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University of Calcutta 
HIS – A  

The Three - year B.A. Honours in History will comprise 6 Semesters. The 
curriculum will consist of 14 Core Courses (CC), 4 Discipline Specific 
Elective (DSE) courses, 2 Ability Enhancement Compulsory Courses (AECC), 
2 Skill Enhancement Courses (SEC) Each course will be of 100 Marks.      
Attendance: 10 marks per Paper, Internal Assessment: 10 marks per 
paper.  
 

 Core Courses  CC 
 [Fourteen courses.  Each course: 6 credits (5 theoretical segments TH+ 
1 for tutorial related segment TU). Total: 84 credits. 

 
 Each course carries 80 marks. Teaching time: 6x14 = 84 hrs 

Minimum 60 classes 
 65 marks for theoretical segment.  
 Question Pattern for subjective/descriptive segment of 65 marks: 3 

questions out of 6 (within 500 words) (10 x3 = 30) + 4 questions out 
of 8 within 250 words; 5x4 =20) + 15 objective type questions 
carrying 1 mark each (15 x 1 = 15).  

 15 marks for tutorial - related segments as suggested below (any one 
from each mode): 

 Any one of the following modes: upto 1000 words for one Term 
Paper/upto 500 words for each of the two Term Papers/ equivalent 
Book Review/ --based on syllabus -related and/or current topics .[The 
modes and themes and/or topics are be decided by the concerned 
faculty of respective colleges.] 

 Core courses: 2 each in Semesters 1 and 2; three each in Semesters 
3 and 4; 2 each in Semesters 5 and 6. 
 

 IMPORTANT NOTES: 
The Readings provided below include many of those of the UGC 
Model CBCS Syllabus in History. For further details of Course 
Objectives and  additional references it is advised that the UGC 
model CBCS syllabus concerning relevant courses and topics should 
be given due importance and primarily consulted.  

 Cited advanced texts in Bengali are not necessarily substitutes, but 
supplementary to the English books. 
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 The format is subject to the common structural CBCS format of the 

University.  

 Discipline- specific Elective Courses DSE 
Each course: 6 credits 5 for theoretical segment + 1 for tutorial-related   
segment. (TH -5      TU-1) 
DSE-A for Semester -5/6, DSE-B for Semester 5/6 
 Each course carries 80 marks. Minimum 60 classes. 
 65 marks for theoretical segment. 
  Question Pattern for subjective/descriptive segment of 65 marks: 3 

questions out of 6 (within 500 words; (10 x3 = 30) + 4 questions out 
of 8 (within 250 words; 5x4=20) and 15 objective type questions 
carrying 1 mark each (15 x 1 = 15).  

 15 marks for tutorial-related segments as suggested below (any one 
from each mode): Any one of the following modes: upto 1000 words 
for one Term Paper/upto 500 words for each of the two Term 
Papers/ equivalent Book Review/ based on syllabus related and/or 
current topics [The modes and themes and/or topics of a. and b. to 
be decided by the concerned faculty of respective colleges.] 

 
 HIS-A: Skill Enhancement/Skill-based Courses SEC Each Course: 

2 credits .  (Only  theoretical.)  
SEC –A   in   Semester 3,   SEC –B in Semester   4. 
 Each course carries 80 marks.  Teaching time: 2 hrs per week or 

2x14 =28 hrs 
 80 marks for theoretical segment. 
  Question Pattern for subjective/descriptive segment of 80 marks: 4 

questions out of 8 (within 500 words; (10 x4 = 40) + 5 questions out 
of 10(within 250 words; 5x5=25) and 15 objective type questions 
carrying 1 mark each (15 x 1 = 15).  

 HIS-A:  Ability Enhancement Compulsory Courses ( AECC ) Each Course 
2 credits 

AECC -1   :  Communicative English/ MIL 
AECC-2    :  Environmental Studies  

          AECC -1   in Semester 1,   AECC -2 in Semester 2 
 
      IMPORTANT NOTES: 



SCOTTISH CHURCH COLLEGE 

 

TUTORIAL  

SEMESTER – 6 (DSE-A3) 

 

Topic- Netaji and Congress – 

Conflicts and compromises 
 

 

Name- Rupam Mallick 

Dept. - History 

C.U. Roll No. – 182223210026 

C.U Registration No. - 223-1111-0119-18 

 



Netaji and Congress – 

Conflicts and compromises 

 
Subhash Bose was drawn to the workings of the INC since he first met 
C R Das in Calcutta in 1921. As a young member he enthusiastically 
took part in all Congress movements throughout the thirties and rose 
to the rank of the Congress President in 1938 and 1939. His time with 
the Congress however was not short of contestations and 
controversies. As early the as the 1930s, along with Nehru he stood 
staunchly against the Congress position of  Dominion Status and 
clamored for poorna swaraj as was suggested in the Nehru Report. A 
compromise was struck in 1928. The Congress accepted the Nehru 
report with the caveat that if the government did not accept it in a 
year’s time, civil disobedience would commence in support of 
complete independence. Eventually matters led to the Civil 
Disobedience Movement. 

Bose being forever vocal with his views, later, was openly critical of 
Gandhi’s decision to call off the Civil Disobedience Movement at its 
height (1931). He wrote: “We were angry when we learnt of this 
stoppage of our struggle at a time when we seem to be consolidating 
our position and advancing on all fronts”. 

Subhash Chandra Bose and Jawaharlal Nehru also became the focal 
points of a new liberal ideology within the Congress. The new 
liberalism was willing to accommodate egalitarian ideas. And against 
the old fashioned liberals who did not wish the state to play an active 



role in promoting welfare, liberals like Bose and Nehru felt that the 
state had a responsibility to protect the interests of the poor and the 
indigent. Subhash Bose as Congress President in 1938, with Nehru as 
Chairman, took the initiative to set up the National Planning 
Committee. The manner, in which the National Planning Committee 
tried to set out their agenda for the future, emphasizing the value of a 
planned economy, shows how deeply the Soviet planning had 
influenced this generation. Bose had said, “The State, on the advice of 
a Planning Commission will have to adopt a comprehensive scheme 
for gradually socializing our entire agricultural and industrial system 
in the spheres of production and distribution”. 

On the other hand the new liberal vision, influenced by John M. 
Keynes, visualized the possibility of an active state intervention in the 
economy for the betterment of the conditions of the poor and the 
underprivileged people. ‘Tax the rich and protect the poor’ became the 
principal watchword in welfare economics, issuing out of a serious 
introspection by the liberals about the value of Laissez-faireism. This 
reveals how liberalism at that juncture was moving away from 
Laissez-faireist ideologies. Therefore under the impact of Soviet 
planning and the new trends in liberal thought, leaders like Nehru and 
Bose began to hold out a completely different vision about how the 
nation state in future would put great stress on planning and welfare. 
With these objectives men with known socialist leanings including 
some labour leaders were brought within the National Planning 
Committee. 

Even though the Congress socialists looked upon Nehru and Subhash 
Bose as their icons, none of them formally joined the Congress 
Socialist party in order not to break with the main stream Congress 



leadership. Despite their otherwise Left-wing credentials both of them 
suffered from a series of ambiguities. Nehru remained throughout his 
life an ardent devotee of Gandhi. Bose rebelled against Gandhi in 
1939 but was unwilling to risk a complete rupture with the nationalist 
mainstream, even after he had been expelled from the Congress. 

In the meantime, this left-right divide became more pronounced after 
1937 when the Congress as the Congress Right increasingly displayed 
extremely conservative tendencies. The ideological struggle in the 
Congress centered around two major issues, agrarian reforms and 
office acceptance. The Congress socialists like Jayprakash Narayan 
favoured a massive mobilisation in the sense of a kind of spontaneous 
upsurge by peasants and workers. For them political radicalism was 
preferable to the standard Gandhian preoccupation with rural 
reconstruction programme. Office acceptance emerged another 
contentious issue following the 1937 elections. The Congress 
socialists felt that in view of the serious limitations of the Reforms of 
1935, failing to create a system of genuine self-government, the 
Congress should desist from accepting office. Nehru and Bose led the 
Congress socialist leaders in trying to prevail upon the Congress, the 
utter uselessness of office acceptance. The Congress might win the 
election but on the ground that the reform did not fulfill the minimum 
expectation of the Congress, it was required to refuse office. The 
Congress-right however did not agree with this policy. They regarded 
the idea of rejection of office as impolitic and favoured the strategy of 
breaking the system from within. 

The Congress socialists who voiced a different kind of ideological 
concern constantly questioned the legitimacy of right-wing Congress 
leaders. To a large measure the identity of the Congress right became 



defined by the continuous ideological campaign undertaken by the 
Congress socialists. By the close of the 1930s the right-left divide in 
the Congress became pronounced and visible. On one side were the 
Congress socialists and the communists; on the other side were those 
Congress men who became involved in ministry making and power 
mongering. 

In 1938, against the backdrop of the war, Bose continued to argue in 
favour of revolutionary action to take advantage of the situation and 
aim for complete independence. At the Jalpaiguri Session of the 
Provincial Congress he even suggested that the British be given an 
ultimatum of 6 months to leave, failing which India would rise up in 
revolt. He pushed for swaraj as a National demand and opposed the 
idea of a federation. However majority of right wing Congress 
leadership was skeptical of Bose’s plans and preferred to push for 
constitutional settlement. 

Against this backdrop, Bose’s candidacy for 1939 session was rivaled 
by Pattabhi Sitaramayya, whom Gandhi declared to be his nominee. 
Subhas won with massive leads in Bengal and Punjab and substantial 
ones in Kerala, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, UP and Assam. However the 
Congress right was able to overturn the defeat very quickly as 13 out 
of 15 members of the Congress Working Committee resigned and 
Bose was directed to nominate his new executive according to 
Gandhi’s wishes by means of a resolution moved by Govind Ballav 
Pant (Pant Resolution). Bose tried in the vain for two months to set up 
a working committee that was acceptable to all. He was eventually 
forced to resign. 

Rajendra Parasad replaced him as the INC President. 



In 1939, the Congress practically expelled Bose when he protested 
against the passing of certain resolutions by the Working Committee 
that included the clause that no Congressman can organise Satyagraha 
without the sanction of the Provincial Congress Committee. Bose 
organised a Protest Day against these resolutions. The Congress 
responded by removing him from the Presidentship of Bengal 
Provincial Congress Committee and disqualified him from holding 
any elective post within the organisation for the next three years. For 
Bose this was nothing short of expulsion from the Congress. 

 

Subhash Bose: “I welcome the decision of the Working Committee 
virtually expelling me from the Congress for the three years. This 
decision is the logical consequence of the process of ‘Right-
consolidation’ which has been going on for the last few years and 
which has been accentuated by the acceptance of ministerial office in 
the provinces. The action of the Working Committee has served to 
expose the real character of the present majority party in the Congress 
and the role they have been playing. The punishment accorded to me 
is, however, thoroughly justifies from their point of view. By trying to 
warn the country about the continued drift towards Constitutionalism 
and Reformism, by protesting against resolutions which seek to kill 
the revolutionary spirit of the Congress, by working for the cause of 
Left wing consolidation and, last, but not the least, by consistently 
appealing to the country to prepare for the coming struggle--- I have 
committed a crime for which I have to pay the penalty”. (Crossroads, 
The Works of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, 1938-40) 

 



Subhash Bose then started the Forward Bloc (May, 1939) within the 
Congress to bring the Left together, but did not achieve much success. 
It was stated that members of the Congress could become members of 
the Bloc, and the latter became a separate political party only after 
independence. This again displays his continuing loyalty and 
commitment towards the Congress in spite of it all. He did take a tour 
of the country calling on the people for the final struggle. He set up 
the Left Consolidation Committee to organize the Left followers for 
this struggle, which was joined by the National Front (the then 
Communist Party) and M N Roy’s Radical Democratic Party. This 
also did not last long. 

Believing that the Gandhian position of increasing conciliation was 
approaching a rightist tendency since the 1930s Bose took up a more 
pronounced leftist position and provided leadership to the same, 
within and without the Congress. But the success was short lived and 
limited. When Bose was locked in contest with the Congress, the left 
deserted him as for them the unity of the Congress was more 
important. 
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Netaji and Congress
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CU Rill oi. 182223-21-0034

Semester VI

Paper – DSE A3

Netaji's time in the Congress

Subhas Chaodra Bise was biro io a middle class lawyers' family aod graduated frim Scitsh Church 

Cillege (1919) . Befire Scitsh Church he was a studeot io the Presideocy but was expelled fir 

oatioalist activites io 1916.. Ideiligy wise he was a sicialist. Io 1920 he was seot ti Cambridge ti study

fir the Ciivil serivice exams aod he eiveo he git selected but lef halfway thriugh 1921 seeiog the pilitcal

turmiil io Iodia . He was spiosired by his big brither Sarat Chaodra Bise whi was a lawyer fir all his 

educatio aod thriugh the earlier part if his pilitcal career. 

He was aged just 24 wheo he returoed ti Iodia aod came uoder the iofueoce if the Nio Ciiperatio 

miivemeot based io the ideiligy if Nio Viileoce. 

He remaioed io the Ciogress tll he became disillusiioed with its Miderate pilitcs aod split aod firmed 

his iwo part the Firward blic io 1939.

Conflict with the Congress and itss ideologs

Wheo Subhas arriived io Iodia , Gaodhi was io Bimbay at the tme aod agreed ti meet him io the 

aferoiio. Io Bisess acciuot if the meetog, writeo maoy years later, he pilliried Gaodhi with uuestio 

afer uuestio. Bise thiught Gaodhiss aoswers were ivague, his gials uoclear, his plao fir achieiviog 

them oit thiught thriugh. Gaodhi aod Bise difered io this frst meetog io the uuestio if meaos—fir 

Gaodhi oio-iviileot meaos ti aoy eod were oio-oegitable; io Bisess thiught, all meaos were 

acceptable io the serivice if aot-cilioial eods. They difered io the uuestio if eods. 

Accirdiog ti histiriao Girdio, "Gaodhi, hiweiver, set Bise io ti the leader if the Ciogress aod Iodiao 

oatioalism io Beogal, C. R. Das, aod io him Bise fiuod the leader whim he siught." Das was mire 

fexible thao Gaodhi, mire sympathetc ti the extremism that had atracted idealistc yiuog meo such 

as Bise io Beogal. Das lauoched Bise ioti oatioalist pilitcs. Bise wiuld wirk withio the ambit if the 

Iodiao Natioal Ciogress pilitcs fir oearly 20 years eiveo as he tried ti chaoge its ciurse. 

He started the oewspaper Swaraj aod tiik charge if publicity fir the Beogal Priiviocial Ciogress 

Cimmitee. His meotir was Chitaraojao Das whi was a spikesmao fir aggressiive oatioalism io 

Beogal. Io the year 1923, Bise was elected the Presideot if All Iodia Yiuth Ciogress aod alsi the 

Secretary if Beogal State Ciogress. He was alsi the editir if the oewspaper “Firward”, fiuoded by 

Chitaraojao Das. Bise wirked as the CEO if the Calcuta Muoicipal Cirpiratio fir Das wheo the later 

was elected mayir if Calcuta io 1924. Io a riuodup if oatioalists io 1925, Bise was arrested aod seot 

ti prisio io Maodalay, where he ciotracted tuberculisis. 



Io 1927, afer beiog released frim prisio, Bise became geoeral secretary if the Ciogress party aod 

wirked with Jawaharlal Nehru fir iodepeodeoce. Io late December 1928, Bise irgaoised the Aooual 

Meetog if the Iodiao Natioal Ciogress io Calcuta.  His mist memirable rile was as Geoeral ifficer 

cimmaodiog (GOC) Ciogress Viluoteer Cirps. A litle later, Bise was agaio arrested aod jailed fir ciivil 

disibedieoce; but he stll ciotested aod maoaged ti be elected frim jail as the Mayir if Beogal io 1930.

Bise became iocreasiogly critcal if Gaodhiss mire cioserivative ecioimics as well as his less 

ciofriotatioal appriach tiward iodepeodeoce. Io 1938 he was elected presideot if the Iodiao Natioal

Ciogress aod firmed a oatioal plaooiog cimmitee, which firmulated a pilicy if briad 

iodustrializatio. Hiweiver, this did oit harmioize with Gaodhiao ecioimic thiught, which cluog ti the 

oitio if citage iodustries aod beoeftog frim the use if the ciuotryss iwo resiurces. Bisess 

iviodicatio came io 1939, wheo he defeated a Gaodhiao riival (Sitaramaaiyah twice) fir re-electio. 

Nioetheless, the “rebel presideot” felt biuod ti resigo because if the lack if Gaodhiss suppirt. He 

fiuoded the Firward Blic, hipiog ti rally radical elemeots, but was agaio iocarcerated io July 1940. His 

refusal ti remaio io prisio at this critcal periid if Iodiass histiry was expressed io a determioatio ti 

fast ti death, which frighteoed the Britsh giiveromeot ioti releasiog him. Oo Jaouary 26., 1941, thiugh 

clisely watched, he escaped frim his Calcuta resideoce io disguise aod, traiveliog ivia Kabul aod 

Misciw, eiveotually reached Germaoy io April. This marked the frst majir split betweeo Gaodhiao 

pilitcs aod Bise aod siwed the seeds io the pricess if his disillusiioiog with Ciogress pilitcs. 

As ippised ti the Ciogress which always siught ti appeal ti the ‘higher mirals' if the Britsh 

‘ciivilisatios Bise realised that diiog si is oit a liog term efective methid ti remiive the Raj ioce aod 

fir all frim Iodia aod mire drastc methids were oeeded. Fir him the eods justfed the meaos a litle 

bit eiveo if it meaot askiog fir assistaoce frim koiwo fascists. 

