Challenges of Nation Building I-fiur &t gifaar

>The first few years in the » 319 fégw & IEIC S

life of independent India
were full of challenges.
Some of the most
pressing ones concerned
national unity and
territorial integrity of
India. We begin the story
of politics in India since
Independence by looking
at how three of these
challenges of
nationbuilding were
successfully negotiated
In the first decade after
1947.
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Challenges of Nation Building Tse—fmfur &1 gHtfaar

>»Freedom came with
Partition, which resulted in
large scale violence and
displacement and

challenged the very idea of

a secular India.

»The integration of the
princely states into the

Indian union needed urgent

resolution.

> The internal boundaries of
the country needed to be
drawn afresh to meet the
aspirations of the people
who spoke different
languages.

> IeTst faeft wifd 391 &1
deqrT |l g3 9eaR oh HRUT
¥ YA W fear g3; o

fazenfua gul 39 w21 @
& RAd 1 IROMT W &l

3 A ot e

>3dl famgal &t 9Ra 99 o
IS HH HT AT LA &
ST TS oA

>33 oh fafa= &= o < &l
IO 73T oY | & <l
RIS T G W@ gU
29T 1 AEAT @ fwe
g dF ST i)




Challenges of Nation Building I-fiur &t gifaar

Challeng for the new
nation

At the hour of midnight on
14-15 August 1947, India
attained independence.
Jawaharlal Nehru, the first
Prime Minister of free
India, addressed a special
session of the Constituent
Assembly that night. This
was the famous ‘tryst with
destiny’ speech that you
are familiar with.
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This was the moment Indians feS&IM st Sdl SHT &19T skt Ydlel
had been waiting for. You have 3 @&t ot atqa sfaera &1
read in your history textbooks WI'W g e ¥ Br aur

that there were many voices in . . .
our national movement. But RISt TSR " &g AT

there were two goals almost  Sd& &if| S8, T ol W el
everyone agreed upon: one, HeUld oi—9gdl 91d 98 o 3!

that after Independence, we & o€ 297 T IMYT lishdirTeh

shall run our country through
democratic government; and % SR = S SR

two, that the government will 384 I8 & T&R SEED ‘W} £ .
be run for the good of all, faq &/ ST 39 e @ That

particularly the poor and the 3k sl &1 G TATA &

socially disadvantaged groups. STE| 397 316 SR & T o

Now that the country was sk . :
MR ¥ I8 39 9uAl <l

independent, the time had
come to realise the promise of MR T 1 oo T AT T
freedom.
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This was not going to be
easy. India was born in
very difficult

other country by then was
born in a situation more
difficult than that of India
in 1947. Freedom came
with the partition of the
country.
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The year 1947 was a year 91 1947 &1 Uld 39dyd fedr
of unprecedented violence 3\t fatage &1 A FT 9
and trauma of ol 3TTTS %WH G| 33'1
displacement. It was in this yfifeufiat ® o sgfay @eat
fitduation that independent F Tfga F@ F A TS S
ndia started on its journey R

St AEE o 39 IUA-YUd

to achieve several o .
objectives. Yet the turmoil R T o gaR Adet &1 @

that accompanied 39 91 9 &l 9l fh I8 T

independence did not T gHifaat st T9ue # 2
make our leaders lose

sight of the multiple

challenges that faced the

new nation.
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>Three Challenges > i A
T dR W 9Rd & AR 1 e &l

Broadly, independent India faced ‘fﬁm off1 el it o ﬂ"ﬁ?ﬁ
three kinds of challenges. The 3> C e diehlice
Thdl & g3 H 949 Tk TH 9Rd &l

first and the immediate challenge .
was to shape a nation that was Ted H oft foud Wit e @t 9

united, yet accommodative of the fafauaett & fae sFre 811 ARG ST
diversity in our society. India was STT$R iR fafaum & freht weRw &

a land of continental size and IS AT I8l A3 dicdl dSiad arel
diversity. Its people spoke AT 9, SRl GEhd e o AR a
different languages and followed s - arem vt o eI 9 3@ =
different cultures and religions. gk 4w 3=t oM <1 @1 o1 7% PR kil
believed that a country full of ) S

such kinds of diversity could not ) ) .
remain together for long. The T A % T H G I8 AWIhT Th

partition of the country appeared % 9 99 difad g3 %l 9Rd oh "ias

to prove everyone’s worst fears. l @& THR waer @€ o
There were serious questions
about the future of India:
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Would India survive as a
unified country? Would it
do so by emphasising
national unity at the cost
of every other objective?
Would it mean rejecting all
regional and sub-national
identities? And there was
an urgent question: How
was integration of the
territory of India to be
achieved?

I IR Ush & qMOM? =41 Tl
% o fau ara fath I
Tehdl ! o0 T a9 SN AR
21 3R arehl oA i faernsifa
2 2?2 B T8 # ' AN 3R
3Y-&A UgA il @S
f<ar Sem? 39 99d 1 994
e IR o1 g3 Tsh Hard
I8 o o foh 9RA &t &F
Eedl ® Ha Ffga fwar sm?
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>The second challenge was to  »>TE{ THtdl cliha &l HEH &
establish democracy. You have I3 off) a9 9yrdg ofay o (R o
already studied the Indian : .
Constitution. You know that the ‘Eﬁ #l W T €1 3 G":Ia e W
Constitution granted gfayuq # difas Afusrl &1 TR <
fundamental rights and T 2 3R & Arfi &t gdeE 6l
extended the right to vote to iR foar T 21 9Rd 3 99

every citizen. India adopted
representative democracy RMET R SR FidH e

based on the parliamentary dlehda ohl 9Tl 39 fagivarstt 9@
form of government. These I8 91 giHf¥=a 8 18 o dihaitAs
features ensure that the 3l o HiaX TsHIfdeh ehlaat B
political competition would A . NN

