConstituentAssembly came into being and the
national govt. was formed in 1946. The MuslimLeague boycotted both. Later on,
with the persuasion of Lord Wavell, it joined the national govt but not the
Assembly. It carried on the struggle for Pakistan from inside this national govt.
The Cabinet Mission Scheme proposed that the Constituent Assembly after
meeting to elect the chairman and complete other formalities should divide into A,
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B and C sections. A consisting of Hindu majority provinces, B and C of Muslim
majority provinces. The provincial representatives were to decide first the
constitution of the constituent provinces and also whether they wanted to adopt any
group constitution. It was only after this process had been completed that the
representatives of all the provinces and those of the princely sates were to meet
again to settle the constitution of the Union.
16.4 FORMATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL ASSEMBLY
The elections of the Constituent Assembly were held in July 1946. The
Muslim League captured 73 out of 78 seats reserved for the Muslims while the
Indian National Congress won 202 out of 210 general seats. Though the Cabinet
Mission plan had provided representation only to the Sikhs, Muslims and Hindus,
the CongressParty included representatives of Christians,Anglo Indian, backward
classes, women and Parsees. Care was taken to include in its list the very best talent
available in the country. There were former members of the viceroy’s executive
council, ex-members of central and legislatures, eminent jurists, lawyers,
educationalists, industrial and business magnates, representative of working class
andmembers of the medical profession. Many of her men of repute, such as Dr. S.
Radhakrishnan, Alladi Krishna Swami Ayyar, H.C. Mukherjee, N.
GopalswamiAayangar and T.T. Krishnamachari were also there. Thus, there were
people of all views and shades of opinion, ranks and ideologies and profession and
traits. The domineering role and influence was, however, of the Congress men and
women.
The Muslim League was opposed to the formation of the Constituent
Assembly at every stage. It unsuccessfully tried to prevent the election of the
ConstituentAssembly. Having failed in its effort, the Muslim League now
concentrated its energies on refusing to join its deliberations. When all efforts to
persuade the Muslim League members to join the deliberations of the Constituent
Assembly failed, Nehru decided to convene the first session of the Constituent
Assembly on 9th December 1946. Sachidanand Sinha was nominated the
provisional president.
16.5: WORKING OF THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY
The Constituent Assembly began its first session on 9th December 1946.
Two hundred seven (207) members attended. The Muslim League refused to join its
deliberations. Rajendra Prasad was elected the permanent Chairman, an office later
designated as President of the Constituent Assembly. On 13th December, Nehru
moved the famous Objective Resolution. The objective was declared to be the
creation of a Sovereign Democratic Republic for India. The Constituent Assembly
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appointed thirteen important committees for framing the constitution. The work of
making the constitution was organised in five stages; first, committees were asked
to present reports on basic issues; second, B.N. Rau, the constitutional adviser,
prepared an initial draft on the basis of the reports and his own research into the
constitutions of other countries; third, the drafting committee chaired by Dr. B.R.
Ambedkar, presented a detail draft constitution which was published for public
discussion and comments; fourth, the draft constitution was discussed and
amendments proposed; fifth, the constitution was adopted. Sardar Patel played a
decisive role in bringing in the representatives of the erstwhile Princely States into
the Constituent Assembly.
After nearly three years, the Constituent Assembly finally adopted the
constitution on 26th November, 1949 and this came into force on 26th January 1950
when India was declared a Republic.
16.6 LET US SUM UP
In this unit an attempt has been made to understand how democratic ideas grew
among the Indians during their struggle for freedom from the British rule. A brief
survey of constitutional development till the independence also finds a place in this
work. Indian demand for the appointment of a democratically elected Constituent
Assembly to frame a constitution for India and how the British dilly-dallied have
been vividly discussed. Eventually, on the recommendation of the Cabinet Mission
Plan appointed in 1946, themuch-awaitedConstituent Assembly was constituted.
However, the Muslim League filibustered at every stage and finally refused to join.
After prolonged deliberations and discussions on the pros and cons of various
provisions, the constitution was given the final shape by a Drafting Committee
chaired by Dr. B.R. Ambedkar. The new constitution was adopted on 26th
November 1946 and came into force on 26th January 1950 declaring India a
sovereign, socialist, democratic republic.
16.7: KEYWORDS
Self-Determination
White paper
National Demand

August offer

Right of a nation to frame its own constitution.
Government paper presented by the British in 1934
on further constitutional reforms.
A resolution initiated by Motilal Nehru in Central
Legislative Assembly specifying the demand for a
constitution and the modalities for its adoption.
Announcement of Viceroy Lord Linlithgow made on
8th August, 1940 regarding the framing of a new
constitution by the Indians after the second world
War was over.
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Objective Resolution

A resolution moved by J.L. Nehru in Constituent
Assembly on 13th December, 1946 which aimed at
the creation of a Sovereign. Democratic republic for
India.

16.8: CHECK YOUR PROGRESS
1. When did the Indian National Congress formally demand the application of
self – determination to India?
Ans: -4.2
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
2. Why did the Indians oppose the appointment of Simon Commission in
1927?
Ans: -4.3
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
3. When was the first session of the constituent Assembly convened? Who
was nominated its provisional president?
Ans: -4.4
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
4. Who presided over the Drafting Committee?
Ans: -4.5
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
5. When was the new constitution of India adopted?
Ans: -4.5
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
...................................................................................................
16.9 SUGGESTED READING
1. P.E. Roberts: History of India, oxford union, press, New Delhi: 1983.
2. R.C. Majumdar, H.C Raychandhuri, Kalikinkar Datta: An advanced
History of India, Macmillan, New Delhi: 2000.
Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur

46

3. B.L. Grover, S. Grover:a New Look on modern Indian History, S. Chand &
Company, New Delhi: 1988.
4. N.S. Bose:the Indian National Movement outline, Firma KLM Private Ltd.
Calcutta: 1994.
5. Sumit Sarkar:Modern India – 1885-1947,
a. Macmillan India Ltd. Madras: 1996.
6. Bipan Chandra: Communalism in Modern India, Vikas Publishing House,
Delhi: 1996.
7. Rajendra Prasad: India Divided, Bombay: 1947.

Odisha State Open University, Sambalpur

47