Patabhi Sitaramayya brilliaotly captures the difereoce betweeo Gaodhi aod Bise wheo he 

writes- “With Gandhi Means are Ends. With Subhas Ends are Means. They were two polar opposites. 

Gandhi is moved by instnnts. Subhas was guided by reason.”

Compromise of Subhas with the Congress

Eiveo afer resigoiog as Presideot aod firmiog his iwo party – The Firward Blic ,Subhas Chaodra 

decided ti stay withio the umbrella if the Ciogress as he realised that at the tme the mire impirtaot 

mater was ti maiotaio the spirit if uoity that was oeeded at the tme ti fght the ‘Diivide aod Rule' 

pilicy if the Britsh. He just like all the ither sects withio the umbrella if the Ciogress decided ti oit 

separate his party frim the All Iodia Ciogress. 

Aod eiveo afer separatog frim the Ciogress he oeiver really ciuld firget the Ciogress aod their 

members with sime if whim he had shared cimradery like Nehru. Lest it be firgiteo, Netaji oamed 

ioe if the brigades if his Iodiao Natioal Army as ‘Nehru Brigades. Afer he (allegedly ) died io ao air 

crash io 1945, Nehru eosured that his widiw, Emilie, was giiveo life-liog foaocial assistaoce by the 

Ciogress party. Her daughter, Aoita Bise, alsi receiived mioetary aid tll she git married io 196.5. 

The difereoces Bise aod Nehru were restricted ti iviews io fascism aod relatioship with Gaodhi. 

Nibidy ciuld haive put it beter thao Prif. Rudraogshu Mukherjee whi io the ciocludiog part if his 

biik Nehru& Bise-Parallel Liives, writes: “Subhas belieived that he aod Jawaharlal ciuld make histiry 



tigether. But Jawaharlal ciuld oit see his destoy withiut Gaodhi. This was the limitog piiot if their 

relatioship.”

Conclusion

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 's political views were io suppirt if cimplete freedim fir Iodia with a 

classless siciety aod state sicialism at the earliest, whereas mist if the Ciogress Cimmitee waoted it 

io phases, thriugh a Dimioiio status. Eiveo thiugh Bise aod Mihaodas K. Gaodhi had diferiog 

ideiligies, the later called Bise the "Patriit if Patriits" io 1942. Bise admired Mihaodas Karamchaod 

Gaodhi aod called him Bapu, recigoisiog his impirtaoce as a symbil if Iodiao oatioalism aod giiviog 

him pilitcal expedieocy as tild by Bise ti Rash Behari Bise; called him "The Father if Our Natio" io a 

radii briadcast frim Raogiio io 1944, io which he stated, "I am cioivioced that if we di desire freedim

we must be prepared ti wade thriugh bliid" ,a statemeot simewhat at idds with Gaodhi's philisiphy 

if oio-iviileoce. Thus, althiugh they shared the gial if ao iodepeodeot Iodia, by 1939 the twi had 

becime diivided iiver the strategy ti achieive Iodiao Iodepeodeoce, aod ti sime degree the firm which 

the pist-Iodepeodeoce state shiuld take. 

Nirad C. Chaudhuri, Aotio Pelioka aod Leioard Girdio haive remarked that Bisess skills were best 

illustrated at the oegitatog table, rather thao io the batlefeld.

Bisess judgmeot io allyiog with the Japaoese has beeo uuestioed, as maoy argue [7] that he wiuld 

haive beeo uoable ti eosure ao iodepeodeot Iodia had he riddeo ti piwer io Japaoese bayioets, aod 

was io daoger if becimiog a puppet ruler similar ti the fate that befell Puyi, the last Chioese Emperir if

Maochuria.

Bise has beeo braoded as a fascist io sime uuarters. Others  belieive that Bise had clearly expressed his 

belief that demicracy was the best iptio fir Iodia.

Io the eod maoy peiple may ioterpret him difereotly, sime may exaggerate his acciuots but it is oit a 

mater if debate whether ir oit Bise was a reivilutioary if his tme. It cao alsi oit be argued upio 

that he was ready ti gi extreme leogths ti realise his dream if seeiog ao Iodia iodepeodeot if Britsh 

Raj eiveo if it meaot cimprimisiog with his iwo persioal ideals. His stiry ciotoues ti iospire us aod will

surely alsi iospire maoy geoeratios ti cime. What he decided ti di at his tme fir the iodepeodeoce 

was oit ioly ivery reivilutioary but alsi ivery. Io a way he will be treated like Gaodhi ir Nehru. There 

will always be critcs but yiu caooit argue with the impirtaot riles these characters played io shapiog 

the curreot histiry if Iodia. 

Bibliographs

The pre INA Netaji Bise  - Praiveeo Darbar 

                                                  (www.thestatesmao.cim) 

Subhas Chaodra Bisess struggle withio Ciogress was a statemeot agaiost the highly persioalised high-

cimmaod structure aod dictatirial grip if Gaodhi-Nehru 

- Saket Suryesh (www.ipiodia.cim) 

Netaji Research Bureau (www.oetaji.irg) 

http://www.thestatesman.com/
http://www.netaji.org/
http://www.opindia.com/


Subhas Chaodra Bise (www.britaooica.cim) 

http://www.britannica.com/


Scottish Church 

College 
 

 

 

CU Roll no.- 182223-21-0027 

CU Reg. No.- 223-1111-0120-18 

 

Department- History 
 

 

 

SEM- 6 

CC 13 

 

Netaji and Congress – 

Conflicts and Compromises 
 

 



Introduction 

Subhas Chandra Bose  remained congressman although his life from very 

childhood he had developed  respect for the revolutionaries .during the days of 

the student life in presidency college, Calcutta he made regular contacts with 

the secret activities number of revolutionaries during the time of hindu hostel 

of presidency college. The oaten affair and his subsequent rustication from the 

college clearly depicts frame of his mind and from the very beginning of the life 

and courage with which he stood behind his fellow students. 

For such a young man the job of I.C.S was  never to be an attractive one. 

Though he passed in I.C.S exam with honour in London he never accepted the 

job. He resigned from I.C.S on 22 April 1921 with clear determination of joining  

India National Congress to serve the cause of the country under British yoke . 

After landing in Bombay on 16 July 1921 he first met with Gandhi  at Mani 

Bhavan had a long talk with him about the future plan and future of the 

movement and India. 

The way history of India has been written post-independence, it is rare to find 

a post-independence historian to write anything praiseworthy about any 

freedom-fighter who is not from the clan which appropriated India as its 

fiefdom. If Nehru is to be considered as the protagonist of India freedom story, 

not only Subhas Chandra Bose, Vallabhbhai Patel, Ram Prasad Bismil, Veer 

Savarkar, anyone who was not Nehru will be what in literary terms is called a 

foil. Not much has been written after independence from non-Nehru 

perspective. Congress, before independence, for a long time, before it became 

a privately-held entity under Gandhi, was more of an amalgamation of floating 

ideologies than a political party. The way strong personalities interacted and 

struggled with each other would make an interesting study, though very less 

has been written on it. Writing on internal politics of the Indian National 

Congress has been studiously avoided by the later-day scholars for the fear of 

offending the ruling royals of the Congress. These idols of independent India 

do not come out a winner in the face of the illuminating intellect of Tilak, non-

negotiable nationalism of Bose or uncompromising courage of Bismil.  

   Within Congress, the contrast could not have been deeper and the 

competitive streak could not have been more defined than that between Bose 

and Nehru. Both were of the same age, and from a similar aristocratic 

background. Bose, unlike other great leaders, did not suffer the lack of 



pedigree when placed next to Nehru. In reality, Bose with his scholarly 

background, Civil Services selection stood an inch over Nehru, who at least till 

that time was still struggling to find a way out of the shadow of a successful 

and rich Father. 

Gandhi was a great leader, unified India, and played the great game of mixing 

religion with politics, thereby appealing to the masses with a mystic appeal. 

Still, the fact remains that Gandhi had pronounced dictatorial tendencies. As 

the party became more and more dependent on Gandhi for direction, and 

even survival, he became more and more adamant about imposing his will 

over the party. Nehru too started as a rebel young son to a rich friend of 

Gandhi committed to communism, but with his internal contradictions of 

character, he was quickly tamed by Gandhi. 

Subhas and Nehru started as friends, Subhas appreciative of the sway Nehru 

held in the Congress and over Gandhi. Looking forward to enlist support of 

Nehru, who Bose considered his fellow comrade in the path of complete 

independence, he wrote on 4th of March, 1936- “you are the only one to 

whom we can look up for leading the Congress in a progressive direction. 

Moreover, your position is unique, and I think even Mahatma Gandhi will be 

more accommodating towards you than towards anybody else.” By then, 

Nehru had already served as Congress President once, in 1929-30 and was up 

for the second tenure. Gandhi’s affection for Nehru was well-known.  

 Netaji Bose wasn’t a ‘Nazi Collaborator’, and accusing Alexandria Ocasio 

Cortez of being anti-Semitic over it is absurd Right after Nehru’s first 

presidency of Congress, Sitaramaiyya had quoted Young Indian and mentioned 

Gandhi as Nehru’s foster father. (His father Motilalji gave him pride and 

prejudice. His foster father Gandhi gave him his prudence). Bose by then was 

pretty disheartened by the dithering of Congress on the matter of 

Independence of India. 

  In his book “Fundamental Questions of Indian Revolution” Netaji writes, “In 

December 1928, a resolution was passed by the Congress by 1300 to 900 

Votes, which put back the clock by definitely committing the Congress to the 

acceptance of dominion status…The resolution of Calcutta Congress gave the 

British Government one year’s time within which they could offer Dominion 

status to India. By 1936, Bose was quite disenchanted with the Congress under 

Gandhi and hoped to get help from Nehru in reigniting the fire of 

independence. However, on 29th of January, 1939, Subhas Bose was 



appointed the president of Congress, having defeated Pattabhi Sitaramaiya, 

1580 to 1377 Votes. Gandhi, dropping all the pretence of neutrality than 

declared that Sitaramaiyya’s defeat is my defeat. The old guard and Gandhi 

loyalists got to work almost immediately blocking the newly-appointed 

President at every step. Possibly it was due to the disenchantment with the 

leadership of Nehru-Gandhi that Bose decided to himself step in. Nehru had 

lost his initial vigour for independence and socialism ever since he was handed 

over the Congress Presidency in 1929 and later in 1936-37. Sitaramaiyya 

mentions that in all these years, Netaji largely kept to himself and maintained a 

bipartisan position on most matters. He writes that only towards the end of 

September, 1938 it came to notice that Subhas babu was keen to become 

President of Congress at Tripuri. Gandhi was keen to have Maulana Abul Kalam 

Azad as the next president and in his absence, Sitaramaiyya was his second 

choice. However, later Maulana withdrew and the contest was between 

Sitaramaiyya and Subhas. 

Gandhi at the Indian National Congress annual meeting in Haripura in 1938 with Congress 

President Subhas Chandra Bose 

The declaration of Gandhi claiming Sitaramaiyya’s loss as his own created 

unrest in the rank and file of the Congress. Immediately after, in Tripuri 

Congress, a resolution was brought in by Shri Govind Ballabh Pant, supported 

by 160 signatories stating “The committee declares its firm adherence to the 

fundamental policies of the Congress which have governed its programme in 

the past years under the guidance of Mahatma Gandhi and is definitely of the 

opinion that there should be no break in these policies and they should 

continue to govern the Congress policies in future. This diluted the powers of 

appointed President, leaving Bose with nor room to give any new direction to 

the organization. 



How Congress party shunted out 

Subhash Chandra Bose 
 

The resolution went further and stated, “..the fact that Mahatma Gandhi alone 

can lead the Congress and the country to victory during such crisis, the 

Committee regards it as imperative that the Congress Executive should 

command his implicit confidence and requests the President to nominate 

Working Committee in accordance with the wishes of Gandhiji”. Not one to 

take things lying down, Bose wrote to Gandhiji. Subhas wrote to Gandhi on 

25th March, 1939- “What exactly is the position of President? Article XV of the 

Congress Constitution confers certain powers on the President in the matter of 

appointing the Working committee.” 

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose with Nehru 

Stifled and crippled as a notional president, Subhas Bose resigned later that 

year in September, 1939.  Subhas had also fell apart from Nehru by this time. 

On 28th March, 1939, He wrote to Nehru, “I may tell you that since the 

Presidential election, you have done more to lower me in the estimation of the 

public than all the twelve ex-members of the Working Committee put 

together.” Here he made that famous remark on Nehru and his commitment 

to socialism. He wrote, “You are in the habit of proclaiming that you stand by 

yourself and represent nobody else and that you are not attached to any party. 

At the same time you call yourself a Socialist- sometimes a full-blooded 

Socialist. How a socialist can be an individualist as you regard yourself, beats 

me. The one is anti-thesis of the other, that his assessment was true is 

confirmed in a self-portrait written by Nehru anonymously. Nehru wrote in 



Modern Review, November, 1939 “Men like Jawaharlal with all their capacity 

for great and good work are unsafe in a democracy. A little twist and 

Jawaharlal might turn a dictator sweeping aside the paraphernalia of a slow-

moving democracy. Jawaharlal is certainly not a fascist either by conviction or 

temperament. He is far too much of an aristocrat for the crudity and vulgarity 

of fascism. And yet he has the makings of a dictator in him. His overmastering 

desire to get things done, to sweep away what he dislikes and build anew, will 

hardly brook for long the slow process of democracy.” These dictatorial 

tendencies came into play much later in full when he took over as the Prime 

Minister of India, turning himself into a singular power centre between the 

Government and the Party. On refusing the follow the party line, after 

resigning as the President of AICC, in the month of August same year, Bose was 

disqualified as President of Bengal’s Provincial Congress Committee as well for 

three years on the charges of indiscipline. Free from the limitations of party 

policies and politics, Bose went in for an open challenge to the British rule. On 

19th March, 1940, he presided in an All India Anti-Compromise Conference at 

Ramgarh Bihar organized by Swami Sahajanand Saraswati where he expressed 

his anguish at the compromising nature of the Congress- “As soon as the war 

began, Mahatma Gandhi proceeded to Shimla without caring to consult the 

Congress Working Committee and informed HE the Viceroy that he was in 

favour of rendering unconditional help to Great Britain in the prosecution of 

war.” 

He organized a protest against the fake narrative of the British claiming that 

around 160 British were pushed into a small room by Nawab Sirajuddaula 

where many died. This was based on the accounts of General Holwell. Netaji 

was arrested on 2nd of July, 1940. He went on hunger strike in captivity and 

was later released in November, 1940. All this while he continued to urge 

Congress to launch Civil disobedience. On May 20th, 1940, Nehru made a 

statement that Launching a civil disobedience at a time when Britain is 

engaged in life and death struggle would be an act derogatory to India’s 

honour. Mahatma also refused to join in claiming that he did not want to win 

independence from the ruins of Britain. 



 

Subhas Chandra Bose and Azad Hind Fauj 

Netaji escaped and fled India in January, 1941, later to emerge as the 

Commander-in-Chief of Azad Hind Fauz, an audacious attempt to liberate India 

from the colonial rule with Military means. While the mission itself failed, the 

failed fire did carry enough cinders to ignite the fires of Sailor mutiny during 

the Quit India movement, the following year. Protests in support of INA in 

Kolkata saw the death of 40 in Police firing and that in Mumbai of 23.Pattabhi 

Sitaramayya brilliantly captures the difference between Gandhi and Bose when 

he writes- “With Gandhi Means are Ends. With Subhas Ends are Means. They 

were two polar opposites. Gandhi is moved by instincts. Subhas was guided by 

reason. “Subhas Chandra Bose’s struggle while within Congress was a 

statement against the highly personalized high-command structure and 

dictatorial grip Gandhi held over Congress amid all the pretence of democracy. 

While there are many theories of whether or not Bose survived the plane crash 

on 18th of August, 1945, what Netaji meant to India is captured in the words of 

Pattabhi Sitaramayya, who writes-There is widely felt disinclination to believe 

this story of Subhas babu’s death, which is traced to Japanese sources. His 

position after the conclusion of the war has become a matter of anxious 

enquiry all around. If he was dead, this anxiety would be submerged by the 

flood tide of sorrow that overcame the country. If he was alive, the halo 

around this mystic would become deeper and brighter.”  
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Introduction 
The Partition of Bengal in 1947, part of the Partition of 
India, divided the British Indian province of Bengal based on 
the Radcliffe Line between the Dominion of India and 
the Dominion of Pakistan. The Hindu-majority West 
Bengal became a state of India, and the Muslim-majority East 
Bengal (now Bangladesh) became a province of Pakistan. 

On 20 June 1947, the Bengal Legislative Assembly met to 
decide the future of the Bengal Presidency on being a United 
Bengal within India or Pakistan or divided into East and West 
Bengal. At the preliminary joint session, the assembly decided 
by 120-90 that it should remain united if it joined the 
new Constituent Assembly of Pakistan. Later, a separate 
meeting of legislators from West Bengal decided 58-21 that 
the province should be partitioned and that West Bengal 
should join the existing Constituent Assembly of India. In 
another separate meeting of legislators from East Bengal, it 
was decided 106-35 that the province should not be 
partitioned and 107-34 that East Bengal should join Pakistan 
in the event of Partition.  

On 6 July 1947, the Sylhet referendum decided to sever Sylhet 
from Assam and merge it into East Bengal. 

The partition, with power transferred to Pakistan and India 
on 14–15 August 1947, was done according to what has come 
to be known as the 3 June Plan, or the Mountbatten Plan. 
Indian independence, on 15 August 1947, ended over 150 
years of British influence in the Indian Subcontinent. East 
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Pakistan became the independent country of Bangladesh after 
the 1971 Bangladesh Liberation War. 