take place in a democratic dlshds & HTAH HH o few
framework. A democratic Alhdiftser Gfaum S gl @ afeq

constitution is necessary but 7 W & FToRt A& wan A T
not sufficient for establishing a Tt o} fr ;ﬁ%['
yH 9 "o @rd

democracy. The challengewas = ' .
to develop democratic AlhdifAsh FdeR-add 9 H§ 3TJ|

practices in accordance with

tha Canctitirlian
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»>The third challenge was to  »>dadt gHIdl oft ©@ fasr =1
ensure the development and f5gg TR S 61 Hal gl 8 A

wellbeing of the entire -
society and not only of some fe T T qaHl FN W A W A

sections. Here again the gfay 9 98 919 9 b TR
Constitution clearly laid off foh Oaah Y UMl ohT 99
down the principle of fpan ST atk g ®9 9 gfad
equality and special : P

protection to socially W.am mﬁfﬁﬁ_.“'@'“q‘
disadvantaged groups and  3T°9H&EI S TS i faeis gram <
religious and cultural SW| gfayE 1 ‘TS o Aifa-Fe s
communities. The fagidl’ o Sfald Aieh-Hedrol oh 3
Constitution also set out in . :
the Directive Principles of 93 @1 ol ¥ &Y faam on fore
State Policy the welfare SHITT st ST& qU T AMisy) 34
goals that democratic et Al snfefe fasera aon s

politics must achieve. The 5 o & fort TIOR ifaa &1

real challenge now was to \  a
dIR HE &1

evolve effective policies for
aconoamiec davelanmaeant and
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> Partition: displacement and > fasem : fazemu iR qHalg

rehabilitation 14-15 3T 1947 &l TH &l dfesd I
On 14-15 August 1947, not one but o _gqrg 3k TIfewFA—sfaa 7 amu T
two nation-states came into ‘1"6[‘34137[' & SRl gan; fafew gfean =t ‘wRa’

existence - India and Pakistan. This . . e
was a result of ‘partition’, the division SR ‘uifereae’ & w9 # die fen wm s

of British India into India and gfdem™@ &1 USSRl R 3IW USHIde SR
Pakistan. The drawing of the border 3 §R # uygr @ 9% HaE®Y I <90 o
demarcating the territory of each - AT % i‘@lﬁ%ﬁr FQ gu Hra-Yen @9 <
country marked the culmination of T of ST ¥ o fagtd’ 9 A

political developments that you have )
read about in the history textbooks. ot 30 fagld & SIUR YRa f&Et & HW @

According to the ‘two-nation theory’ =&t sfew ‘f&g’ i ‘quemM’' ™ ®t I =4t
advanced by the Muslim League, T 27 o1 AN 3 SR YR ot 3 qEemEEl

India consisted of not one but two >
‘people’, Hindus and Muslims. That is % fae o st Jw A WEwE FT AT H

why it demanded Pakistan, a w0 7 ‘fg-Tee fagra’ qon e &t A
separate country for the Muslims. %1 fatty fwan d=@™, 99 1940 & <I&
The Congress opposed this theory USHITas A 9¢ e d€ard 31U w09 AR
and thT delmancll cflor Plakistan. But ufeem 1 & g TeEifas gfreral Qo
several political developments in )

fafegr-vma =1 syfieet Sk € Al &1 SR @

1940s, the political competition .
between the Congress and the TatStad, iR &l AT °H <l TR

Muslim League and the British role
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>Process of Partition

Thus it was decided that

two countries, ‘India’ and
‘Pakistan’. Such a division

also very difficult to decide
and to implement. It was
decided to follow the
principle of religious
majorities. This basically
means that areas where the
Muslims were in majority
would make up the territory
of Pakistan. The rest was to
stay with India.

thaer g3 f o9 a for@ s-wm
what was till then known as &t ‘sfear’ &b AW © SMAT €T o1
‘India’ would be divided into 39 ‘9’ 3R ‘uifs=rE’ 99 5 g
29 o & «ie < smom Ts
was not only very painful, but fa9SH <8919 @ o1 €1, 39 W

haell T 3R 3Ma W A 3R

Sl

e o1l aF fear & fo gaifde

U il fA9rSE &1 YR S =T
ST 39k A 98 o fo o=

2«

%l H YHHM dgaeds o d

<«

& ‘qifpea’ o -9 BN SR

Y fed ‘ ara’ S
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>The idea might appear simple, but >38 914 =€l 3MEA M Usdl @ dfed 3@ o
it presented all kinds of 3OH &s e &t feapd ol gl aa df I8
difficulties. First of all, there was ¢y 5wy sfear’ & #I1S tH W gele T e
no single belt of Muslim majority : : .

o BT UH g5 &TS 8l T8 T sl 9

areas in British India. There were , ’
two areas of concentration, one in ¢! YUl i MGl SAGT 21| Teh gedTehl

the west and one in the east. qfy=m d of at gEN sl qd |1 TET g
There was no way these two parts @1 7 o f& 37 <=1 3ol 1 SNEHL ThH
could be joined. So it was decided suE %t fean wu) 38 @ gU Shyen g3n fo
that the new country, Pakistan, qifeaE ® < solds I |1 ar afvat

will comprise two territories, West 0
and East Pakistan separated by a wihEH SR qofl e qen $h i |

long expanse of Indian territory. AT ¥-AF &1 T 991 fowr @ gad o«

Secondly, not all Muslim majority ¥8 % HRM-gd & 3ol Ufh&E H SH 6kl

areas wanted to be in Pakistan. TSt @, Tar «ft &Y o @M A TFRR @M
Khan Abdul Gaffar Khan, the gfy=miR g & ffdare 39 9 399t
undisputed leader of the North gfafs ‘wiaiq T’ & w9 F o sk 3§ ‘fe-uw
Western Frontier Province and Fee” : - 3 |
known as ‘Frontier Gandhi’, was % THA F oI g,

staunchly opposed to the two- SaT @1 SFRE! w T R afreda dema’

nation theory. Eventually, his & UifpeaE | Infae AF fer=n m@m

voice was simply ignored and the
NWFP was made to merge with
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>The third problem was that  >dad guen iR ot fame o ‘fafew
two of the Muslim majority —gfear’ o Yfeem-agd 9id 99 3R

provinces of British India, . . N .
Punjab and Bengal, had very e § 3 fedd agEes IR-Hiem

large areas where the non- et aret o1 T8 ® thyen gan o &
Muslims were in majority. S gTdl ® ot dear gifife Sga©Ihl
Eventually it was decided that F YR W ahm &R g el st
these two provinces would be \