Background 
In 1905, the First Partition in Bengal was implemented as an 
administrative preference since governing two provinces, 
West and East Bengal, would be easier. The partition divides 
the province between West Bengal, whose majority was Hindu, 
and East Bengal, whose majority was Muslim, but left 
considerable minorities of Hindus in East Bengal and Muslims 
in West Bengal. While the Muslims were in favour of the 
partition, as they would have their own province, Hindus 
opposed it. The controversy led to increased violence and 
protest, and in 1911, the provinces were again united.  

However, the disagreements between Hindus and Muslims in 
Bengal that had sparked the Partition of Bengal in 1905 
remained, and laws, including the Second Partition of Bengal 
in 1947, were implemented to fulfil the political needs of the 
parties involved. 

According to plan, on 20 June 1947, the members of the Bengal 
Legislative Assembly cast three separate votes on the proposal 
to partition Bengal: 

 In the joint session of the house, composed of all the 
members of the Assembly, the division of the joint session of 
the House stood at 126 votes against and 90 votes for 
joining the existing Constituent Assembly (India) 

 The members of the Muslim-majority areas of Bengal in a 
separate session then passed a motion by 106–35 against 
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partitioning Bengal and instead joining a new Constituent 
Assembly (Pakistan) as a whole. 

 A separate meeting of the members of the non-Muslim-
majority areas of Bengal then decided 58–21 to partition 
the province. 

Under the Mountbatten Plan, a single majority vote in favour 
of partition by either of the notionally-divided halves of the 
Assembly would have decided the division of the province and 
hence the proceedings on 20 June resulted in the decision to 
partition Bengal. That set the stage for the creation of West 
Bengal as a province of India and East Bengal as a province of 
the Dominion of Pakistan. 

Also in accordance with the Mountbatten Plan, a referendum 
held on 6 July had the electorate of Sylhet vote to join East 
Bengal. Further, the Boundary Commission, headed by Sir Cyril 
Radcliffe, decided on the territorial demarcation between the 
two newly-created provinces. Power was transferred to 
Pakistan and India on 14 and 15 August, respectively, under 
the Indian Independence Act 1947. 

Opposition to partition of India 
 

In Bengal, the Krishak Praja Party's Syed Habib-ul-Rahman 
said that partitioning India was "absurd" and 
"chimerical". Criticising the partition of the province of Bengal 
and India as a whole, Syed Habib-ul-Rahman said that "the 
Indian, both Hindus and Muslims, live in a common 
motherland, use the offshoots of a common language and 
literature, and are proud of the noble heritage of a common 
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Hindu and Muslim culture, developed through centuries of 
residence in a common land". 

United Bengal plan 
After it became apparent that the division of India on the basis 
of the two-nation theory would almost certainly result in the 
partition of Bengal along religious lines, the Bengal provincial 
Muslim League leader Huseyn Shaheed Suhrawardy came up 
with a new plan to create an independent Bengal state, which 
would join neither Pakistan nor India and remain 
unpartitioned. Suhrawardy realised that if Bengal was 
partitioned, it would be economically disastrous for East 
Bengal as all coal mines, all but two jute mills and other 
industrial plants would certainly go to the western part since 
they were in overwhelmingly-Hindu areas. Most 
importantly, Calcutta, the largest city in India and an 
industrial and commercial hub and the largest port, would 
also go to the western part. Suhrawardy floated his idea on 24 
April 1947 at a press conference in Delhi.  

However, the plan directly ran counter to that of the Muslim 
League's plan, which demanded the creation of a separate 
Muslim homeland on the basis of the two-nation theory. The 
Bengal provincial Muslim League leadership opinion was 
divided. The leader Abul Hashim supported it, but Nurul 
Amin and Mohammad Akram Khan opposed 
it. However, Muhammad Ali Jinnah realised the validity of 
Suhrawardy's argument and gave his tacit support to the plan. 
After Jinnah's approval, Suhrawardy started gathering 
support for his plan. 
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For the Congress, only a handful of leaders agreed to the plan, 
such as the influential Bengal provincial Congress leader Sarat 
Chandra Bose, the elder brother of Netaji and Kiran Shankar 
Roy. However, most other leaders and Congress leaders, 
including Jawaharlal Nehru and Vallabhbhai Patel, rejected 
the plan. The nationalist Hindu Mahasabha, under the 
leadership of Shyama Prasad Mukherjee, vehemently opposed 
it[13] and considered it nothing but a ploy by Suhrawardy to 
stop the partition of the state so that its industrial west, 
including the city of Kolkata, would remain under League 
control. It also claimed that even if the plan was for a 
sovereign Bengal state, it would be a virtual Pakistan, and the 
Hindu minority would always be at the mercy of the Muslim 
majority.  

Although the chance of the proposal seeing light without the 
Congress central committee's approval was slim, Bose and 
Suhrawardy continued talks to reach an agreement on the 
political structure of the proposed state. Like Suhrawardy, 
Bose also felt that Partition would severely hamper Bengal's 
economy, and almost half of the Hindus would be left stranded 
in East Pakistan. The agreement was published on 24 May 
1947[16] but was largely political. The proposal had little 
support at grassroots level, particularly among Hindus. The 
Muslim League's continuous propaganda for the two-nation 
theory during the past six years, as well as the marginalisation 
of Hindus in the Suhrawardy ministry and the vicious 1946 
riots, which many Hindus believed to have been sponsored by 
the state, left little room for trust by the Bengali Hindus. Soon, 
Bose and Suhrawardy were divided on the nature of the 
electorate: separate or joint. Suhrawardy insisted upon 
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maintaining the separate electorates for Muslims and non-
Muslims. Bose opposed the idea and withdrew. The lack of any 
other significant support by the Congress caused the United 
Bengal plan to be discarded. Still, the relatively-unknown 
episode marked the last attempt among Bengali Muslim and 
Hindu leadership to avoid Partition and to live together. 

Displacement 
1946-1951 

Following the partition of Bengal between the Hindu-majority 
West Bengal and the Muslim-majority East Bengal, there was 
an influx of refugees from both sides. An estimation suggests 
that before Partition, West Bengal had a population of 21.2 
million, of whom 5.3 million, or roughly 25 percent, were 
Muslim minorities, and East Bengal had 39.1 million people, of 
whom 11.4 million, or roughly 30 percent, were predominantly 
Hindu minorities. Nearly 5 million Hindus have left Pakistan's 
East Bengal for India's West Bengal region, and about 2 
million Muslims have left India's West Bengal for Pakistan's 
East Bengal region immediately after Partition because of 
violence and rioting resulting from mobs supporting West 
Bengal and East Bengal . 

1960 

An estimated 30 lakh Hindu refugees had entered West Bengal 
by 1960, and close to 7 lakh Muslims left for East Pakistan. The 
refugee influx in Bengal was also accompanied by the fact that 
the government was less prepared to rehabilitate them, which 
resulted in huge housing and sanitation problems for the 



millions, most of whom were owners of large property back in 
East Bengal. 

1964 

During East Pakistan riot of 1964, it is estimated according to 
Indian authorities, 135,000 Hindu refugees arrived in West 
Bengal from East Pakistan, and the Muslims started to 
migrate to East Pakistan from West Bengal. According to 
Pakistani figures, 43,000 Muslim refugees have arrived from 
West Bengal since 1 January.  

1971 

In 1971, during the Bangladesh Liberation 
War against Pakistan, a large group of refugees numbering an 
estimated 7,235,916 arrived from Bangladesh to India's West 
Bengal, nearly 80% of them were Bengali Hindus and 
after Independence of Bangladesh, nearly 15,21,912 people 
belonging to Bengali Hindu refugees decided to stay back in 
West Bengal. The Bangladeshi Hindus were mainly settled in 
Nadia, North 24 parganas and South 24 parganas district of 
West Bengal after 1971.  

Aftermath 

Muslim-majority districts: Dinajpur, Rangpur, Malda, 
Murshidabad, Rajshahi, Bogra, Pabna, Mymensingh, Jessore, 
Nadia, Faridpur, Dhaka, Tippera, Bakerganj, Noakhali and 
Chittagong. 

 Hindu-majority districts: Calcutta, Howrah, Hooghly, 
Birbhum, Burdwan, Bankura, Midnapore, Jalpaiguri, 
Darjeeling, 24 Pargana, Khulna and Chittagong Hill Tract. 
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Final division: 

 Pakistan: East Dinajpur, Rangpur, Rajshahi, Bogra, Pabna, 
Mymensingh, Sylhet (except Karimganj), Khulna, Bakerganj, 
plain Tippera (Tripura), Noakhali, Chittagong, Jessore, East 
Nadia, Chittagong Hill Tracts. 

 India: West 
Dinajpur, Jalpaiguri, Darjeeling, Malda, Murshidabad, West 
Nadia, Calcutta, 24 Pargana, Burdwan, 
Birbhum, Midnapore, Howrah, Hooghly and Karimganj 
district in Assam. 

The second partition of Bengal left behind a legacy of violence 
that has continues ever since. As Bashabi Fraser put it, "There 
is the reality of the continuous flow of 'economic migrants', 
'refugees', 'infiltrators', 'illegal immigrants' who cross over the 
border and pan out across the sub-continent, looking for work 
and a new home, setting in metropolitan centres as far off as 
Delhi and Mumbai, keeping the question of the Partition alive 
today".[24] 

Displacement crisis 

A massive population transfer began immediately after 
partition. Millions of Hindus migrated to India from East 
Bengal. Most of them settled in West Bengal. A significant 
number even went to Assam, Tripura and other states. 
However, the refugee crisis was markedly different 
from Punjab at India's western border. Punjab had witnessed 
widespread communal riots immediately before partition. As a 
result, the population transfer in Punjab happened almost 
immediately after Partition, as terrified people left their 
homes from both sides. Within a year, the population exchange 
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had been largely complete between East and West Punjab, but 
in Bengal, violence was limited to Kolkata and Noakhali. 
Hence in Bengal, the migration occurred much more gradually 
and continued over the three decades after partition. 

Although riots were limited in pre-independence Bengal, the 
environment was communally charged. Both Hindus in East 
Bengal and Muslims in West Bengal felt unsafe and had to 
take a crucial decision on whether to leave for an uncertain 
future in another country or to stay in subjugation under the 
other community. Among Hindus in East Bengal, those who 
were better placed economically, particularly higher-
caste Hindus, left first. Government employees were given a 
chance to swap their posts between India and Pakistan. The 
educated urban upper and middle classes, the rural gentry, 
traders, businessmen and artisans left for India soon after 
partition. They often had relatives and other connections in 
West Bengal and settled with less difficulty. Muslims followed 
a similar pattern. The urban and educated upper and middle 
classes left for East Bengal first.  

However, poorer Hindus in East Bengal, most of whom 
belonged to lower castes like the Namashudras found it much 
more difficult to migrate. Their only property was immovable 
land holdings. Many sharecropped had no skills other than 
farming. As a result, most of them decided to stay in East 
Bengal. However, the political climate in Pakistan 
deteriorated soon after partition and communal violence 
started to rise. In 1950, severe riots occurred in Barisal and 
other places in East Pakistan, causing a further exodus of 
Hindus. The situation was vividly described by Jogendra Nath 
Mandal's resignation letter to Pakistani Prime 
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Minister Liaquat Ali Khan. Mandal was a Namashudra leader 
and despite being a lower-caste Hindu, he supported the 
Muslim League as a protest to the subjugation of lower-caste 
Hindus by their higher-caste coreligionists. He fled to India 
and resigned from his cabinet minister's post. For the next two 
decades, Hindus left East Bengal whenever communal tensions 
flared up or relationship between India and Pakistan 
deteriorated as in 1964. The situation of the Hindu minority in 
East Bengal reached its worst in the months preceding and 
during the Bangladesh Liberation War of 1971, when 
the Pakistani Army systematically targeted ethnic Bengalis, 
regardless of religious background, as part of Operation 
Searchlight. 

In independent Bangladesh, state-sponsored discrimination of 
Hindus largely stopped. However, like India, the two 
communities' relationship remains tense and occasional 
communal violence occurred, such as in the aftermath of Babri 
Mosque demolition. Illegal immigration to India has continued 
but is now mostly economic and is not limited to Hindus alone. 

Though Muslims in post-independence West Bengal faced 
some discrimination it was unlike the state-sponsored 
discrimination faced by the Hindus in East Bengal. Most 
Hindus fled from East Bengal, but Muslims largely stayed on in 
West Bengal. Over the years, however, the community became 
ghettoised and was socially and economically segregated from 
the majority community. West Bengali Muslims are highly 
marginalised, as can be seen from social indicators 
like literacy and per capita income.  
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Apart from West Bengal, thousands of Bihari Muslims also 
settled in East Bengal. They had suffered terribly in severe 
riots before partition. However, they supported West 
Pakistan during the Liberation War and were subsequently 
denied citizenship in independent Bangladesh. Most of the 
Bihari refugees have remained stateless. 

Conclusion 
In Punjab, the Indian government anticipated a population 
transfer and was ready to take proactive measures. Land plots 
that were evacuated by Muslims were allotted to incoming 
Hindu and Sikh refugees. The government allocated 
substantial resources for the rehabilitation of refugees in 
Punjab. In contrast, there was no such planning in the eastern 
part of the country. Neither the central nor the West Bengal 
state governments anticipated any large-scale population 
exchange, and no co-ordinated policy was in place to 
rehabilitate millions of homeless people. The newly-
independent country had few resources, and the central 
government was exhausted in resettling 7 million refugees in 
Punjab. Instead of providing rehabilitation, the Indian 
government tried to stop and even to reverse the refugee 
influx from East Bengal. India and Pakistan signed 
the Liaquat–Nehru Pact in 1950 to stop any further 
population exchange between West and East Bengal. Both 
countries agreed to take the refugees back and to return them 
their property which they evacuated in their respective 
countries. However, in practice, both countries failed to uphold 
it. Even after it became clear that refugees were determined 
not to be sent back, the governments of both countries failed 
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to provide any significant assistance. The government policy of 
East Bengal refugee rehabilitation mostly consisted of sending 
them to empty areas, mostly outside of West Bengal. One of the 
most controversial scheme was the government's decision to 
settle the refugees by force in Dandakaranya, a barren plot of 
land in Central India.  

Radcliffe's line split Bengal, which had always historically 
been always a single economic, cultural and ethnic (Bengali-
Hindu or Bengali-Muslim) zone, into two halves. Both halves 
were intricately connected. The fertile East produced food and 
raw materials which the West consumed and the 
industrialised West produced manufactured goods which were 
consumed by the East. The mutually-beneficial trade and 
exchange was severely disrupted by Partition. Rail, road and 
water communication routes were severed between them. 

After Partition, West Bengal suffered from a substantial food 
shortage as the fertile rice-producing districts went to East 
Bengal. The shortage continued into the 1950s and the 1960s. 
By 1959, West Bengal faced an annual food shortage of 
950,000 tones. Hunger marches became a common sight in 
Kolkata.  

Jute was the largest industry in Bengal at Partition. The 
Radcliffe Line left every single jute mill in West Bengal but 
four fifths of the jute-producing land in East Bengal. The best 
quality fibre yielding breeds of jute were cultivated mostly in 
East Bengal. India and Pakistan initially agreed to a trade 
agreement to import raw jute from East Bengal for West 
Bengal's mills. However, Pakistan had plans to set up its own 
mills and put restrictions on raw jute export to India. West 
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Bengal's mills faced acute shortage, and the industry faced a 
crisis. On the other hand, jute farmers in East Bengal were 
now without a market to sell their produce. Exporting jute to 
West Bengal suddenly became an anti-national act for 
Pakistan. Smuggling of raw jute shot up across the border, but 
West Bengal rapidly increased jute production and in the mid-
to-late 1950s became largely self-sufficient in jute. West 
Bengal's mills became less dependent on East Bengal for raw 
materials. Pakistan also set up new factories to process its 
local produce instead of exporting to India. The following 
table shows jute production details in both countries in 1961.  

West Bengal's paper and leather industry faced similar 
problems. The paper mills used East Bengal's bamboo, and the 
tanneries consumed leather, which were also mainly produced 
in East Bengal. Like jute, the lack of raw material pushed both 
industries into decline.  

Despite central and state governments' best efforts, the 
pressure of millions of refugees, food shortages and industrial 
decline after independence put West Bengal in a severe 
crisis. Dr. B. C. Roy's government tried to cope up with the 
situation by initiating several projects. The government 
built irrigation networks like DVC and Mayurakshi project, 
the Durgapur industrial zone and the Salt Lake City, but the 
failed to arrest West Bengal's decline. Poverty rose, and West 
Bengal lost its top place and lagged well behind other Indian 
states in industrial development. Massive political unrest, 
strikes and violence crippled the state for the three decades 
after Partition.  
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Origin 

On 19 July 1905, Lord Curzon, the then Viceroy of India, announced the partition Of Bengal. The 

reorganization separated the Muslim-dominated eastern areas from the Hindu western areas. Partition 

of Bengal, (1905), division of Bengal carried out by the British viceroy in India, Lord Curzon, despite strong 

Indian nationalist opposition. It began a transformation of the Indian National Congress from a middle-

class pressure group into a nationwide mass movement. Bengal, Bihar, and Orissa had formed a single 

province of British India since 1765. By 1900 the province had grown too large to handle under a single 

administration. East Bengal, because of isolation and poor communications, had been neglected in favour 

of west Bengal and Bihar. Curzon chose one of several schemes for partition: to unite Assam, which had 

been a part of the province until 1874, with 15 districts of east Bengal and thus form a new province with 

a population of 31 million. A huge uproar greeted Curzon’s contentious move of splitting Bengal. As a 

result, Swadeshi and Boycott movement started, and the extremist faction emerged in Congress. The 

events sowed the seeds of communal tension. that led to the partition of India in 1947. 

 

Reason for Partition 

The main reason for the partition was purely political to weaken the national movement and the policy of 

Divide and Rule. The Hindus were in better position in terms of economic status, professional qualities 

etc. than the Muslims. The motive was to break the growing solidarity of Bengali nationalism. Bengal at 

the time was considered to the nerve-center of India nationalism. Lord Curzon decided to crush the new 

sprit by dividing the politically advanced communities into separate provinces. During the pre-Sepoy 

Mutiny period, section of Hindu traders greatly helped the British while their Muslim counterparts did 

not. The British were angry with the spread of Western education Hindus made a big way but Muslims 

could not. 

  

Map of Bengal before Partition                       Migration takes place between states 
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Response  

The day of mourning: The final plan of separation was published on 10th July 1905. On 16 October 1905, 

the day of partition was observed as the day of mourning throughout Bengal. A mere six years later, 

partition was declared invalid. 

News Papers: The newspapers take an active role in the movement. It seeks to understand the extent to 

which they were successful in influencing the minds of the population the British Indian provinces. Finally, 

it will look into the role they played in the evolution of the movement. This paper shall attempt to 

understand how the political thinkers of the movement used the newspapers to spread and materialise 

their cause of ‘preaching the new creed of radical nationalism. The central focus of the thesis would be 

on the role played by the English newspapers based out in Calcutta during the Swadeshi period in ensuring 

that the progression of the movement saw a rise of nationalistic emotions among the local population. 

The newspapers in focus in this chapter are the ‘Bengalee,’ edited by Surendranath Banerjee, and the 

‘Amrita Bazar Patrika,’ edited by Motilal Ghose. For brevity, these newspapers have been broadly 

categorised as the moderate newspapers. The chapter elaborates on how two newspapers which were in 

existence since the latter half of 19th century, suddenly became a part of the politically charged 

atmosphere and played a crucial role in providing direction to the movement. The second chapter is titled 

‘Proponents of extremists.' The extremist faction of the movement came into prominence only after the 

demise of the moderates from the active role in the movement. To promote their ideas extremist leaders, 

took advantage of the growing popularity of the print media. The ‘Bande Mataram,’ edited initially by 

Bipin Chandra Pal and later on by Aurobindo Ghose. The chapter attempts to explain the role played by 

this newspaper in the development of the nationalistic consciousness among the masses. It discusses how 

the newspaper was responsible for triggering a shift in the ideological dominance of the movement. 

   

Bande Mataram newspaper                                      Amrita Bazar Patrika newspaper 

16th October as Raksha Bandhan: At the dawn of the 19th century, Bengal had emerged to become a 

hotbed of nationalist movements, threatening the British rule. Bengal was meant to be their power centre, 

but the bubbling discontent among the citizens was a major cause of concern for them. Hence, in an 

attempt to curb this, the British decided to resort to the ‘divide and rule’ policy. Their strategy was to 

break the communal harmony between Hindus and Muslims of the region, and Lord Curzon, the then 

Viceroy of India was made in-charge of it. The decision for Bengal’s partition was taken at a meeting 

between Curzon and a Muslim delegation in Assam, in June 1905, whereby the Hindu majority regions of 

West Bengal, Bihar and Odisha were to be separated from Muslim-dominated areas of Sylhet and Assam. 
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A month later, they passed the order for partition, which came into effect on 16 October. The move was 

vehemently opposed by prominent leaders of the time, including Rabindranath Tagore. Coincidentally, by 

the time the partition of Bengal was about to come into effect, the month of shravan had arrived. It is the 

time when the festival of Raksha Bandhan is celebrated by the Hindu community, and Tagore realised that 

a simple thread, steeped in mythology and folklore, had the true power to unite thousands of people, 

invoking brotherhood and togetherness among the two communities. 

 

Rabindranath Tagore’s Hindu-Muslim Rakhi (Raksha) Bandhan initiative 

 in progress in Calcutta, October 1909. 

 

Boycott and Swadeshi Movement: The Swadeshi and Boycott Movement (1903-1908) The Swadeshi and 

Boycott movement began as an agitation to oppose the Bengal partition, which later turned into a mass 

movement throughout the country. The formal proclamation of Swadeshi Movement was made on 7th 

August 1905 in a meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall. The two main goals of this movement were the 

use of Swadeshi goods and the boycott of foreign-made goods. In this post, we will learn in detail about 

the facts and significance of the movements of swadeshi and boycott. The partition of Bengal made due 

to his aggressive policy. In the protest of the division of Bengal, an incursive movement of the entire 

Bengal was developed. This is known as the Swadeshi movement. At the beginning of the movement, 

Surendranath Banerjee, and later took over the responsibility of Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo Ghosh. 

On the positive side the Indian industries saw regeneration with reawakening of use of indigenous goods. 

Demand of native products including clothing increased. The Bombay and Ahmadabad mill-owners 

endeavoured in filling the sudden shortage in supply of clothes due to the boycott movement. 

   

Burning of British Goods against the Bengal Partition  
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Leaders 

Bal Gangadhar Tilak: Tilak’s endeavors as a freedom fighter were supported by fellow nationalists Bipin 

Chandra Pal of Bengal and Lala Lajpat Rai of Punjab. The trio came to be popularly referred to as the Lal-

Bal-Pal. In the 1907 national session of the Indian National Congress, massive trouble broke out between 

the moderate and extremist sections of the Indian National Congress Party. Due to this, the Congress split 

into two factions. Bal Gangadhar Tilak also published two newspapers that focused on his nationalistic 

goals. Those newspapers were ‘Mahratta’ (English) and ‘Kesari’ (Marathi). Both of these newspapers 

stressed on making the Indians aware of the glorious past and encouraged the masses to be self-reliant. 

These newspapers actively propagated the cause of national freedom. Tilak also proposed Grand 

celebrations on ‘Ganesh Chaturthi’ and ‘Shivaji Jayanti’. He envisioned these celebrations inciting a sense 

of unity and inspiring nationalist sentiment among Indians. It is a sheer tragedy that for his allegiance 

towards extremism, Tilak and his contribution were not given the recognition, he actually deserved. 

 

Bal Gangadhar Tilak 

Bipin Chandra Pal: Bipin Chandra Pal History Is the History of Pre-Independent India When the Youth of 

The Day Were Struggling to Throw Away the Yoke of British Rule. Contrary To Moderate He Along with 

Lokmanya Tilak, Lala Lajpat Rai Advocated the Swadeshi Movement Involving the Boycott of All Imported 

Items and The Use of Indian-Made Goods. In Short, They Were Not Inclined Towards Following Moderate 

Ideals but Were Leaned Towards Extremist Ideas. The Trio Lal-Bal-Pal Has Advocated Radical Means Like 

Burning Western Clothes Made in The Mills of Manchester or Swadeshi, Boycotting British Manufactured 

Goods and Strikes and Lockouts Of British Owned Businesses And Industries To Get Their Message Across 

To The British. Bipin Chandra Pal Was Imprisoned for Six Months on The Grounds of His Refusal to Give 

Evidence Against Sri Aurobindo in The Vande Mataram Case. Bipin Chandra Pal Participated in A Number 

of Events Like The Bombay Session Of The Indian National Congress In The Year 1904, The Partition Of 

Bengal In 1905, The Swadeshi Movement, The Non Cooperation Movement And The Bengal Pact In The 

Year 1923. He Joined the Indian National Congress in The Year 1886. He Made a Strong Plea for Repelling 

of Arms Act in The Year 1887 As It Was Discriminatory in Nature. He Was Also Effectively Involved in 

Removing Social Evils from The Nation and In Arousing the Feelings of Nationalism Through National 

Criticism. 

 

Bipin Chandra Pal 
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Aurobindo Ghose: His initial political activism involved emphasis total freedom from the British 

government. While in the services of the Baroda administration, he contributed articles to ‘Indu Prakash’ 

and covertly got in touch with resistance groups in Bengal and Madhya Pradesh. He finally moved to 

Kolkata in the year 1906 after partition of Bengal. Publicly, Aurobindo supported non-co-operation and 

passive resistance to the British rule but in private he was involved in secret revolutionary activities and 

helped build the revolutionary atmosphere in the country. In Bengal, he got in touch with revolutionaries 

and inspired young revolutionaries such as Bagha Jatin, Jatin Banerjee and Surendranath Tagore. He was 

also instrumental in the formation of several youth clubs including the Anushilan Samiti. In 1906, he 

participated in the Indian National Congress annual session, which was headed by Dadabhai Naoroji. He 

helped in building the fourfold objectives of the national movement - Swaraj, Swadesh, Boycott and 

national education. He started a daily newspaper Bande Mataram in 1907. In 1907, the congress split due 

to a showdown between moderates and extremists. Aurobindo sided with extremists and supported Bal 

Gangadhar Tilak. After this, he travelled extensively across Pune, Baroda and Bombay to educate people 

and get support for national movement. In May 1908, the British arrested him in connection with the 

Alipore Bomb Case. He was subsequently released after one year of solitary confinement. 

Post his release in 1909, he started new publications - Karmayogin (English) and Dharma (Bengali). While 

in Alipore jail, he slowly realized that he was not destined to lead the freedom struggle and gradually 

diverted to mystical and philosophical way of life thereby initiating this new journey of spiritual 

awakening.  In April 1910, Aurobindo Ghoseh secretly moved to Pondicherry (which was then a French 

Colony) to start a new life. In Pondicherry, Sri Aurobindo set himself on a path of spiritual learning and 

evolution by practicing secluded yoga continuously for four years which he termed as ‘Integral Yoga’. He 

proposed the importance of spiritual practices in human transformation into a divine entity.  

 

Aurobindo Ghose 
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Surat Split of 1907 

The Congress split at Surat took place in the year 1907 in the month of December. Around this time, 

revolutionary terrorism had gained momentum. These 2 events were seemingly connected. In December 

1905, at the Benaras session of the Indian National Congress presided over by Gokhale, the Moderate-

Extremist differences came to the front. The Surat Split 1907 was a turning point in the history of 

Nationalist Movement in India. It meant a victory of the Extremists over the Moderates it also marked a 

change in the policy and attitude of the Government towards the nationalist moderates to the 

government side. The difference between moderates and extremists widened in Congress' Calcutta 

Session of (1906) and attempts were made to elect one of them as the president. The moderates opposed 

the resolutions on Swaraj, Swadeshi, Boycott of foreign goods and National Education and requested to 

withdraw from the policy laid down in the Calcutta session. Surat split was due to disagreements between 

Moderates and extremists regarding the methods for protest against the partition of Bengal (in the 

Swadeshi Movement). 

 

Surat Split of 1907 

 

Significance 

The effects of 1947 partition of India, is still considered as the largest human migration that the society 

has seen witnessed in the history. The impact of the partition was the highest only on the people from 

East Bengal, especially women who unfortunately became the refugees within their own state which was 

previously united. On 20 June 1947, the Bengal Legislative Assembly met to decide the future of the Bengal 

Presidency on being a United Bengal within India or Pakistan or divided into East and West Bengal. At the 

preliminary joint session, the assembly decided by 120-90 that it should remain united if it joined the new 

Constituent Assembly of Pakistan. 

 

 

 

 

 



Page | 9  
 

Conclusion 

The period between the partition of Bengal in 1905 and the Partition of India in 1947 was witness to a 

unique experience of ‘imagining’ nations in Bengal. With neither the Bengali Muslims nor the Bengali 

Hindus envisioning homogenous ideas about nationhood, many contesting and alternative visions 

emerged, both within and between the two communities. These ‘other’ nationalisms were not ‘anti-

national’, but creeds of either a ‘federal Indian nation’ with ‘regional autonomy’, or a ‘regional nation’ on 

its own strength. In Different Nationalisms, Semanti Ghosh goes beyond the Muslim–Hindu and 

nationalism–communalism binaries to reveal an unfamiliar terrain of hidden contestations over the 

concept of nation in colonial Bengal. For several of these competing ideologies, Partition, rather than 

being an expected or even desired outcome, was an anticlimax in their long-drawn battle for a nation. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The spread of modern education, the emergence of various 

associations at national, provincial and district levels, the 

role of the press, improved transport and communication 

systems etc., accelerated the political consciousness among 

the people of India and helped in strengthening the National 

Movement that was taking place since the formation of the 

Indian National Congress in 1885. The changes introduced 

by the British in the administrative, judicial, economic and 

intellectual life of the country also prepared the ground for 

the rise of a new class of restless and dynamic leaders. The 

latter gave the needed leadership to the movement. The 

constitutional agitation through petitions which they began 

since 1885, of course, gradually yielded place to a new 

aggressive demand for political privileges from early 

twentieth century, more particularly from 1905. With the 

discontent and disillusionment among the people coupled 

with the partition of Bengal moved them for an 

unprecedented struggle for freedom from foreign yoke in the 

twentieth century. 

 

 

 

 



5 
 

 

PARTITION OF BENGAL :- 

On 19th July 1905 the British Government of India 

announced that the Bengal Presidency would be divided into 

two with effect from 16 October 1905. The outward 

argument in favour of this was administrative consideration, 

lightening the administrative burden upon Bengal. But, the 

real motive was to curb the growth of national feeling in the 

politically advanced Bengal by driving a wedge between the 
Bengali speaking Hindus and the Muslims and destroying the 

solidarity of 78 million Bengalis by dividing them into two 

blocks. It was a master plan of Viceroy Curzon to destroy the 

nascent nationalism of which Bengal had become the nerve 

centre. The partitioning of the homogeneous Bengali 

speaking area led to outburst of public indignation all over 

Bengal. It was opposed by the various sections of the society. 

The officials, the educated Muslims and the Muslim 

peasantry of Bengal condemned the partition of Bengal from 

the outset. Even the Indian National Congress opposed this 
division and passed resolutions against it at its meetings. 
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Fig – Swadeshi Movement 

Source - https://edurev.in/studytube/The-Swadeshi-

Movement-And-The-Partition-Of-Bengal-/988aebae-6055-

4c79-8b6c-8a998f1e9f2b_t  

 

SWADESHI MOVEMENT:- 

The partition was a turning point in the history of Bengal. 

The birth of intense national feeling here caused 

reverberations throughout India. A strong wave of protest 

movements was launched in Bengal to pressurize the 

Government to annul the partition. The pledge to boycott 

foreign goods was taken. The formal proclamation of the 

Swadeshi Movement was made on 7th August 1905 in a 

meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall. The boycott 

resolution was passed to show protest against the partition 

and to bring economic pressure on the British public. The 

16th October 1905 was observed as the day of mourning 

https://edurev.in/studytube/The-Swadeshi-Movement-And-The-Partition-Of-Bengal-/988aebae-6055-4c79-8b6c-8a998f1e9f2b_t
https://edurev.in/studytube/The-Swadeshi-Movement-And-The-Partition-Of-Bengal-/988aebae-6055-4c79-8b6c-8a998f1e9f2b_t
https://edurev.in/studytube/The-Swadeshi-Movement-And-The-Partition-Of-Bengal-/988aebae-6055-4c79-8b6c-8a998f1e9f2b_t
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throughout Bengal. All business establishments were closed 

on that day. Young men paraded the streets, singing the 

Vande Mataram song which became the theme song of the 

movement. In fact, Rabindranath Tagore’s Swadeshi songs 

gave expression to the peoples anguish and anger. On the 

same day two huge mass meetings---attended by more than 

50,000 people----were addressed by Ananda Mohan Bose 

and Surendranath Banerjee. All these, naturally, caused the 

partition agitation to grow into the Swadeshi Movement 

which was carried on in different parts of the nation. It grew 

in strength under the leadership of different leaders. Bal 

Gangadhar Tilak took the movement to different parts of 

India, particularly in Poona and Bombay and his famous 

epigram “Swaraj is my birth right and I will have it” had 

revolutionized the movement. The leaders in Punjab 

included Lala Lajpat Rai and Ajit Singh; while in Madras, 

Chidambaram Pillai made tours for the cause. Bipin Chandra 

Pal’s tour of Madras Presidency and Aurobindo Ghosh’s 

efforts gave impetus to the movement. The Calcutta session 

of the Congress held from 26 to 29 December 1908 under the 

Presidentship of Dadabhai Naoroji adopted the Vande 

Mataram song as the National song of India and the Swaraj 

or self-government as its goal. It was P. Anandacharlu who 

attended the session from Chittoor district of Andhra 

Pradesh who introduced the Swadeshi resolution at this 

session. In southern India, Madras was the centre from 

which ideas regarding Swadeshi spread to all the regions in 
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the south. Samitis or associations were formed at many 

places to initiate and ignite national consciousness and 

spread of the ideals of Swadeshi. The Vandemataram 

movement received new spirit and strength in Andhra and 

Madras, particularly due to the tour of Bipin Chandra Pal in 

1907. Many positive developments took place in Andhra 

mainly due to his visit. One such thing was the emergence 

of national schools and colleges at various places in Andhra. 

They too recognized the need to encourage the indigenous 

industry. In 1906, an Industrial Association was started by 

the leading citizens in Madras to propagate the ideal of 

Swadeshi and for the sale of Swadeshi articles and a Swadeshi 

League was also started. During this period, some students 

were sent to Japan by these associations to receive industrial 

training in order to develop indigenous industries in this 

region. The Swadeshi supporters preached day in and day out 

about the importance of Swadeshi, encouraged 

establishment of Swadeshi stores, organized public meetings, 

supported and promoted indigenous industry and boycott of 

foreign goods. As the movement was gaining strength day by 

day Lord Minto, the successor of Curzon adopted severe 

measures against the rising tide of the anti-British activities. 