399 f9d WX o qRmEfieh gciah i

bifurcated according to the
religious majority at the district ¥R AMI ST 14-15 X 1947 i

or even lower level. This ey d 98 Shaell &l 8 91T o0l

decision could not be made by
the midnight of 14-15 August. < oo I8 g3l b st o fA

It meant that a large number of 9% 31;."—";. SN DT adl :'ggr o fh
people did not know on the day ¥Rd ® & a1 Tifh&ad o1 996 3R
of Independence whether they CUIGRE Y a‘"gam faarsEa & 999 921

were in India or in Pakistan. T g
The Partition of these two [l

provinces caused the deepest
trauma of Partition.
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» This was related to the
fourth and the most
intractable of all the
problems of partition. This
was the problem of
‘minorities’ on both sides of
the border. Lakhs of Hindus
and Sikhs in the areas that
were now in Pakistan and an
equally large number of
Muslims on the Indian side o
Punjab and Bengal (and to
some extent Delhi and
surrounding areas) found
themselves trapped. They
were to discover that they
were undesirable aliens in
their own home, in the land
where they and their

>3Hl guEn 4 YE1 g et ik
faursA =t 999 G Hise
‘AcqE&ASI | i ofl GH 6 Il a
F 'S’ &l S 3cloh 39
qifera & & 98l arEl &l geu |
fog 3k fog o« o diw 34t e
Yol 3R el & ARAHE - |
it el S g e ° i snaRl o

¢ ool 3R ISP MY-UH o IAlhl A

9 gl Sl Th €1 ITEEr off 3
g A Ush & 4 9igd ? 9| 4
am AT fesrd A ST A
foeelt a9 T o S W A 3R
3oh @ gical ¥ IEg ® 349l
SHF W d ‘fageil’ &9 U o)
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»As soon as it became clear >3 @ ¥% 91d 4 g f& 39 *1
that the country was goingto sfeaqmi g aem e a9 & <9 AO° F o
be partitioned, the minorities yqgeRl W Taat @R @ FE ot =9
on both sides became easy ST 1 S € o G o % e

targets of attack. No one had R =& o @
quite anticipated the scale of A o N

this problem. No one had any HfeTk ¥ 390 & fau fodt & =i

plans for handling this. Aiel ot T ot YE-IYE H AN
Initially, the people and 3R A1 F& A =9 ® 9 o few
political leaders kept hoping &1 5eaU 3R & 3 Sieel & sl
that this violence was EaCy § &< o smom Afe, 9<t set
temporary and would be fegr Frisor | 9meR @ T S OO %

controlled soon. But very R
soon the violence went out of ACTHESAH! o MW THAG IR Tt 50

control. The minorities on of f& 9 -3 =R’ &+l Bis N *%

both sides of the border were R @ 3= THI 9% ¥l @l Alecd

left with no option except to HidX &L TSI
leave their homes, often at a
few hours’ notice.
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»Consequences of Partition > fguyrse & gftomm
The year 1947 was the year of O 1947 a_é'; 'a'qﬁ T Th S8 G|

one of the largest, most AR U WTE S &l AsieX g3 ol

abrupt, unplanned and tragic :
transfer of population that TSR] T A8 TSI SR T,

human history has known. FAfEfa o T | w1 o

There were killings and AHa-3fder™ o 39 d& A 999 98
atrocities on both sides of the ToTayon & @ 37 & o1l 49 <& 99

border. In the name of religion « vs grr & @i ? @ 9@ &
people of one community M = S @ u ek ST

ruthlessly killed and maimed . .
neople of the other 3R hetehdl S8 & WYLIIs 3@ o

community. Cities like Lahore, dssiel &t M) S serreRl # SERa f8g
Amritsar and Kolkata became 3to@r fa@ ErEt off, 39 seienl &

divided into ‘communal qHaEHl 4 S B f5Jn St g6t 9@

zones’. Muslims would avoid \ . '
et - qrel Sellshl 9
going into an area where e ﬁqfﬁ T ﬁsl f8g

mainly Hindus or Sikhs lived;
similarly the Hindus and Sikhs

ctavad awav fram araac af
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»Forced to abandon their > YT SR-9R S+ o fag LS
homes and move across gU 3 W & TH W W U Wk Y
borders, people went through AT ed wu A At @l Tel @ et

iImmense sufferings. .
Minorities on both sides of the [Td(d T WA HILA 7Tl I BT WS

border fled their home and % ATIUEAH U W | AN GE Y
often secured temporary 3 IHET AR Al ) 3= yreonef
shelter in ‘refugee camps’. orfad ° 1\ e o9 g€l e 9% S
They often found unhelpful e gaﬂ S o1, 99t

local administration and '
police in what was till recently qfera teral T YRImE 3™ $ A

their own country. They o 919 Q@R ol Iad &I W@ A1l
travelled to the other side of 1 W & TE WHh HT UST TR THT
the new border by all sorts of I TT T A FET AT 3SHIL < A

means, often by foot. Even Yoot TEFT T {ﬁ 9 F1 9 F el

during this journey they were . , )
often attacked, killed or AR &I 1 A< A SiRal i 3w
< feram =

raped. Thousands of women
were abducted on both sides
of the border.
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»They were made to
convert to the religion of
the abductor and were
forced into marriage. In
many cases women were
killed by their own family
members to preserve the
‘family honour’. Many
children were separated
from their parents. Those
who did manage to cross
the border found that they
had no home. For lakhs of
these ‘refugees’ the
country’s freedom meant
life in ‘refugee camps’, for
months and sometimes for
vears.