In Lahore and Rawalpindi the situation grew very tense 

during 1907-1908. Even the Editors and Printers were 

imprisoned in large number and the law known as the 

Colonization Bill was passed. Naturally, extremist activities 

increased in places like Punjab and Lahore. Lala Lajpat Rai 



9 
 

and Ajit Singh were considered mainly responsible for this. 

Therefore, they were deported by the Government. There 

were protests against their arrest throughout the country. 

During 1907 and 1908 leaders like Bipin Chandra Pal, Lala 

Lajpat Rai, Ashwini Kumar Dutta and Ajit Singh were also 

deported and Tilak was given a six-year imprisonment. Of 

course, most of them were released soon. 

Similarly, protests were organized against the Seditious 

Meetings Act of 1907 which restricted the right of holding 

public meetings so as to curtail the movement. This was 

resented and protested by people throughout the country. 

There was also wide-spread hostility towards Europeans 

during this period. Giving of Vandemataram slogans, stone-

throwing on the government institutions and property, and 

using of bad language when Europeans pass by were some of 

the things adopted by the Indians to express their anger and 

unhappiness about the British regime. This was happening 

more particularly in the south. When the Swadeshi and 

Boycott movements began to be effective and took different 

forms at different places, decisions were taken not to import 

foreign goods, and bonfires of foreign cloth were organized 

on 22 September 1908. For example, Subbannachari, a clerk 

in the Burma Oil Company at Anantapur of Andhra burnt 

publicly his shirt, cap and braces, demonstrating his intense 

indignation against the British goods. Similarly, the national 

spirited washermen refused to wash the mill- made clothes. 
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One such incident occurred near Chiguruvada, near Tirupati 

(in present Andhra Pradesh) when a washer man created 

history by refusing to wash the mill-made clothes of a 

Brahmin of the village and even threatening to throw them 

into oven. 

Around 1908, attempt was made by some, in places like 

Andhra, in organizing terrorist activities and in the 

production and use of bombs. There were rumours that 

several individuals were engaged in secret production of 

bombs. Though some efforts were made by the Bengali 

revolutionaries, terrorism did not take roots in Andhra 

region of the Madras Presidency. Darsi Chenchaiah is the 

only Andhra who joined the Gadar party of Lala Hardayal 

but did not remain a member throughout. By 1910, the 

Vandemataram and Swadeshi movement began to lose its 

momentum. The extremists in the Congress like Bal 

Gangadhar Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo also 

began losing their hold over the movement. And, with the 

annulment of the partition of Bengal by the Government in 

1911, the movement gradually disappeared for the time 

being until it took a new form under the title of the Home 

Rule Movement launched by Annie Besant. 
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IMPACT OF SWADESHI AND 

VANDEMATARAM MOVEMENT:- 

Thus, the Vandemataram and Swadeshi movement with its 

multi-faceted programmes and activities was able to draw, 

for the first time, large sections of society into active 

participation in modern nationalist politics and still larger 

sections into the ambit of modern political ideas. As 

Surendranath Banerjee pointed out, the year 1905 was one 

of the most memorable years in the history of Bengal. It 

would be no exaggeration to say that it was an epoch-making 

year, leaving a profound and far-reaching influence on the 

public life of Bengal and the future of the country. The 

movement created greater national consciousness among the 

people. The Swadeshi movement made a deep dent in the 

society as it provided an opportunity for reviving the 

weaving industry. By a systematic boycott of the British 

fabrics and fostering a temper for Swadeshi, the national 

movement created tremendous demand for indigenous 

cloth. This was evident from London Times which contained 

a review of world trade of 1908. 

A great depression prevailed in the world which caused the 

closure of 540 mills in Manchester alone and 4,00,000 

operative were out of work. Whereas in India, in the 1904, 

Bombay had to suffer a great deal; some mills were working 

only for a short period. However, since the birth of 
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Swadeshi-boycott movement, the mills in and around 

Bombay had been working incessantly and in 1908 were 

unable to meet the demand. It was this movement that saved 

the Bombay mills in 1908 from disaster. 

Despite the depression throughout the whole manufacturing 

world, the Bombay mills were now safe in their position. 

This was mainly attributed to the Swadeshi–boycott 

movement in the country. The movement made deep 

inroads into the society. At many places the weavers tried to 

revive their traditional industry by acquiring latest 

technology in the field. In some places, people along with 

merchants boycotted foreign cloth and promoted Indian 

cloth. This occurred mainly due to the impact of Swadeshi 

campaign carried by the nationalists. The social base of the 

Vandemataram movement was, however, confined to the 

urban educated middle class, more particularly to the 

professional classes such as lawyers, teachers etc., and the 

youth. It also attracted the artisan groups, especially the 

weaving community in the urban and rural areas and 

merchants and business classes in the urban centres. Apart 

from this, some landlords associated themselves with the 

national movement. The absence of women was conspicuous 

during this early stage of national movement. The movement 

was unable to make much headway in mobilizing the 

peasantry, especially its lower rungs since the goal of the 

movement did not emphasize the peasant demands and 

therefore the peasants did not actively join the struggle. 
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Further, the awareness of the movement among the peasants 

was also limited. As regards the Muslim masses, only 

sporadic incidents of their participation could be noticed. 

The basic methods of propaganda adopted during this 

movement were conducting public meetings, writing slogans 

on walls, railway carriages and other public places, 

celebrating the birth anniversaries of great patriots of the 

time, establishing reading rooms, slogan shouting and 

singing of nationalist songs in meeting and public places and 

bonfires of foreign cloth, minting of Swadeshi coins etc. 
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INTRODUCTION:- The last major mass movement 

that the Congress organized in August 1942 was known 

as the Quit India movement. In view of the large scale 

arrests of the Congress leaders at the initial stages of 

the movement, much of the initiatives were left with 

local leaders. The ferocity of the repressive measures 

points to the feeling of threat that imperial rulers 

perceived during the August Movement. It certainly was 

an important contributory factor in the British decision 



to withdraw from the brightest jewel in the British 

crown  six years later. 

 

 

Background to the Quit India Movement:- At 

the time when the Second World War broke out in 

September 1939, the Congress, despite its success in the 

elections of 1937 was a divided house. In Addition, the 

Congress ministries which had been formed in a number 

of provinces after the elections of 1937, earned a bad 

reputation for their failure to rectify the long standing 

grievances of the people on agrarian issues like the 

abolition of zamindari. In the meantime, the Nazi forces 

invaded Poland and Britain declared war on Germany. 

The Government of India in its turn also made a 

unilateral announcement about India’s participation in 

the war effort without consulting Indian opinion. Many 

radical Congress men, including the socialists and 

followers of Subhash Bose, felt that as a subject-nation 

India did not have an obligation to participate in the 

war, especially when the British Government refused to 

consider sympathetically the legitimate constitutional 

demands of  the Congress. In the end the Congress 



Working Committee decided that the Congress would 

support British war efforts only if the government was 

prepared to make a declaration about their intention to 

grant India complete independence after the war. The 

Congress leadership on its part was caught in two 

minds. In 1941 with Japan joining the war as an ally of 

Germany and Italy, what had begun as a European war 

turned into a World War. Japanese military success in 

South-East Asia including countries like Indo-China, 

Java, Malaya and Burma, brought Japanese forces close 

to the door steps of the British Empire in India. The 

Japanese occupation of the Burmese capital Rangoon in 

early March created an urgency for resolving the Indian 

problem. It was against this backdrop that the British 

Prime Minister Winston Churchill decided to send 

Stafford Cripps to India on a good will mission to  

resolve the constitutional issue through an elaborate 

consultation with Indian Leaders. 

 

 

Quit India Resolution :-  After the failure of the 

Cripps Mission the Congress began its preparations for a 

mass Movement. The Cripps Mission had removed 



Gandhi’s hesitation about starting a new movement. 

The summer of 1942 found him in a “strange and 

uniquely militant mood‟. Gandhi could read the 

rebellious mind of the Indian people and resolved to 

adopt the appropriate strategy . The people on their 

part had become restless in view of the rising prices of 

food stuff, scarcity of essential items like Rice or salt, 

black marketing and the tyrannical behaviour of the 

European military forces in India. The time therefore 

was opportune for striking a death blow to the Empire. 

The Congress Working Committee adopted the Quit 

India resolution on the 14thJuly at Wardha. Gandhi was 

chosen by the Congress as the leader of the movement 

and unlike in earlier movements Gandhi maintained an 

extremely firm position to the extent of suggesting that 

he wished to continue the struggle till the end. The 

celebrated statement ‘Karenge ya Marenge‘ (Do or Die). 

Indicated the deep resolution of Gandhi to carry on the 

struggle till complete Independence was achieved.  

 

QUIT INDIA MOVEMENT IN BENGAL –  

           Usually in Bengal, Midnapore has always 

appeared to be the hot-bed for radical Movements. 



From the time of Non-Cooperation Movement, 

Midnapore had played a lead role in the anti-British 

movement. But in 1942 the other areas of Bengal were 

not totally aloof. Indeed, Calcutta, Burdwan, Birbhum, 

Tippera, Dacca, Murshidabad, Rajshahi, Barishal etc. 

became the centres of sabotage activities. Monthly 

reports from several parts of Bengal exposing the 

repressive character of the bureaucracy that had 

changed an unarmed people to “leonine violence” also 

provided convincing evidence of the extent of damage 

done by the retaliating mob upon public properties. The 

Quit India Movement in Bengal exhibited certain major 

trends like it assumed a violent turn in most of the 

districts of Bengal. As Gandhian influence had limited 

influence on Bengal, the Quit India Movement assumed 

a violent turn in most of the districts. The 

revolutionaries adopted large scale explosive materials 

and sabotage activities were conducted throughout 

Bengal. Strikes, processions, meetings etc. became 

rampant due to active student response. On the other 

hand, the role of Bengal Communists in the movement 

was also important from the point of view of their 

unique programme as the Communist party at the all 

India level followed the “people’s war” policy. Indeed, 



in Bengal many Communists personally supported and 

in many cases participated in the movement. It was 

Calcutta from where the movement spread in Bengal.  

In the beginning, no accurate programme of the 

movement was outlined before the people. But as days 

passed by, the struggle in Bombay and other provinces 

assumed serious and alarming proportions acting as 

examples, the students of Calcutta started the 

agitations actively participating in Picketing, boycotting 

classes, processions, hartals and sabotage activities. 

Stoning by the students, processions against the arrest 

of Congress leaders, smashing government cars etc. led 

to serious clashes between government authority and 

the students. 

 

In Midnapore, the peasants played a vital role in anti-

British struggle. Indeed, due to exploitation of landlords 

and non-investment by the zamindars and the 

Government on the one hand, and the British support 

to these exploitations on the other hand, turned the 

peasants towards an anti-British stand. Subhas Bose 

was a source of great inspiration here and his followers 

favoured revolutionary terrorism. 



 

The people of Midnapore thus gradually prepared to 

participate in a radical Movement. The Forward Bloc 

and the orthodox Congress agreed to work together for 

making the movement a success. Gandhi’s slogan “Do 

or Die” spread everywhere. The people began to believe 

that they should help the Japanese who would invade 

India and in return the British would leave India. The 

Jatiya Sarkar of Midnapore was organized according to 

a well planned system and published a paper Biplabi 

that carried the news of activities of Tamralipta 

National Government. 

 

Realising themselves as independent, the Congressmen 

began to celebrate 26 January as Independence Day. It 

made elaborate arrangements for mobilising tax 

revenues and redistribution of food grains among the 

poor people. Despite all this the National government in 

Tamluk survived till August 1944 when Gandhi 

terminated the Quit India Movement formally. In the 

meantime, the national soldiers of the Tamluk and 

Contai sub-divisions, Tried their level best to eliminate 

the last vestiges of British imperialism from their own 



locality and in that respect, they were successful to a 

great extent. In two Thanas of the Contai sub-divisions, 

all kind of Government and semi-Government 

Institutions had been totally abolished and localities 

were completely in the control Of national government. 

The northern districts of Bengal, also actively 

participated in the Quit India Movement and there, the 

most significant feature was the participation of low 

caste people mainly Rajbansis, Modeshias and Paharies. 

Demonstrations, hartals and in some places, mass 

violence took place. 

 

 

CONCLUSION :- Political changes in perspective of 

Indian politics duly effected undivided Bengal and its 

northern counterpart. These changes were deeply 

rooted in socio-economic situation. Bengal politics 

before Gandhi surged extremism by Anusilan, Jugantar 

and other groups. Bengal Congress was grouped, 

engaged to strengthen its own group. Likewise, Bengal 

leaders of North Bengal were mostly upper caste 

Hindus, dominating both left and right Wings. Leaders 



of North Bengal were divided into Gandhi and Bose 

group. 

During the closing year of the First World War, 

Congress-Jotedar tie organised the no rent campaign 

and Haat transfer Movement, different from the 

Movement organised by Kishan Sabha during the 

1940.On the other hand, Bose Brothers avoided the 

burning topic of the time and the abolition of the 

Zamindari system in the Jalpaiguri Session of the 

provincial Congress. .It was the peasantry of North 

Bengal that came closer to the leaders of the Bengal 

Congress. Indeed, leaders ignored the message of the 

masses. At the time peasant movement like Haat Tala 

Movement or No Rent Movement was notable in North 

Bengal, Congress failed to organise mass movement or 

popular upsurge.  They had a good command of the 

Rajbansi language and over the Communists of 

Dinajpur. They tried to prove their ability by organizing 

mass movements. But they did not prefer to organise 

any Class-conscious peasant movement. It was not only 

Nawab Mussaraf Hussain of Jalpaiguri who was able to 

prevent the Muslim peasants of his estate to participate 

in national Movement. Muslims peasants of northern 

Bengal either in control of the League or C.P.I. too did 



not participate in the movement. So, it was the Hard 

luck of the movement that it was launched during the 

days of extremist Communalism. Thus, the end of the 

movement was not only due to the British suppression 

management, but also for several inherent conflicts and 

contradictions within it. Finally, it affected the Bengali 

literature as also the Independence with partition in a 

way supplying moral booster for the inclusion of the 

native state of Gooch Behar in independent India. 
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Introduction 

Bengal and the Bengali made a major contribution in the 

Indian National Movement. The intellectual class of 

Bengal had both the skill and the intellect to lead the 

movement. Because of this, Gopal Krishna Gokhale said, 

“What Bengal thinks today, India will think tomorrow.” 

Bengal’s progress in the national movement and 

nationalism was inevitable and in order to weaken it, Lord 

Curzon announced the Bengal Partition in 1905. To 

protest against the Curzon declaration of partition, began 

the Swadeshi movement. The Swadeshi Movement of 

Bengal (1905-1908) is seen as an important historical 

event in the episodic narrative of the Indian Nationalist 

Movement, which takes the story forward to its eventual 

climax in 1947. The subsequent unification of Bengal in 

1911, came to be regarded as a maker of the movement’s 

success. In this project I’m going to discuss about the 

patterns and features of the Swadeshi Movement in 

Bengal. 

  

 

 

 

 
Viceroy Lord Curzon 



Partition of Bengal 

On 19th July 1905, the British Government of India 

announced that the Bengal Presidency would be divided 

into two which effect from 16th October 1905. The 

outward argument in favour of this was administrative 

consideration, lightening the administrative burden upon 

Bengal. But the real motive was to curb the growth of 

national feeling in the politically advanced Bengal by 

driving a wedge between the Bengali speaking Hindus and 

the Muslims and destroying the solidarity of 78 million 

Bengalis by dividing them into two blocks. It was a master 

plan of Curzon to destroy the nascent nationalism of 

which Bengal had become the nerve centre. The 

partitioning of the homogeneous Bengali speaking area 

led to outburst of public indignation all over Bengal. It was 

opposed by the various sections of the society. The 

officials, the educated Muslims and the Muslim peasantry 

of Bengal condemned the partition of Bengal from the 

outset. Even the Indian National Congress opposed the 

decision and passed resolutions against at its meetings. 

  

 

 

 
Map of Bengal after Partition 



Swadeshi Movement 

The partition was a turning point in the history of Bengal. 

The birth of intense national feeling here caused 

reverberations throughout India. To protest against the 

Curzon declaration of partition began the Swadeshi 

movement. The movement against the partition of Bengal 

had two aspects- Boycott and Swadeshi. British goods, 

schools, office, courts were boycotted. Swadeshi and 

native goods were accepted. Boycott and acceptance 

were the two main objectives. The formal proclamation of 

the Swadeshi Movement was made on 7th August 1905, 

in a meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall. The boycott 

resolution was passed to show protest against the 

partition and to bring economic pressure on the British 

public. We have observed the instances of Boycott and 

Swadeshi even before 1905 in China and Ireland. In India 

in 1881 and 1896, boycotting of British goods were 

practiced. In 1849, Gopal Rao Deshmukh, in Pune talked 

about Swadeshi. In 1867, Raj Narayan Basu, Naba Gopal 

Mitra started the Hindu Mela to propagate Swadeshi. But 

for the very first time, in 1905, the responsibility of 

nationalism of whole of India and Bengal lay in the hands 

of the moderates. The developments since the 

announcement of partition in December 1903 to its 

imposition on 16th October 1905 took place under the 

moderates. 



Patterns and Features of the Swadeshi 

Movement in Bengal 

From 16th October 1905, entire Bengal even the middle 

class participated in it and protested against the British. 