>3 & ISl

®HGT TSl 3R

3T T ol bl ¥H i AU
Yl %3 Hwel ® g8 +ff gan fw
g IER oh i 4 Aa ‘o i

gooid’ 99 oh o
Jg-dfedat &l AR

q 9 S i
STl 9gd-¥ w=d

A "wr-9q 4 fass 7w S
M R 3 8 fedt W 9%d @
3gi1 9 fh 9 9 dfewrn 8 e
21 3 orEl YRoniat ok faw 2w

1 STSTEl &1 Adad o HeAl 3R
FHI-h¥ Arelt a6 fedt sromedt
forfar & fssit swre
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»>What also got divided were » fgdig 9uer & -9l é@

%t aﬁwsaaﬁigmézamsﬁ
dh k1 SCail 3T o1l TR 3R

the financial assets, and
things like tables, chairs,
typewriters, paper-clips,
books and also musical
instruments of the police
band! The employees of the
government and the railways
were also ‘divided’. Above
all, it was a violent
separation of communities
who had hitherto lived

idd oh HAANEAN &l

g3 3 & -

T dearl

o T&d 3T

I 61 I8 T {9 3R 9aas
faars eml erguE T wmar @ fo
faqrsE o ST 80 & &N i

YT TR-9R BIghL

HH-IR ST

together as neighbours. Itis 781! faus &1 few 4 e dTg
9 39 @ A A A9 S g |

estimated that the Partition
forced about 80 lakh people
to migrate across the new
border. Between five to ten
lakh people were killed In
Partition related violence
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>Beyond the administrative »yyrafie qfyea 3k faxia
concerns and financial EFFB‘rrs‘ ¥ atfifea ST & 91y

strains, however, the

Partition posed another $o S TR TR IR I8 g Al
deeper issue. The leaders of 4Rd o Adr fg-U= fagia d I

the Indian national struggle & @ 9 TewE. e @ o+

did not believe in the two-

nation theory. And yet, & SHR T g

ATl HT H

partition on religious basis 578 ¥ ¥WRd IUH-3AY THh fgg U=
had taken place. Did that a1 Ta1? fadsE & SRE St '

make India a Hindu nation e el IR Jell 8|

automatically? Even after

large scale migration of gHoh S99 1951 o T HRA I
Muslims to the newly created &l 3MEET H 12 HiHs! JHAHN |

Pakistan, the Muslim
population in India
accounted for 12 per cent of
the total population in 1951.
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>So0, how would the >TH H gare 98 o1 foh 9Ra A
government of India treat O™ NIRRT a1 g onfd®
its Muslim citizens and  yqgers) woaq fae, o€, 939,

other religious minorities 5 .5 4 Fgfcal o "y =

(Sikhs, Christians, Jains, O .
Buddhists, Parsis and T HL2 & R feg 3R

Jews)? The Partition had qEeAEl & de a9 wed ° gl
already created severe S1IH A1l

conflict between the two

communities.
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>There were competing >3 9ol o 91y gfaegedt

political interests behind SEIIGE MG @ o Tfeem T T
these conflicts. The Muslim S =7 @ sfaf 3

League was formed to

protect the interests of the et o fedlt &t W@ ﬁ'"l
Muslims in colonial India. It €31 &M ™ < oo o

was in the forefront of the fou 3 U= = 7T @ &

demand for a separate g vt ot Stk s TWE T

LGEI K
3R

Muslim nation. Similarly, : ot % o F g T

there were organisations,

which were trying to s o fere fegett &t @meR

CXC|

organise the Hindus in %l HITYRT H ofl | d8LEd, 9Rd
orderto turnIndiaintoa 1 #IH TR S feepar Aar g

Hindu nation. But most IRl &t QU <11 o9 o ©

Ht o

leaders of the national o Jmfs fedt ot o =1 &)

movement believed that

India must treat persons
Py -
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»>all religions equally and
that India should not be a
country that gave superior
status to adherents of one
faith and inferior to those
who practiced another
religion. All citizens would
be equal irrespective of
their religious affiliation.
Being religious or a believer
would not be a test of

>d ORd 6l Th T§ U oh &4 §
el @ d9red o J@l fedt s
oh ST &1 W yHiac e o
SR aIdl & WY AYEn fadl Tw
v o favarfaal o gaea aifeal
%l &1 9O I« 8t 9 qFd o

e = 59 ud & a1, Sy

qSTl TRl

TRl o SO & gl

HTE"{I:T

ekl &1 wElE ud &t

citizenship. They cherished & s ST Iifedl TAR AqETOT
el 59 o Ayl o fewmdt

was enshrined in the Indian ! 3o 34 21<e &1 fv=af
TR gfae™ § g3l

therefore the ideal of a
secular nation. This ideal

Constitution.
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»Integration of Princely states » tSarst &1 fao™
British India was divided into fafewr sfear @ foeat o o s fed
what were called the British .

fafest g ol 9RdE 9iq o @ W

Indian Provinces and the

Princely States. The British ferd o 34t Were | fefew g ol
Indian Provinces were directly 9RAHE 9Tdl 9 3TUST GIHR HI1 G4l
under the control of the British 5o o T Wk Be-92 3R

government. On the other \
hand, several large and small FD SR T 9| 2 TR HE1 Sl

states ruled by princes, called 1! SErgl WSS H1 AEA
the Princely States, enjoyed gstett A fafesr-us =t stui=ar = e
some form of control over their 5 gai=g a1 WiHR FT Wt 2 X
internal affairs as long as they q& fatd § oW 3 Sliﬂ et
accepted British supremacy. A {.lwq h .