They united themselves and started the Swadeshi 

Movement. The leaders declared it to be “A Day of 

Mourning” throughout Bengal. All business 

establishments were closed on that day. Young men, 

students stood in groups, each holding a banner 

displaying slogans such as – “Unity is Strength”, “No 

Partition” and singing the Vandemataram Song which 

became the theme song of the movement written by 

Bankim Chandra Chattopadhaya. In Kolkata people took 

out processions and they tied Yellow thread (Rakhi) on 

each other’s arms. The ceremony popularly called the- 

Raksha Bandhan, the name given by the great poet 

Rabindranath Tagore, indicated that no government could 

divide the people of Bengal. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Raksha Bandhan ceremony- the name given 

by the great poet Rabindranath Tagore. 



On the same day two huge mass meetings attended by 

more than 50,000 people were addressed by Ananda 

Mohan Bose and Surendranath Banerjee. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Swadeshi movement’s ideology 

was constructive which taught 

self-sufficiency. To achieve the 

ideology people took many initiatives. Under Prafulla 

Chandra Roy’s supervision Bengal Chemicals was 

introduced. Neel Ratan Sarkar, Satish Chandra Mukherjee 

brought up a system of National Education in India.  

Surendranath Banerjee 

Ananda Mohan Bose 



To spread swadeshi and boycott there is an outburst of 

literary and cultural activity came forward to help. 

Manmohan Ghosh and Devendranath Tagore’s – “Indian 

Mirror”, Shishir Kumar Ghosh and Motilal Ghosh’s- 

“Amrita Bazar Patrika”, Surendranath Banerjee’s- “The 

Bengalee” are a few to mention. Many extremists came 

forward to help. Bipin Chandra Pal’s- “New India” and 

Aurobindo Ghosh’s- “Vande Mataram” contributed to the 

movement. Brahmabandhab Upadhay started “Sandhya” 

and Barindra Kumar Ghosh started “Jugantar” newspapers 

which helped in spreading messages radically. Bipin 

Chandra Pal in “New India” regarding Swadeshi said, “Our 

ideal in full freedom which means absence of the foreign 

control.” Aurobindo Ghosh wrote in “ Vande Mataram” 

while reporting Boycott said, “It (Boycott) was no more 

economic revolt we were instituting butt the practice of 

national independence….for the attempt to be separate 

and self-sufficient economically must bring it with 

attempts to be free to any function of a Nation’s life.” 

Besides the folk theatres (known as Yatras in Bengali), 

gave a great publicity to the Swadeshi campaign.  

 

During this time, the Samitis created in Bengal helped in 

spreading Swadeshi Movement. Ashwini Kumar Dutta’s 

Swadesh Bandhab Samiti, Faridpur’s- Brati Samiti, 

Mymensingh’s- Surhit Samiti and Sadhana Samaj, Dhaka’s 



Abushilan Samiti etc. People of all ages, women, middle 

class, zamindar became member of these Samitis. Samiti 

had its brands as well. Barisal’s- Swadesh Bandhab Samiti 

had 159 branches. Rabindranath Tagore created- 

Swadeshi Samiti. Under Rabindranath Tagore more than 

1000 Samitis were created. In general, Samitis 

concentrated on spreading the message of swadeshi to 

the people by means of festival, songs, and speeches in 

addition to publication of numerous journals and 

pamphlets. In such efforts to push Swadeshi goods, the 

samitis often used coercive methods, the devastating 

impact of which was graphically narrated in Rabindranath 

Tagore’s famous novel- Ghare-Baire (The Home and the 

World).  

 

Penal action against the students for participating in the 

Swadeshi and Boycott movement create an urge for 

national education. The number of national schools grew 

quickly and in 1908 there was 25 secondary and about 

300 primary National schools in Bengal alone. The 

National College in Kolkata, with Aurobindo Ghosh as 

Principal, was established on 14th August 1906. In 

Maharashtra, also a number of national schools were 

established. National education had these characteristics 

secular education, moral education, political education, 

and industrial education. 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Swadeshi made its presence felt in the most phenomenal 

way in the sphere of culture- literature, theatre, music, 

and art. The India Sangita Samaj (Music Samiti) founded 

by Jyotrindranath Tagore and the Maharaja of Natore in 

1897 to promote Indian classical music had acquired some 

political notoriety by 1905. Abanindranath Tagore 

purposefully revived the style of Mughal Painting and 

made a break with imitations of Victorian naturalist taste 

of the late 19th century reflected in the works of Raja Ravi 

Varma. Abanindranath and several other students of the 

Calcutta School of Art were inspired by Indian traditions 

such as Ajanta, Rajput, and Mughal paintings. They 

infused it with the wash techniques of Japan, inspired by 

the Japanese art critic and historian Kakuzo Okakura. In 

the context of Swadeshi, Abanindranath Tagore emerged 

as a leading voice of sorts in this particular genre and 

generated a movement around himself. 

Aurobindo Ghosh 



  

 

‘The Bharat Mata’ established by Abanindranath firmly as 

a nationalist as a creator of an “Indian Style”. The image 

was originally conceived as – Bangamata (Mother Bengal) 

and dedicated to the entire nation. The configuration of 

the nation as a mother had earlier found articulation in 

Bankim Chandra’s- “Bande Mataram” which was later 

included in his novel- ‘Anandamath (1882). The verse set 

to tune by Rabindranath himself, caught the imagination 

of the Swadeshi activists. 

 

The Swadeshi movement gave a great stimulus to the 

Indian industries, particularly the weaving industry. 

Swadeshi textile mills, match and soap factories came up 

The Picture of Bharat Mata 

drawn by Abanindranath Tagore 



quickly all over the country. Swadeshi stores sold fabrics, 

shoes, salt, hosiery, and a lot of other goods. Tagore lent 

direct support to the establishment of a Swadeshi store in 

Kolkata. Besides these we saw different trading activities 

in Bengal. Bengal Landholding Association, Bengal 

Technical Institute, Banga Laxmi Cotton Mills was created 

by Mohini Mohan Chakraborty, Bengal Hosiery (1908- 

Abdul Sonan), Bengal National Bank, National Insurance 

Company were Swadeshi enterprises to name a few. An 

important phase in the production of iron and steel began 

with the establishment of Tata Iron and Steel Company. 

The entire capital of the Company came from the Indians. 

The Company started production in 1911. Due to all these 

growing industries the British faced immense economic 

pressure and losses on their trading activities. The labours 

and workers too supported Swadeshi. They carry hartals 

and strikes. The Swadeshi and the Boycott movement was 

a great success. In 1906 it was at its peak. In 1906, East 

India Railway Workers went on a strike in Jamalpur 

Railways. In 1908, Calcutta Telegraph’s workers went on a 

strike. The Swadeshi spirit moved to all sections of the 

society. The women and student volunteers took to 

picketing. The cobblers refused to mend English shoes and 

the washermen refused to wash European garments. A 

person selling or buying foreign goods was subjected to 

great humiliation. Foreign cloth, salt and sugar placed in 



heaps were set on fire. Around 1908, attempt was made 

by some, in places like Andhra, in organizing terrorist 

activities and in the production and use of bombs. There 

were rumours that several individuals were engaged in 

secret production of bombs. Though some efforts were 

made by the by the Bengal revolutionaries like- Aurobindo 

Ghosh, Prafulla Chandra Chaki who was associated with 

the Jugantar group of revolutionaries carried out 

assassinations against British colonial officials in an 

attempt to secure Indian Independence. The Swadeshi 

Movement was not limited to Bengal, it started spreading 

outside. Bipin Chandra Pal said, - “With the start of the 

Swadeshi Movement at the turns of the century, the 

Indian nationalism took a major leap forward. Women, 

students and large sections of the urban and rural 

population of Bengal and other parts of India became 

active in politics for the first time.” Lala Lajpat Rai in his- 

‘Young India’ said – “What was done in Bengal found its 

echo in the rest of the country.” 

  

 

 

  

 
 Prafulla Chandra Chaki 



Conclusion 

As the movement was gaining strength day by day Lord 

Minto, the successor of Curzon adopted several measures 

against the rising tide of the anti- British activities. In 

1909, the Morle- Minto reforms were finally passed 

through Indian Councils Act. Thus, the Swadeshi and 

Boycott movement with its multi-faceted programmes 

and activities was able to draw, for the first-time large 

sections of the society into active participation in modern 

nationalist politics and still larger sections into the ambit 

of modern political ideas. As Surendranath Banerjee 

pointed out, the year 1905 was one of the most 

memorable years in the history of Bengal. I would be no 

exaggeration to say that it was an epoch- making year, 

leaving a profound and far- reaching influence on the 

public life of Bengal and the future of the country. The 

movement created greater national consciousness among 

the people. The Swadeshism made a deep dent in the 

society as it provided an opportunity for reviving the 

weaving. By 1910, the Swadeshi movement began to lose 

its momentum. The extremists in the Congress like- 

Balgangadhar Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo 

Ghosh also began losing their hold over the movement. In 

1911, British shifted their capital from Bengal to Delhi and 

Bengal’s partition plan was abolished. But the importance 

of Bengal as a capital reduced. Now the contradictions in 



Congress were clearly visible. Though Bengal partition 

plan was dismissed in 1911 yet it lost its unity, she could 

never achieve it back. Though the movement was not fully 

successful, in future it created a path for Gandhi’s 

movement. 
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The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal- Patterns 

and Features 

Introduction 

 Bengal and the Bengali made a major contribution in the Indian 

National Movement. The intellectual class of Bengal had both 

the skill and the intellect to lead the movement. Because of this, 

Gopal Krishna Gokhale said, “ What Bengal thinks today, India 

will think tomorrow.” Bengal’s progress in the ntional movement 

and nationalism was inevitable and in order to weaken it, Lord 

Curzon announced the Bengal Partition in 1905. To protest 

against the Curzon declaration of partition, began the Swadeshi 

movement. 

 

1. Viceroy Lord Curzon- who announced the Bengal Partition in 1905. 



[4] 
 

The Swadeshi Movement of Bengal ( 1905-1908) is seen as an 

important historical event in the episodic narrative of the Indian 

Nationalist Movement, which takes the story forward to its 

eventual climax in 1947. The subsequent unification of Bengal in 

1911, came to be regarded as a maker of the movement’s 

success. In this project I’m going to discuss about the patterns 

and features of the Swadeshi Movement in Bengal. 

Partition of Bengal 

 On 19th July, 1905, the British Government of India announced 

that the Bengal Presidency would be divided into two which 

effect from 16th October, 1905. The outward argument in favour 

of this was administrative consideration, lightening the 

administrative burden upon Bengal. But, the real motive was to 

curb the growth of national feeling in the politically advanced 

Bengal by driving a wedge between the Bengali speaking Hindus 

and the Muslims and destroying the solidarity of 78 million 

Bengalis by dividing them into two blocks. It was a master plan 

of Curzon to destroy the nascent nationalism of which Bengal 

had become the nerve centre. The partitioning of the 
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homogeneous Bengali speaking area led to outburst of public 

indignation all over Bengal. It was opposed by the various 

sections of the society. The officials, the educated Muslims and 

the Muslim peasantry of Bengal condemned the partition of 

Bengal from the outset. Even the Indian National Congress 

opposed the decision and passed resolutions against at its 

meetings. 

 

2. Map of Bengal after Partition 

Swadeshi Movement 

The partition was a turning point in the history of Bengal. The 

birth of intense national feeling here caused reverberations 

throughout India. To protest against the Curzon declaration of 

partition began the Swadeshi movement. The movement against 

the partition of Bengal had two aspects- Boycott and Swadeshi. 
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British goods, schools, office, courts were boycotted. Swadeshi 

and native goods were accepted. Boycott and acceptance were 

the two main objectives. The formal proclamation of the 

Swadeshi Movement was made on 7th August 1905, in a meeting 

held at the Calcutta Town Hall. The boycott resolution was 

passed to show protest against the partition and to bring 

economic pressure on the British public. 

       We have observed the instances of Boycott and Swadeshi 

even before 1905 in China and Ireland. In India in 1881 and 1896, 

boycotting of British goods were practiced. In 1849, Gopal Rao 

Deshmukh, in Pune talked about Swadeshi. In 1867, Raj Narayan 

Basu, Naba Gopal Mitra started the Hindu Mela to propagate 

Swadeshi. But for the very first time, in 1905, the responsibility 

of nationalism of whole of India and Bengal lay in the hands of 

the moderates. The developments since the announcement of 

partition in December 1903 to its imposition on 16th October, 

1905 took place under the moderates. 
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Patterns and Features of the Swadeshi Movement in 

Bengal 

 From 16th October, 1905, entire Bengal even the middle class 

participated in it and protested against the British. They united 

themselves and started the Swadeshi Movement. The leaders 

declared it to be “ A Day of Mourning” throughout Bengal. All 

business establishments were closed on that day. Young men, 

students stood in groups, each holding a banner displaying 

slogans such as – “ Unity is Strength”, “ No Partition” and 

singing the Vandemataram Song which became the theme song 

of the movement written by Bankim Chandra Chattopadhaya. 

In Kolkata people took out processions and they tied Yellow 

thread ( Rakhi) on each other’s arms. The ceremony popularly 

called  the- Raksha Bandhan, the name given by the great poet 

Rabindranath Tagore, indicated that no government could 

divide the people of Bengal. 
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3. Raksha Bandhan ceremony- the name given by the great poet- 

Rabindranath Tagore. 

 

 On the same day two huge mass meetings attended by more 

than 50,000 people were addressed by Ananda Mohan Bose 

and Surendranath Banerjee. 

                                          

4. Surendranath Banerjee                                       5. Ananda Mohan Bose 

Swadeshi movement’s ideology was constructive which taught 

self sufficiency. To achieve the ideology people took many 
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initiatives. Under Prafulla Chandra Roy’s supervision Bengal 

Chemicals was introduced. Neel Ratan Sarkar, Satish Chandra 

Mukherjee brought up a system of National Education in India.  

           To spread swadeshi and boycott there is an ourburst of 

literary and cultural activity came forward to help. Manmohan 

Ghosh and Devendranath Tagore’s –“ Indian Mirror”, Shishir 

Kumar Ghosh and Motilal Ghosh’s- “ Amrita Bazar Patrika”, 

Surendranath Banerjee’s- “ The Bengalee” are a few to mention. 

Many extremists came forward to help. Bipin Chandra Pal’s- “ 

New India” and Aurobindo Ghosh’s- “ Vande Mataram” 

contributed to the movement. Brahmabandhab Upadhay 

started “ Sandhya” and Barindra Kumar Ghosh started 

“Jugantar” newspapers which helped in spreading messages 

radically. Bipin Chandra Pal in “ New India” regarding Swadeshi 

said, “ Our ideal in full freedom which means absence of the 

foreign control.” Aurobindo Ghosh wrote in “ Vande Mataram” 

while reporting Boycott said, “It (Boycott) was no more 

economic revolt we were instituting butt the practice of national 

independence….for the attempt to be separate and self-
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sufficient economically must bring it with attempts to be free to 

any function of a Nation’s life.” Besides the folk theatres ( known 

as Yatras in Bengali), gave a great publicity to the Swadeshi 

campaign. 

      During this time, the Samitis created in Bengal helped in 

spreading  Swadeshi Movement. Ashwini Kumar Dutta’s- 

Swadesh Bandhab Samiti, Faridpur’s- Brati Samiti, 

Mymensingh’s- Surhit Samiti and Sadhana Samaj, Dhaka’s- 

Abushilan Samiti etc. People of all ages, women, middle class, 

zamindar became member of these Samitis. Samiti had its 

brands as well. Barishal’s- Swadesh Bandhab Samiti had 159 

branches. Rabindranath Tagore created- Swadeshi Samiti. Under 

Rabindranath Tagore more than 1000 Samitis were created. In 

general, Samitis concentrated on spreading the message of 

swadeshi to the people by means of festival, songs and speeches 

in addition to publication of numerous journals and pamphlets. 

In such efforts to push Swadeshi goods, the samitis often used 

coercive methods, the devastating impact of which was 
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graphically narrated in Rabindranath Tagore’s famous novel- 

Ghare-Baire ( The Home and the World). 

 

6. Ashwini Kumar Dutta who created- Swadesh Bandhab Samiti 

 Penal action against the students for participating in the 

Swadeshi and Boycott movement create an urge for national 

education. The number of national schools grew quickly and in 

1908 there was 25 secondary and about 300 primary National 

schools in Bengal alone. The National College in Kolkata, with 

Aurobindo Ghosh as Principal, was established on 14th August, 

1906. In Maharashtra, also a number of national schools were 

established. National education had these characteristics- 

secular education, moral education, political education and 

industrial education. 
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                                             1.Aurobindo Ghosh 

 

The Swadeshi movement gave a great stimulus to the Indian 

industries, particularly the weaving industry. Swadeshi textile 

mills, match and soap factories came up quickly all over the 

country. Swadeshi stores sold fabrics, shoes, salt, hosiery and a 

lot of other goods. Tagore lent direct support to the 

establishment of a Swadeshi store in Kolkata. Besides these we 

saw different trading activities in Bengal. Bengal Landholding 

Association,  Bengal Technical Institute, Banga Laxmi Cotton 

Mills was created by Mohini Mohan Chakraborty, Bengal Hosiery 

(1908- Abdul Sonan), Bengal National Bank, National Insurance 

Company were Swadeshi enterprises to name a few. An 
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important phase in the production of iron and steel began with 

the establishment of Tata Iron and Steel Company. The entire 

capital of the Company came from the Indians. The Company 

started production in 1911. Due to all these growing industries 

the British faced immense economic pressure and losses on their 

trading activities. 