$1 IMEA dcd &1 TS 9 & 3Tavid

This was called paramountcy or .
suzerainty of the British crown. 31 dld 9Rd™ WA & Th-fdsre

Princely States covered one- fed o WO 9 ¥ Td® 9~

third of the land area of the TR § § uw fee T GRe > 3
British Indian Empire and one - .

out of four Indians lived under

mrimmaanlsrs el a
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>The problem > quE

Just before Independence it 3Rt & qXd 9ed FAUSH-IMEA 3 w00
was announced by the British &} fis wrg w fafesr—yye o @y &
that with the end of their rule o forfeer-aTaiaT @ STsE & S
over India, paramountcy of the S 2 ( g

British crown over Princely .
States would also lapse. This i e 565 oft) fafew-us =1 gufa o

meant that all these states, as ¥ & &Il AR WSS 8 S| St
many as 565 in all, would ~ S sl T 98 o1 T WEe 1l

become legally independent. st 9 918 d 9Rd I1 gifees™ o enfas
The British government took & 1§ o1 fisy srot @y sifae =g
the view that all these states | 9RG 31UE uitEEE o Infae @ A

were free to join either India or
Pakistan or remain Wdsl 2f9ad 99T WA &1 haal WAl

independent if they so wished. ®! T &l TE ST AN AT ThEA AR B
This decision was left not to R Tttt i e 1= om 98 oA
the people but to the princely a9 & 9t T4k que ot 3R 34 @S

rulers of these states. This was urg o sifcaca W & @au d=U @1 o0
a very serious problem and

could threaten the very

L Y o | L
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»The problems started very soon.
First of all, the ruler of Travancore
announced that the state had
decided on Independence. The
Nizam of Hyderabad made a similar
announcement the next day. Rulers
like the Nawab of Bhopal were
averse to joining the Constituent
Assembly. This response of the
rulers of the Princely States meant
that after Independence there was
a very real possibility that India
would get further divided into a
number of small countries. The
prospects of democracy for the
people in these states also looked
bleak. This was a strange situation,
since the Indian Independence was
aimed at unity, self-determination
as well as democracy. In most of
these princely states, governments
were run in a non-democratic
manner and the rulers were

> 7 Sieal & 3 daR f@m 31®
frul ged dgd FAEUHI o ST 7 39
g hl SATSIG G 1 HHOT hil 30T 57
TR & fram 7wt & oven % %5
MUk A9 AU o 9 gfauE - 991
1 ynfe €t i1 d9ed 91 At oh
MEh o WA ¥ I8 919 9k @ .
211551 O | O R | G ) A A | O
] W §E SM arell 21 diehdsl &l Afasg
AYRHT S s Wl UMl 9T HdAdl
YU &1 dF Tehdl AN AHf0{g o
-1 Alshd s &l T&T ATEIIR &1 o
30 2@ U 9% feafd o e o S}
fafas ot sifyea ast & A
Jrcitehaitieh Ufd @ I/ Sidr o1 3R
EArSl o M 3T YS &hil dlhdifAs
AfR 31 o fauw dar =T &)
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»Government’s approach > k1 I

The interim government took a firm &2 g2 fafiy R o =IM A &< 1 &1

stance against the possible division . 2 -
of India into small principalities of T WHE R A el *d

different sizes. The Muslim League 391 qfem &1 4 ARda T 109 o
opposed the Indian National 39 & &1 fady fean < =1 |9=An o fo

Congress and took the view that the wErel il N
Y HAHSIH T W& 994 oh
States should be free to adopt any ' ! faa

course they liked. Sardar Patel was ste fear s LR W o THhi hl
India’s Deputy Prime Minister and ¥ —-993H # &R Y3d 4 Ufdgiias
the Home Minister during the crucial q:Lﬁ:la,T[ EE:IES 3R fuspdR waErEl S =R
period immediately following . g e ﬁ'ﬂl S G

Independence. He played a historic
role in negotiating with the rulers of ATl TS I8 AN SM U8 Hehdl 2 dfed

princely states firmly but YR MY H I8 9T Sfdel A Ul FUHh falg
diplomatically and bringing most of T=7 aT\TS‘ 3t qﬁﬁ'{“f Tt F STew@

them into the Indian Union. It may

look easy now. But it was a very off| firgrel & dR W S ok 3-5‘.]1:" ? € a9
complicated task which required 26 3R WG A 15 IR-3I2 Ware |
skilful persuasion. For instance, g 7 14 92 3 119 32 Ware i

there were 26 small states in today’s ,
Orissa. Saurashtra region of Gujarat 4 ITF JETH T o

had 14 big states, 119 small states

e rmmrirvesAararree Aalkla A Al EE A s el
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The government’s approach St EArst &t 39 949 9 o9 9 9re

was guided by three M 21 ggelt o a@t g fob it
considerations. Firstly, the

people of most of the princely 772! ¥ A ARG T H A B
states clearly wanted to 9red oI K‘Flﬁ 91d I8 T 9 TR Rl
become part of the Indian TE el o 3R 98 S Al i
union. Secondly, the W@l 33 & fa o off <1 fR

government was prepared to be
flexible in giving autonomy to SIHY ~hYHI | 3Tl HIRd HIhX E|

some regions. The idea was to 1%rFﬂ:|?naﬁ ® gEF 31 AR fafe=r &
accommodate plurality and %1 AN St G HE o fau I8 v9
adopt a flexible approach in e I HEGIE L 90, faarsE &t

dealing with the demands of . . A .
the regions. Thirdly, in the gt # fafr= sarht o diwwa &

backdrop of Partition which o W S 9qE R s W@ ot iR

brought into focus the contest TH ° <I7 hl &AF TESAT—Thdl 5l
over demarcation of territory, Y Y99 SHT 329 Bl 331 U1
the integration and

consolidation of the territorial

boundaries of the nation had

(2 X «F =3 | IMAfI Tad Bl 2aY ' Tala aVal imnnwl-annn
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>Before 15 August 1947, >QT|‘ﬁ|'l{U'f qradid o SIRU T g+l
peaceful negotiations had ware foasl dd ssg fegead &)

brought almost all states . .
whose territories were T dmrett @ faerdt off, 15 W 1947

contiguous to the new 9 Ygd ¥ AT 99 § IiAd & T
boundaries of India, into the R EArSt o IMEHI 4 IR 99
Indian Union. The rulers of ® o fao & T geufa-19 W

most of the states signed a Y
document called the etaer foul 30 weufa-v &t ‘zrgHe

‘Instrument of Accession’ 3Tk THY’ el Sl 2l 39 W TWIR
which meant that their state 1 312f o1 foh TS ARG 9 6T 30T

agreed to become a part of the w7 & fow wewa @1 YATIG, <N,
Union of India. Accession of the Fyie 3 gfrge =3 f ﬁ.' —_

Princely States of Junagadh, . .
Hyderabad, Kashmir and aifehal 1 gor H eier His wifer

Manipur proved more difficult g3lll 24 341q Y g9 2IER 3 AoTqR
than the rest. The issue of # foamal S a9 & 9Ee 9T iR

Junagarh was resolved after a I FIR & oo & 9) ° g
plebiscite confirmed people’s ..
3T § H Y|

desire to join India. You will

roaard AalvAarnrd I aclasesines i MNla armd A pe
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»>Hyderabad > B
Hyderabad, the largest of the <y} %1 famya sga w1 ot 9%
Princely States was g = W 4 ﬁg{m:ﬁ sollsh 9

surrounded entirely by Indian fordt ol A e F5 faed a1
territory. Some parts of the ¥ TERTE qu Few ¥ iR A feed

old Hyderabad state are
today parts of Maharashtra, AYIRY | 21 TSR o AEh i

Karnataka and Andhra ‘e’ et San o SR 9% g
Pradesh. Its ruler carried the I8 Iqus @i ® MR fwan Srar o
title, ‘Nizam’, and he was one f=im IEdl o1 f& UEE =t @@ =i
of the world’s richest men. 3r=e fEd &1 gsrf fe=an Sa | ESILE]
The Nizam wanted an T, 1947 o 9K H 9RA o A1
independent status for _ qenfeafy TeTe W@ F1 T 1

Hyderabad. He entered into
what was called the feram 7® =l TF a1 o fog em

Standstill Agreement with 39 §9 RG WER ¥ 250ER o e

India in November 1947 for a &l d@<ld Sl Gl
year while negotiations with
the Indian government were
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»>In the meantime, a
movement of the people of
Hyderabad State against the
Nizam’s rule gathered force.
The peasantry in the
Telangana region in particular,
was the victim of Nizam'’s
oppressive rule and rose
against him. Women who had
seen the worst of this
oppression joined the
movement in large numbers.
Hyderabad town was the
nerve centre of this
movement. The Communists
and the Hyderabad Congress
were in the forefront of the
movement. The Nizam
responded by unleashing a
para-militarv force known as

>34l A U] &1 fEya &

ATl ok ste = o ¥
faes Tk endier 3 =

N9 b
LR ETU

Al 3tk o feam = &%
ERI I @ @Ak | gEt 2
d femm & faers 33 ©E gul
ffeamd o & e & g9l <3
Joq &1 R g off| ufead ot

gl 9& ® 39 3

Q]

Teq 9

2ElE I8 39 3T

SISt

A1 bl 7]

e o+

TN R 3R BIAEE S 39

ITE-Uf 1 91 @ T

<ie &1 31fm gfeq A &4 3nStie™
%l 3@ f= 7 @ & faae T
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»The atrocities and
communal nature of the
Razakars knew no bounds.
They murdered, maimed,
raped and looted, targeting
particularly the nonMuslims.
The central government had
to order the army to tackle
the situation. In September
1948, Indian army moved in
to control the Nizam'’s forces.
After a few days of
intermittent fighting, the
Nizam surrendered. This led
to Hyderabad’s accession to
India.

>34 TR Hhel Sl U7l SRR

3T TS o YR 3 ST
d WHN A R-qaedm ®i
A W 3Tl e s=wEm
TSR 7 e a9rl 3R &
T SollchR W 3Ar&® &l MW 1948
& faadR # ardE 9+, o &%
@1l W w19 T & e AR
3 YAl FHS US T Th-Tdh B
SR delt IR Uk 9k fram A

3H

Y u

% T = ok

3H

Y u

& T & 8UEg 6l

Od 9 faea 8t T
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>Manipur > |0
A few days before IRI oh 9% US Uget "L oh
Independence, the Maharaja ggrren siygs fag 9 9Rd 9&R &
of Manipur, Bodhachandra g1y e oy N g fearmd &

Singh, signed the Instrument \
of Accession with the Indian faed o Th FeHld-T9 W TWIER 6y

government on the | SHBI TaSl § 3I=° I arEd f<
assurance that the internal 1 o f& AfoTgX &t TTae @I

autonomy of Manipur would  grerRr @il SFHa o <a9 § HEREN

be maintained. Under the \ :
pressure of public opinion, 11948 & ST # A HEM 3R 39

the Maharaja held elections 379 o ey AforqT &1 fErea o
in Manipur in June 1948 and Hauf & TS w1E9 g1 AR

the state became a R &1 Y8l | & Sel e HH
constitutional monarchy. TF TAITHHR S FOgId H ST
Thus Manipur was the first |

part of India to hold an AU

election based on universal
adult franchise.
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»In the Legislative Assembly 3 qforqy &t faumgn 4 g H

of Manipur there were sharp e
differences over the question o Fard W el

of merger of Manipur with HIUTQY &t HIUE =Tgdl

aq4ag 9|
off f 39

India. While the state EaEd &1 9ra ° fien fgan S

Congress wanted the merger, ggfs T Usrifas wfdar sos
other political parties were .
fadre ot AR +1 faifaa

opposed to this. The

Government of India fauram @ wmyt fee a9 ara
succeeded in pressurising YEHR 7 HERET W <99 Sien fo 4
the Maharaja into signing a qE o9 § Infiel e % 99 sﬁﬂ