   The labours and workers too supported Swadeshi. They carries 

hartals and strikes. The Swadeshi and the Boycott movement 

was a great success. In 1906 it was at its peak. In 1906, East India 

Railway Workers went on a strike in Jamalpur Railways. In 1908, 

Calcutta Telegraph’s workers went on a strike. The Swadeshi 

spirit moved to all sections of the society. The women and 

student volunteers took to picketing. The cobblers refused to 

mend English shoes and the washermen refused to wash 

European garments. A person seeling or buying foreign goods 

was subjected to great humiliation. Foreign cloth, salt and sugar 

placed in heaps were set on fire. Around 1908, attempt was 

made by some, in places like Andhra, in organizing terrorist 

activities and in the production and use of bombs. There were 
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rumours that several individuals were engaged in secret 

production of bombs. Though some efforts were made by the by 

the Bengal revolutionaries like- Aurobindo Ghosh,  Prafulla 

Chandra Chaki who was associated with the Jugantar group of 

revolutionaries carried out assassinations against British colonial 

officials in an attempt to secure Indian Independence. 

 

7. Prafulla Chandra Chaki  

The Swadeshi Movement was not limited to Bengal, it started 

spreading outside. Bipin Chandra Pal said,-“ With the start of the 

Swadeshi Movement at the turns of the century, the Indian 

nationalism took a major leap forward. Women, students and 

large sections of the urban and rural population of Bengal and 

other parts of India became active in politics for the first time.” 
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Lala Lajpat Rai in his- ‘ Young India’ said –“ What was done in 

Bengal found its echo in the rest of the country.” 

 

 

 

Conclusion 

 As the movement was gaining strength day by day Lord Minto, 

the successor of Curzon adopted several measures against the 

rising tide of the anti- British activities . In 1909, the Morle- Minto 

reforms were finally passed through Indian Councils Act. Thus, 

the Swadeshi and Boycott movement with its multi-faceted 

programmes and activities was able to draw, for the first time 

large sections of the society into active participation in modern 

nationalist politics and still larger sections into the ambit of 

modern political ideas. As Surendranath Banerjee pointed out, 

The year 1905 was one of the most memorable years in the 

history of Bengal. I would be no exaggeration to say that it was 
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an epoch- making year, leaving a profound and far- reaching 

influence on the public life of Bengal and the future of the 

country. The movement created greater national consciousness 

among the people. The Swadeshism made a deep dent in the 

society as it provided an opportunity for reviving the weaving. 

     By 1910, the Swadeshi movement began to loose its 

momentum. The extremists in the Congress like- Balgangadhar 

Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo Ghosh also began loosing 

their hold over the movement. In 1911, British shifted their 

capital from Bengal to Delhi and Bengal’s partition plan was 

abolished. But the importance of Bengal as a capital reduced. 

Now the contradictions in Congress were clearly visible. Though 

Bengal partition plan was dismissed in 1911 yet it lost its unity, 

she could never achieve it back. Though the movement was not 

fully successful, in future it created a path for Gandhi’s 

movement. 
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INTRODUCTION: 

The spread of modern education, the emergence of various associations at national, Provincial 

and district levels, the role of the press, improved transport and Communication systems etc., 

accelerated the political consciousness among the people Of India and helped in strengthening 

the National Movement that was taking place Since the formation of the Indian National 

Congress in 1885. The changes introduced By the British in the administrative, judicial, 

economic and intellectual life of the Country also prepared the ground for the rise of a new 

class of restless and dynamic Leaders. The latter gave the needed leadership to the movement. 

The constitutional Agitation through petitions which they began since 1885, of course, 

gradually yielded Place to a new aggressive demand for political privileges from early 

twentieth century, More particularly from 1905. With the discontent and disillusionment 

among the People coupled with the partition of Bengal moved them for an unprecedented 

Struggle for freedom from foreign yoke in the twentieth century. 

 

PARTITION OF BENGAL: 

On 19th July 1905 the British Government of India announced that the Bengal Presidency 

would be divided into two with effect from 16 October 1905. The outward argument in favour 

of this was administrative consideration, lightening the administrative burden upon Bengal. 

But, the real motive was to curb the growth of national feeling in the politically advanced 

Bengal by driving a wedge between the Bengali speaking Hindus and the Muslims and 

destroying the solidarity of 78 million Bengalis by dividing them into two blocks. It was a 

master plan of Viceroy Curzon to destroy the nascent nationalism of which Bengal had become 

the nerve centre. The partitioning of the homogeneous Bengali speaking area led to outburst of 

public indignation all over Bengal. It was opposed by the various sections of the society. The 

officials, the educated Muslims and the Muslim peasantry of Bengal condemned the partition 

of Bengal from the outset. Even the Indian National Congress opposed this division and passed 

resolutions against it at its meetings. 

 

SWADESHI MOVEMENT: 

The partition was a turning point in the history of Bengal. The birth of intense national feeling 

here caused reverberations throughout India. A strong wave of protest movements was 

launched in Bengal to pressurize the Government to annul the partition. The pledge to boycott 

foreign goods was taken. The formal proclamation of the Swadeshi Movement was made on 

7th August 1905 in a meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall. The boycott resolution was 

passed to show protest against the partition and to bring economic pressure on the British 
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public. The 16th October 1905 was observed as the day of mourning throughout Bengal. All 

business establishments were closed on that day. Young men paraded the streets, singing the 

Vandemataram Song which became the theme song of the movement. In fact, Rabindranath 

Tagore’s Swadeshi songs gave expression to the peoples anguish and anger. On the same day 

two huge mass meetings which was attended by more than 50,000 people----were addressed 

by Ananda Mohan Bose and Surendranath Benerjee. All these, naturally, caused the partition 

agitation to grow into the Swadeshi Movement which was carried on in different parts of the 

nation. It grew in strength under the leadership of different leaders . Balagangadhar Tilak took 

the movement to different parts of India, particularly in Poona and Bombay and his famous 

epigram “Swaraj is my birth right and I will have it” had revolutionized the movement. The 

leaders in Punjab included Lala Lajpat Rai and Ajit Singh; while in Madras, Chidambaram 

Pillai made tours for the cause. Bipin Chandra Pal’s tour of Madras Presidency and Aurobindo 

Ghosh’s efforts gave impetus to the movement. The Calcutta session of the Congress held from 

26 to 29 December 1908 under the Presidentship of Dadabhai Naoroji adopted the 

Vandemataram song as the National song of India and the Swaraj or self-government as its 

goal. It was P. Anandacharlu who attended the session from Chittoor district of Andhra Pradesh 

who introduced the Swadeshi resolution at this session. 

 

As the movement was gaining strength day by day Lord Minto, the successor of Curzon 

adopted severe measures against the rising tide of the anti-British activities. In Lahore and 

Rawalpindi the situation grew very tense during 1907-1908. Even the Editors and Printers were 

imprisoned in large number and the law known as the Colonization Bill was passed. Naturally, 

extremist activities increased in places like Punjab and Lahore. Lala Ljpat Rai and Ajit Singh 

were considered mainly responsible For this. Therefore, they were deported by the 

Government. There were protests against their arrest throughout the country. During 1907 and 

1908 leaders like Bipin Chandra Pal, Lala Lajpat Rai, Aswinikumar Dutt and Ajit Singh were 

also deported And Tilak was given a six-year imprisonment. Of course, most of them were 

released Soon. Similarly, protests were organized against the Seditious Meetings Act of 1907 

Which restricted the right of holding public meetings so as to curtail the movement. This was 

resented and protested by people throughout the country. There was also wide-spread hostility 
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towards Europeans during this period. Giving of Vandemataram slogans, stone-throwing on 

the government institutions and property, And using of bad language when Europeans pass by 

were some of the things adopted By the Indians to express their anger and unhappiness about 

the British regime. This Was happening more particularly in the south.  

When the Swadeshi and Boycott movements began to be effective and took Different forms at 

different places, decisions were taken not to import foreign goods, And bonfires of foreign 

cloth were organized on 22 September 1908. For example, Subbannachari, a clerk in the Burma 

Oil Company at Anantapur of Andhra burnt Publicly his shirt, cap and braces, demonstrating 

his intense indignation against the British goods. Similarly, the national spirited washermen 

refused to wash the mill-Made clothes. One such incident occurred near Chiguruvada, near 

Tirupati (in present Andhra Pradesh) when a washer man created history by refusing to wash 

the mill-Made clothes of a Brahmin of the village and even threatening to throw them into 

Oven. Around 1908, attempt was made by some, in places like Andhra, in organizing Terrorist 

activities and in the production and use of bombs. There were rumours that Several individuals 

were engaged in secret production of bombs. Though some efforts Were made by the Bengali 

revolutionaries, terrorism did not take roots in Andhra Region of the Madras Presidency. Darsi 

Chenchaiah is the only Andhra who joined the Gadar party of Lala Hardayal but did not remain 

a member throughout. By 1910, the Vandemataram and Swadeshi movement began to lose its 

Momentum. The extremists in the Congress like Balagangadhar Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal and 

Aurbindo also began losing their hold over the movement. And, with the Annulment of the 

partition of Bengal by the Government in 1911, the movement Gradually disappeared for the 

time being until it took a new form under the title of the Home Rule Movement launched by 

Annie Besant. 

 

CONCLUSION: 

As the movement was gaining strength day by day Lord Minto, the successor of Curzon 

adopted several measures against the rising tide of the anti- British activities. In 1909, the 

Morle- Minto reforms were finally passed through Indian Councils Act. Thus, the Swadeshi 

and Boycott movement with its multi-faceted programmes and activities was able to draw, for 

the first-time large sections of the society into active participation in modern nationalist politics 

and still larger sections into the ambit of modern political ideas. As Surendranath Banerjee 

pointed out, the year 1905 was one of the most memorable years in the history of Bengal. I 

would be no exaggeration to say that it was an epoch- making year, leaving a profound and far- 

reaching influence on the public life of Bengal and the future of the country. The movement 

created greater national consciousness among the people. The Swadeshism made a deep dent 

in the society as it provided an opportunity for reviving the weaving. By 1910, the Swadeshi 

movement began to lose its momentum. The extremists in the Congress like-Balgangadhar 

Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo Ghosh also began losing their hold over the 

movement. In 1911, British shifted their capital from Bengal to Delhi and Bengal’s partition 

plan was abolished. But the importance of Bengal as a capital reduced. Now the contradictions 
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in Congress were clearly visible. Though Bengal partition plan was dismissed in 1911 yet it 

lost its unity, she could never achieve it back. Though the movement was not fully successful, 

in future it created a path for Gandhi’s movement. 
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Introduction 

The Swadeshi movement of Bengal (1905-1908) is seen as an important historical event. Lord 

Curzon’s unpopular decision to partition the Province of Bengal in 1905, led to this popular 

movement, which was organized around the effective use of ‘swadeshi’ and ‘boycott’ as methods 

of agitation, under Extremist leadership. The subsequent unification of Bengal in 1911 came to be 

regarded as a marker of the movement’s success. The decision to partition the large province of 

Bengal (undivided Bengal, Orissa, Assam And Bihar), avowedly for greater administrative 

convenience, was one that had been Worked on by H. H. Risley (Secretary to Government of India, 

1903) and Fraser (Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal, 1903), and finally sanctioned by Curzon, the 

Viceroy. Swadeshi was a focus of Mahatma Gandhi, who described it as the soul of swaraj (self-

rule). The movement took its vast size and shape after rich Indians donated money and land 

dedicated to Khadi & Gramodyog societies which started cloth production in every household. It 

also included other village industries so as to make village self sufficient and self reliant.  

Swadeshi movement 

A Boycott Resolution was passed in Calcutta City Hall on August 7, 1905, where it was decided 

to boycott the use of Manchester cloth and salt from Liverpool. In the district of Barisal, the masses 

adopted this message of boycott of foreign-made goods, and the value of the British cloth sold 

there fell sharply. Vande Mataram became the boycott and Swadeshi movement theme song. 

Among the movement’s various forms of struggle, it was the boycott of foreign-made goods that 

encountered the greatest visible success on the practical and popular level. Boycott and public 
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burning of foreign clothes, picketing of shops selling foreign goods, all became common in remote 

corners of Bengal as well as in many major cities and towns across the country.  

Another form of mass mobilization widely used by the Swadeshi movement was the corps of 

volunteers (samitis). Ashwini Kumar Dutta, a school teacher, set up the Swadesh Bandhab Samiti 

in Barisal was the best – known volunteer organization of all of them.The Shivaji and Ganapati 

festivals in Western India (Maharashtra) were organized by Lokmanya Tilak to spread the 

swadeshi message and boycott movements among the masses. The Swadeshi and boycott 

movements placed great emphasis on ‘ Atmasakti ‘ or self – reliance as a means of reasserting 

national dignity in different fields. In the field of national education, this emphasis on self – 

reliance was most evident. The National College of Bengal was founded as its principal with 

Aurobindo. Numerous national schools have been established throughout the country in a short 

period of time. The National Education Council was established in August 1906. In Indians 

entrepreneurial zeal, self – reliance was also evident. The period saw an explosion of textile mills, 

factories of soap and match, tanneries, banks, insurance companies, shops, etc. While most of these 

Swadeshi companies were set up and run as a result of patriotic fervor than any real business 

interest and were unable to survive for a long time, some others like Acharya P.C. Ray 

Old-style Moderate politics 

Surendranath Banerji led this group and it was comprised of men with diverse and varying ideas: 

Krishnakumar Mitra, Jogeshchandra Chaudhuri, Bhupendranath Bose, Prithwishchandra Ray. 

They worked ceaselessly from 1903 to intensify the agitation through press campaigns, meetings, 

petitions, conferences in the Town Hall and political correspondence with mufassil leaders. 

Newspapers like the Bengalee, the Hitabadi, the Sanjibani, Indian Mirror, and Ananda Bazar 
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Patrika carried Moderate arguments and ideas. While there was some talk of seeking the support 

of the ‘masses’ by writing and speaking in Bengali rather than English, this section included many 

loyalist zamindars and upper-caste Bengalis who belonged to liberal professions, and it was largely 

their interest that was represented. In accordance with their usual style, they put forward logical 

arguments in their pamphlets to argue against the decision to partition Bengal. Primarily most of 

these lamented the partition because it would lead to a contraction of employment opportunities in 

the government and disadvantages for zamindars who had permanently settled lands on both sides 

of the divide. 

Constructive swadeshi 

Swadeshi referred to a politics of building national self-reliance through constructive work, seen 

as a necessary pre-condition to ultimately and effectively challenging British rule. It was an initial 

reaction to the ineffectiveness of Moderate ‘mendicancy’, and was mostly introspective and non-

political. ‘Constructive Swadeshi’ included a positive programme of setting-up of Swadeshi 

enterprises, spreading vernacular education and social work in the countryside, and reaching out 

to the masses through traditional folk institutions like the mela. Much of this argument about self-

reliance was derived from the works of Moderates like Naroji, R. C. Dutta and Gokhale who had 

drawn connections between India’s forced dependence on British manufactures and its poverty. 

Extremist leaders duly acknowledged the Moderates for this intellectual debt. People like Tilak in 

Maharashtra and Lala Lajpat Rai in Punjab were working towards building ‘atmasakti’ since the 

1890s. But it acquired a new lease of life within the movement, and Rabindranath Tagore and a 

quiet school teacher from Barisal, Aswini Kumar Dutta, were crucial proponents of this form of 

agitation that stressed patient reform and growth before concerted political action was undertaken. 
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Swadeshi enterprise 

Swadeshi as a form of agitation was directly derived from the indictment of British colonialism by 

leaders like Naoroji, R. C. Dutt, Digby and Ranade. The swadeshi programme developed along 

two lines – of reviving traditional crafts that had been destroyed by competition from British goods 

and of building indigenous industrial enterprise on modern western lines. Such attempts had started 

early, and the notable initial efforts in this regard were Prafullachandra Ray’s Bengal Chemicals 

started in 1893, and Rabindranath Tagore’s Swadeshi Bhandar in 1897. But after 1905, swadeshi 

was popularized with a new energy and sense of purpose. Volunteer organizations or samitis would 

promote swadeshi sales through shops, exhibitions along the lines of the traditional Hindu mela 

and cost-price hawking. The revival of Indian crafts and a rise in demand created by the Swadeshi 

movement did provide an important stimulus to handloom-weaving, a sector which had been all 

but destroyed. Educated young men were taught the art of weaving and the fly shuttle loom was 

popularized through training centres. There was also a partial revival of silk-weaving in 

Murshidabad and Pabna. The programme of reviving indigenous crafts fit rather well within an 

ideological agenda of cultural revival. While Moderate leaders in their critique of colonial 

economic exploitation, had envisaged a modern industrial growth trajectory for the country, 

revivalist trends within the movement were derived out of a critique of the evils of the western 

industrial model of growth and therefore rejected western-style development. Instead, they 

encouraged building upon traditional forms of production – small scale units based on family 

labour. Amongst the larger-scale industrial enterprises, textile mills like the Mohini Mills of 

Kushtia, The Calcutta Weaving Company, the Tripura Company etc. Made important 

contributions. Developments also took place in the leather industry as Dr. Nilratan Sircar founded 

the National Tannery, where new technologies of tanning were introduced. A number of consumer 
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articles were developed in swadeshi enterprises – soap, matches, cheap cigarettes, buttons, candles, 

paper and sugar, but for machinery such industries had to depend on imported iron and steel, 

although the beginnings of an iron and steel industry had been made in the Sibpur Iron Works, in 

1867. The focus soon shifted from industrial production to banking, insurance and inland trade. 

The opening of the Bengal national Bank in 1908, the National Insurance Company in 1906 and 

the establishment of the Bengal Steam Navigation Company in 1905 by Muslim merchants, gave 

tremendous impetus to the project of self-reliance advocated by the Swadeshi movement. 