Merger Agreement in .
September 1949, without T TEER H ]| 9Rd

TIHR &l

consulting the popularly 39 ol et Aforqx 9 39 %sH
elected Legislative Assembly #} g7 oiiif 7 iy 3R IREE &6

of Manipur. This caused a lot
of anger and resentment in
Manipur, the repercussions @l S Hehdl 2

of which are still being felt.

e U1 gUI TURT ST 3 qh
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5w P A

“Struggle for Survival” (26 ' ®I EEEd’ (26 S 1953)

July 1953) captures yitsieh a8 HIEA ST I S ATRIA Hi T
contemporary impression of 2 9 T &1 9INTE MYUR W fSd & &l
the demand for linguistic 0T ST 9she @1 o

states
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>Reorganisation of States » {3t &1 qAia

The process of nation- S2anr 3R =9 foradl o faog &
building did not come to an el & we-faatur &Y gfeen @1 ot
end with Partition and T '@', | T i 3 e

integration of Princely

States. Now the challenge SIS & T & i AR st
was to draw the internal IEH &t I8 Ues WMEH® faumsH

boundaries of the Indian =7 g T &M 91dl 1 TS &l
states. This was not just a T TWE a9 H Hl ﬂ"ﬁ?ﬁ off fm 2w

matter of administrative ..
divisions. The boundaries H1 WO SR WiEpfaw Sgerar w

had to be drawn in away ¥9% fuet, @iy € Ui whar Hl
so that the linguistic and @fed 7 &l

cultural plurality of the

country could be reflected

without affecting the unity

of the nation.
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>During colonial rule, the > situf@afye @ o qua a1
state boundaries were g yymafae gfaun o fas @
drawn either on g &1 T off @ fafeyr TR |
administrative R e & S foaanr & Saar e

convenience or simply . .
coincided with the Th ST 9id A feran swar em gra

territories annexed by the ®! 9Tl &9 @ @ HI 73 sldt 4 o
British government or the fdt g & @iq fham seehl

territories ruled by the  ¥ifia 21
princely powers.
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»Our national movement
had rejected these
divisions as artificial and
had promised the linguistic
principle as the basis of

Congress in 1920 the
principle was recognised
as the basis of the

National Congress party
itself. Many Provincial

>R U R 3 T8 di™icd

&l dFEe A& it Y <

3G A o YR R TA <k
T3 T 9]l fhan 9 1920 |
formation of states. In fact HTUH &1 YL JTEIE AT AT

after the Nagpur session of 3i31H«, 39 o5 9 & s9 fasid

$l AR TS w19 7 99 fern
ol fb TAT &1 G A1 <
reorganisation of the Indian ™ M| 3% Wid Huw-wfafan
%l ATHTR Sclleh o STTER X ™0

T o 3R A gihfaar

Congress Committees were 3; yungfiys fgamse #1 o1@

created by linguistic zones,
which did not follow the
administrative divisions of
British India.

@ lHo

ST # €T sadl e

g

forfaer sfeam
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>Things changed after > 3TAET 3 d2aR & 91 feafaar
Independence and Partition. o]l AR Sareil &1 §‘§ £

Our leaders felt that carving .
out states on the basis of 3R U9l & YR T Yid S91¢ ¢

language might lead to dl SHU STHAEAT thel Gehdl & q
disruption and disintegration. 297 oh Rﬁ #T a0 Y21 2 g
It was also felt that this i \ _
would draw attention away d AqtSt &t AT A AT @I o

from other social and fr ammER TS & ST 9 qEl
economic challenges that the g -anfeles gHfaal @ wam

country faced. The central e ot
leadership decided to Ch Wehdl © Sl A T I

postpone matters. The need #t q92 A 2| HEF AqA A 39
for postponement was also  #HA &1 I &#H &1 hygen

felt because the fate of the a1l ErEl $1 991 A9 e

Princely States had not been . . .
decided. Also, the memory of el g3 ol Hear &t I} A+

Partition was still fresh. arstr it
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>This decision of the national ) g5¢tg Jqca & 3§ had =t LA
leadership was challenged by 3.+ & A 3 ﬁ_’ﬁ?ﬁ ST

the local leaders and the . 2
people. Protests began in the HsM& Tid o d-ASl &=t 4 feriy

Telugu speaking areas of the wg& I3 WH "MW Yid ¥ 31 ok
old Madras province, which fremre 3tk Ty 27 Infer 9

included present day Tamil \ Y \ :
Nadu, parts of Andhra Pradesh, 3N 9® €T AR o T
Kerala and Karnataka. The hiess A Y &) fasmd suy SAiSe™

Vishalandhra movement (as the (MY 9291 I | el T 911 oh

movement for a separate . o
Andhra was called) demanded fere w@man T emRie) "I Hi

that the Telugu speaking areas f TS id o AU Scllhl i
should be separated from the g 7357 Ueh A1 T Y gy

Madras province of which they A
were a part and be made into a ST S| AI-AIST & BT AT

separate Andhra province. il TSI wrfeaar ag™ 9id ok
Nearly all the political forces in wg qvig & 981 o i)

the Andhra region were in
favour of linguistic

ranraamiIientiam AF Flanan Fla A
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»The movement gathered >hg TR ‘BI-A1’ Hl faur 7 o
momentum as a result of the st sgE =g T T =9 3

Central government’s

vacillation. Potti Sriramulu, a SR ghg1l HTU9 o a1 IR g
Congress leader and a veteran THIGIEl, 9l HRH,

Gandhian, went on an sifafogase TE-FSqA W X T
indefinite fast that led to his . TN ,\
death after 56 days. This 56 Tl =1 @-FSA@ o R T
caused great unrest and Jg Bl TR SHY WS Iegee thel

resulted in violent outbursts in 3‘-ﬁ'{ MY 'QQ'Q'[ 'ﬁ S[{le—v{[o m

Andhra region. People in large ¢ _ . , . .
numbers took to the streets. T gE| A aSt He H sl W

Many were injured or lost their fepet ) qferw wEfeT | e
lives in police firing. In 9 g A1 4R MU "™ H 3G

Madras, several legislators faumst = fatiy Sad gq sTu+l die
resigned their seats in protest. 3 sefiwr @ feam sifeRER 1952 &

Finally, the Prime Minister . . . .
announced the formation of a S99 H G A MY Y3 ¥ 9

separate Andhra state in 3T ST 911 1 IIWO hil
December 1952.
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»The formation of Andhra >3MY b 31 b 9 €l 291 oh {H‘i
spurred the struggle for fecal o Y f STUR W N

making of other states on \ . L
linguistic lines in other parts of T80 HT1 H1 ToH I TST T gl

the country. These struggles d 9t &lh{ dag TR 7 1953 |

fo:ced th? (tb_entralsfuct:vernment T QIS 3T SN 39 S
into appointing a States 1 6T Tl o HHih o qHR W

Reorganisation Commission in .
1953 to look into the question TR S o1l 39 3o faid o

of redrawing of the boundaries TIHiHR f&Har f& T 1T FHEBT I
of states. The Commission in Frafror a=T St s arel | &

its report accepted that the
boundaries of the state should ST W BT A1ETl 39 3T i

reflect the boundaries of g o MYUR W 1956 & T
different languages. On the W st gy g3l 39

basis of its report the States
Reorganisation Act was ST & MR W 14 TA AR 6

passed in 1956. This led to the shg-3M¥d 939 ST U
creation of 14 states and six
union territories.
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»O0ne of the most important > 3M=IIal o oIK oh I[eslal 9rell o

concerns in the early years was t Sl foar 98 ot fF e T
that demands for separate :

states would endanger the S w1 AT ¥ 3 ] Tehdl T A4
unity of the country. It was felt 31Ul FTHRT o T AT 9EE T

that linguistic states may foster y STETTEETE 1 EA1 99997 iR
separatism and create

pressures on the newly Ta-fafdd ARdE T W &G F@m
founded nation. But the SFAl o 9 § STt Aqed A
leadership, under popular qe] & YR ) TA o5 Tpfg—,[ &1

pressure, finally made a choice \
in favour of linguistic states. [t 71 TNl SHIR & fF SR T g

was hoped that if we accept oh & 3T weE @ st A forE
the regional and linguistic T a9 T2ZaR 3R SEEE & I

claims of all regions, the threat _. \ o 5
of division and separatism 9 ®Hl MTM $Hh 3raren &S A

would be reduced. Besides, the $i | 3ﬁ'{ AT h 3R T qaq

accommodation of regional Tl 1 ST T Th Alhdiislsh
demands and the formation of F20 & &Y T O 3@ T4

linguistic states were also seen

u
o Y o Bl =2 aValday rlamnnra-l-ln
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>»Now it is more than fifty > qETEaR ISl 5 TPfB‘*[ ARG
years since the formation of #1 o 50 9/l § Y otfae 9ug &

linguistic states. We can say -
that linguistic states and the 1! & e Hhd g for W T

movements for the formation 91 31 TSAl o T34 oh faw =«
of these states changed the 3feiaql 4 dishdis® USHITa o
nature of democratic politics qch F1 YHfa & CIRRIE w9 o

and leadership in some basic '
ways. The path to politics and " 2| TorHifa 3R axn ® wrisd

power was now open to &1 Tl 9 Th BIZ-V JUSHATST
people other than the small 3fYSid d9ah o fau & 81, arfea

Linguistic reorganisation also qTifed @ T & €HidT & fau

gave some uniform basis to N
the drawing of state Tch GHEY 3MYR Al THelll dgdal <l

boundaries. It did not lead to 31T & faudia gad 391 & 220

disintegration of the country ggas faudia 291 &1 Thdr AR A=
as many had feared earlier.

On the contrary it eld ?‘fl

‘l ““““ l.“-“.. -“l=‘-‘-. ---‘=l--
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»Above all, the linguistic >gqd dSt 9d I8 foh HHER T
states underlined the T"fa_" ¥ fafa=ar o fagia & wisf
acceptance of the principle of fireit] </ &9 Fed ¥ fr w3 e

diversity. When we say that 3 4 m
India adopted democracy, it ST SHhT W AT

does not simply mean that T &1 BIdl foh ¥R H <iehdii=Is
India embraced a democratic Gfau™ W 37HT Bidl & AU 9Rd |
constitution, nor does it AT HLET S 81 ARd o dAlhdilAh
merely mean that India N T JET G

adopted the format of \ .
elections. The choice was I H1 e o fafa=raret &1 qe=r

larger than that. It was a 3R 3 SR HE WA &, T8
choice in favour of R Il foe fafa—arett o sradt
recognising and accepting the fqiiy st & d%ad 21 T W=l & +&
existence of differences which Gt arg o a1 amen faEr sk
could at times be SeT_Tefe 3 e & AR N

oppositional. Democracy, in

other words, was associated et g2 ot e é?» ft # stfeRay
with plurality of ideas and UsHifa s SRR | =il

wavs of life. Much of the
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aﬁﬁaﬂa@—«ﬁ’ (swﬂ 1956) Xilsish
$H HId H UsH YAiio 3= sl AIOTS
faag st aIsiA st &Hdl X g9 SSH
T 2

“Coaxing the Genie
back” (5 February 1956)
asked if the State
Reorganisation
Commission could
contain the genie of
linguism.