However, while the achievements of swadeshi were significant, it made only a marginal dent on 

the hold of British capital, and didn’t even venture close to fulfilling The dream of self-sufficient 

industrial growth. Furthermore, coupled with boycott, the focus of the movement remained 

confined to discouraging people from using British consumer goods by reasserting the importance 

of indigenous tastes and austere living. Thus, the movement also became a symbolic attack on the 

Bengali elite which had embraced western lifestyles and tastes. Unfortunately, swadeshi came with 

its own set of problems. The products of swadeshi enterprises were expensive and of poor quality. 

For instance, the coarse cloth produced was unaffordable for the common man, unless cheaper 

imported yarn had been used in its manufacture. Additionally, many people were coerced by 

Swadeshi volunteers to buy indigenous goods and volunteers also had to check excessive 

profiteering. These complex questions were raised by Rabindranath Tagore in his novel ‘Ghare 

Baire’. Ultimately, swadeshi and boycott, as modes of agitation seemed to have benefitted the 

small bourgeoisie over all others, and tended to foreclose leadership roles for the poor, as it placed 

those with adequate capital at the forefront of the movement.  
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Boycott and passive resistance 

In some ways, ‘constructive swadeshi’ followed from the more popular form of agitation the 

boycott of British goods, which had a greater symbolic than real impact on the use of British goods. 

Manchester piece goods, Liverpool salt and foreign sugar were the main targets. While the boycott 

of sugar was quite unsuccessful and most other imports were marginally affected, sharp dips were 

noticed in the import of cotton cloth, apparel, tobacco and liquor. However, 1907 was also a period 

of depression in world trade against which we need to qualify the evidence of a fall in imports. 

Boycott was carried on by strong volunteer groups or samitis which used picketing and social 

ostracism to enforce it. Its success was sometimes limited because indigenous substitutes were not 

available in adequate supply and they were often much more expensive than British goods. 

Extremist agitation led by Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo Ghosh propagated complete political 

independence as their goal for the first time, and their agitational techniques were directed towards 

decisively ending British rule in India. While never ruling out a possible violent struggle to this 

end in the near future, they used ‘passive resistance’ as a method to ensure mass participation in 

the nationalist agitation, which had been, thus far, an elite preserve. Passive resistance meant an 

extension of boycott beyond British goods to include the boycott of schools and colleges, law 

courts, government service and legislative posts. According to Pal, it entailed a refusal to render 

any service to the British government. Passive resistance worked through the new organizational 

format of samitis that undertook active propaganda through songs and jatras on religious festivals, 

magic- lantern marches, social work during epidemics and famines, the setting up of swadeshi 

crafts, schools and arbitration courts, and social boycott of those who refused to heed their 

exhortations. 
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Limitation 

Sumit Sarkar’s The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal 1903-1908, gives us the most exhaustive 

historical survey of the movement, and his arguments have come to dominate most scholarship on 

the issue. One of issues that Sarkar is preoccupied with is the failure of the mass agitation to turn 

into a full-fledged mass movement, of the kind we see later under Gandhi’s leadership. This 

difference in the success of mass mobilization during Swadeshi and under Gandhi is particularly 

interesting since many Gandhian techniques of agitation were anticipated during the Swadeshi 

movement. 

End of the movement 

The British had seeded the seeds of communalism quite deep into India’s social fabric, and the 

Swadeshi movement was unable to gain support from the Muslim masses, especially the Muslim 

peasantry, which in large parts of Bengal was in an inverse class relationship with the Hindu 

zamindars. By mid-1908, the Swadeshi and boycott movements mass character had nearly ended 

and the repression of the government took full force. Student participants were expelled from 

government schools and colleges at public meetings, processions that were banned. The press was 

subjected to severe controls. It was used by the police to break up public meetings and meetings. 

At the Surat session, the Congress split in 1907, further weakening the Swadeshi movement. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The closing decade of the 19th century was marked by the growth of 

extremism in Indian politics. The extremists criticized the compromising 

policies of moderates and wanted to open an alternative path of national 

politics. At this crucial juncture came Lord Curzon (1899-1905) as Viceroy. 

Several measures undertaken by Curzon added to the grievances of Indians 

and these measures undoubtedly helped in strengthening the nationalist 

movement. The most important aspect of Curzon’s administration was his 

hostility towards the educated Indians. He took a number of decisions which 

were unpopular among the educated classes. However, the decision of Curzon 

that caused the greatest opposition was the Partition of Bengal in 1905.  

Andrew Fraser, the commissioner of Central Provinces proposed the 

separation of Chittagong, Dhaka, Mymensingh division from Bengal to form a 

separate province of East Bengal and its attachment with Assam. The Home 

Secretary Herbert Risley accepted the proposal and highlighted the political 

dividends of the partition of Bengal in a note which was made public on 3rd 

December 1903. Hence, the scheme of the Partition of Bengal was the 

brainchild of Fraser and Risley but the final decision to partition the province 

was taken by Curzon. Andrew Fraser considered the Bengal districts of Dhaka, 

Barisal and Faridpur as hostile to the British Raj. He firmly believe that some 

Calcutta based leaders and newspapers were responsible for creating anarchy 

and disorder in these areas and hence without wasting time he wanted to 

bring the situation under control by separating the districts from the Bengal 

province.  

In early 1904 Curzon wrote to William Broderick, the Secretary of State that 

nonexecution of the scheme of partitioning Bengal would strengthen and 

consolidate the extremist forces which would gradually become a source of 

increasing trouble, Curzon also reminded Broderick that the Bengalis were 

dreaming of removing the English from India. This particular correspondence 

of Curzon exposed his real intention, as administrative convenience was only a 

pretext. Anti Bengali feeling of the colonial bureaucracy including a desire to 

weaken this ‘politically articulate’ race actually provided the prime motive 

behind the partition of Bengal. The final draft regarding the partition of Bengal 

was written by Curzon and was sent to England on 2nd February 1905. It’s 

secured the approval of the secretary of state on 9th June and was officially 

announced on 19th July and implemented on 16th October 1905.  



The entire province of Bengal broke out in protest when the scheme of 

partition was first made public. Protest meetings were organized in Calcutta 

Town Hall in March 1904 and in Jan 1905 and petitions submitted. Articles 

were published in journals like Bengalee, Sanjeevani and other vernacular 

newspapers. However, the attitude of the Government of India did not change 

as ignoring all protests, Curzon administration officially declared the partition 

on 19th July, 1905 and it was to be made effective from 16th October 1905. It 

became clear to the nationalists that the moderate techniques were mere 

exercise in futility. They began to think of new strategies to oppose the 

partition of Bengal. The Swadeshi movement was formally announced in a 

meeting at Calcutta Town Hall on 7th August 1905. The boycott of British 

goods was first suggested by Krishna Kumar Mitra in his journal ‘Sanjeevani’ on 

13th July 1905. The date of 16th October 1905 was observed as a day of 

mourning throughout Bengal. ‘Rakhi Bandhan’ was observed at the initiative of 

Rabindranath Tagore as a symbol of Hindu-Muslim unity.  

In fact, according to Sumit Sarkar, Swadeshi movement represented three 

major trends-Constructive Swadeshi, Passive Resistance and Revolutionary 

Nationalism. Constructive Swadeshi meant the rejection of futile and self-

defeating ‘mendicant’ politics in favour of self-help as ‘National Schools’ were 

established and constructive works undertaken in villages. Rabindranath 

Tagore called it ‘Atma Shakti’ in his Swadeshi Samaj address. On the basis of 

the idea of Constructive Swadeshi, ‘Kamala Mills’ was established in Calcutta in 

Sep 1906, followed by Banga Lakshmi Cotton Mills and ‘Mohini Mills’ in 

Kushtia. In 1905, Nilratan Sarkar, established a tannery called the ‘National 

Tannery Company’ at Tiljala in Calcutta. Prafulla Chandra Ray established the 

‘Bengal Chemicals and Pharmaceutical Works’ in 1892 in Calcutta. This was the 

first Indian initiative in the field of pharmaceuticals. In 1907 was established 

‘The Bengal Steam Navigation Company’ with its Head Office at Rangoon. It 

had a nominal capital of Rs 15 Lacs, divided in 15000 shares of Rs 100 each, 

patronized by the merchant community of Bengal. However, in most cases the 

lack of capital, experience and dearth of raw materials stood in the way of 

success of such enterprises.  

Another remarkable aspect of Constructive Swadeshi was National Education. 

The ‘Dawn’ edited by Satish Chandra Mukherjee and his Dawn Society played a 

significant role in promoting national education. On 15th August 1906 the 

‘National Council for Education’ was established. Raja Subodh Chandra Mullick 

donated Rs 1 Lac to the cause of National Education. Aurobindo Ghose became 



the first Principal of Bengal National College which imparted education in 

vernacular medium. The ‘Bengal Technical Institute’ was established to impart 

technical education. National Schools were established in district towns- the 

most remarkable of which was the ‘Sonarong National School’ established in 

Dacca.  

The second trend that is political extremism and Mass Mobilization gave much 

importance to the technique of boycott. Aurobindo Ghose called it passive 

resistance. According to Sumit Sarkar the history of boycott & Swadeshi vividly 

illustrate the limitations of an intelligentsia led movement. The method of 

passive resistance did not last long in Bengal. The attempt to mobilize the 

masses did not succeed much in the face of brutal state-repression.  

In this period, spontaneous participation of the labouring massed added a new 

dimension to the Swadeshi movement. The workers of British-owned industrial 

enterprise took active part in the labour movement as they often suffered 

racial hatred and other humiliations. The price rise of the essential 

commodities added much to the grievances of industrial workers. Four leaders- 

Ashwini Kumar Bannerjee, Prabhat Kusum Raychoudhury, Apurba Kumar 

Ghose and Premotosh Bose played a remarkable role in organizing the working 

class. In September 1905, 247 Bengali clerks left their job to protest against the 

new work regulations which were felt to be derogatory at the Calcutta 

Tramways Corporation. This was the time that witnessed the establishment of 

the real labour unions. The workers of the Govt. presses went on strike & 

eventually set up the ‘Printers Union’ on 21st Oct, 1905, which is considered to 

be the first real labour union. In fact, a report entitled “Administration of 

Bengal under Andrew Frazer (1903- 08)” described “Industrial Unrest” as a 

“marked feature of the period”.  

The third phase of the Swadeshi movement was represented by Revolutionary 

Nationalism. The basic feature of this phase was self-sacrifice of the patriots 

and violent terrorist activities against the British rulers and their collaborators. 

The first revolutionary group was organized in Midnapore in 1902 by 

Jnanendranath Basu, In Calcutta; Anushilan Samity was founded by Pramatha 

Mitra and Arobindo’s emissaries from Baroda - Jatindranath Bannerjee and 

Barindra Kumar Ghose. An inner circle within the Calcutta Anushilan led by 

Barindra Kumar Ghose and Bupendranath Dutta stated the ‘Jugantar’ weekly in 

April, 1906. Hem Chandra Kanungo was the first revolutionary of Bengal to be 

sent abroad for military and political training. He returned to India in 1908 and 



set up a religious school and bomb factory at Maniktala in Calcutta. On 30th 

April 1908, Khudiram Bose and Prafulla Chaki hatched a plot to kill the sadistic 

District Magistrate Kingsford of Muzzaffarpur. But their efforts proved abortive 

and two women from Kennedy family were killed. The Dhaka Anushilan Samity 

led by Pulin Behari Das was a more affective organization, the Barrah Dacoity 

of 2nd June, 1908 was its first major action.  

Cultural Impact - Among all the nationalist movements, during the colonial 

regime the Swadeshi movement left an indelible mark in the sphere of cultural 

activities. Sumit Sarkar in his “The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal 1903-08” 

observed, “The Swadeshi Movements greatest claim to immortality lies 

perhaps in the realm of patriotic poety and song.” Partition inspired 

Rabindranath Tagore to compose some of his finest songs and these invariably 

stand in a class by themselves. The songs written by Rajani Kanta Sen, 

Mukundo Das and Dwijendralal Ray became a source of inspiration for the 

later nationalists.  

The period also saw the publication of a collection of fairytales ‘Thakumar jhuli’ 

written by Dakhinaranjan Mitra Majumdar. In the sphere of art, Abanindranath 

Tagore broke the hegemony of Victorian art over Indian painting and revived 

the indigenous traditions of Mughal, Rajput and Ajanta paintings. He was the 

pioneer of the Bengal School of Art. It also instituted a Scholarship of Oriental 

Art and the first recipient was Nandalal Bose. Jagadish Chandra Bose and 

Prafulla Chandra Ray left the mark of their outstanding talent in the field of 

scientific research. Thus, the Swadeshi movement left a far-reaching impact 

not only on political life of Bengal but on the cultural life as well. 

 

CONCLUSION 

While it is argued that the movement was unable to make headway in 

mobilizing the peasantry especially its lower rungs, except in certain areas, 

such as the district of Barisal, there can be no gainsaying fact that even if the 

movement was able to mobilize the peasantry only in a limited area that alone 

would count for a lot. This is so because the peasant participation in the 

Swadeshi Movement marked the very beginnings of modern mass politics in 

India. After all, even in the later, post-Swadeshi movements, intense political 

mobilization and activity among the peasantry largely remained concentrated 

in specific pockets. Also, while it is true that during the Swadeshi phase the 



peasantry was not organized around peasant demands, and that the peasants 

in most parts did not actively join in certain forms of struggle such as, boycott 

or passive resistance large sections of the peasants, through meetings, jatras, 

constructive work, and so on were exposed for the first time to modern 

nationalist ideas and politics. 

The main drawback of the Swadeshi Movement was that it was not able to 

garner the support of the mass of Muslims and especially of the Muslim 

peasantry. The British policy of consciously attempting to use communalism to 

turn the Muslims against the Swadeshi Movement was to a large extent 

responsible for this. The Government was helped in its designs by the peculiar 

situation obtaining in large parts of Bengal where Hindus and Muslims were 

divided along class lines with the former being the landlords and the latter 

constituting the peasantry. This was the period when the All India Muslim 

League was set up with the active guidance and support of the Government. 

More specifically, in Bengal, people like Nawab Salimullah of Dacca were 

propped up as centres of opposition to the Swadeshi Movement. Mullahs and 

maulvis were pressed into service and, unsurprisingly, at the height of the 

Swadeshi Movement communal riots broke out in Bengal. 
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Introduction 

 

Subhas Chandra bose  remained congressman although his life from very childhood he had developed  

respect for the revolutioneries .during the days of the student life in presidency college,Calcutta he 

made regular contacts with the secret activities number of revolutionaries durin the time of hindu 

hostel of presidency college.the oaten affair and his subsequent rustication from the college cleary 

depicts frame of his mind and from the very beginning of the life and courage with which he stood 

behind his fellow students. 

For such a young man the job of I.C.S was  never be an attractive one.though he got passed in I.C.S 

exam wih honour in London he never accepted the job.he resigned from I.C.S job on 22 april 1921 

with clear determoination of joninng  India national congress to serve the cause of the country under 

british yoke . 

After landing on Bombay on 16 july 1921 he first met to gandhi  at mani bhavan had a long talk with 

him about the future plan and future of the movment and india. 

The way history of India has been written post-independence, it is rare to find a post-independence 

historian to write anything praiseworthy about any freedom-fighter who is not from the clan which 

appropriated India as its fiefdom. If Nehru is to be considered as the protagonist of India freedom 

story, not only SubhasChandra Bose, Vallabhbhai Patel, Ram Prasad Bismil, Veer Savarkar, anyone 

who was not Nehru will be what in literary terms is called a foil. Not much has been written after 

independence from non-Nehru perspective.Congress, before independence, for a long time, before it 

became a privately-held entity under Gandhi, was more of an amalgamation of floating ideologies 

than a political party. The way strong personalities interacted and struggled with each other would 

make an interesting study, though very less has been written on it. Writing on internal politics of the 

Indian National Congress has been studiously avoided by the later-day scholars for the fear of 

offending the ruling royals of the Congress. These idols of independent India do not come out a 

winner in the face of the illuminating intellect of Tilak, non-negotiable nationalism of Bose or 

uncompromising courage of Bismil. Let us look at the stint of Subhas Chandra Bose in Congress, 

strangulated and stifled as it might have been for him.Within Congress, the contrast could not have 

been deeper and the competitive streak could not have been more defined than that between Bose and 

Nehru. Both were of the same age, and from a similar aristocratic background. Bose, unlike other 

great leaders, did not suffer the lack of pedigree when placed next to Nehru. In reality, Bose with his 

scholarly background, Civil Services selection stood an inch over Nehru, who at least till that time 

was still struggling to find a way out of the shadow of a successful and rich Father. 

Gandhi was a great leader, unified India, and played the great game of mixing religion with politics, 

thereby appealing to the masses with a mystic appeal. Still, the fact remains that Gandhi had 

pronounced dictatorial tendencies. As the party became more and more dependent on Gandhi for 

direction, and even survival, he became more and more adamant about imposing his will over the 

party. Nehru too started as a rebel young son to a rich friend of Gandhi committed to communism, but 

with his internal contradictions of character, he was quickly tamed by Gandhi. 

 

Subhas and Nehru started as friends, Subhas appreciative of the sway Nehru held in the Congress and 

over Gandhi. Looking forward to enlist support of Nehru, who Bose considered his fellow comrade in 

the path of complete independence, he wrote on 4th of March, 1936- “you are the only one to whom 

we can look up for leading the Congress in a progressive direction. Moreover, your position is unique, 

and I think even Mahatma Gandhi will be more accommodating towards you than towards anybody 



else.” By then, Nehru had already served as Congress President once, in 1929-30 and was up for the 

second tenure. Gandhi’s affection for Nehru was well-known.Read- Netaji Bose wasn’t a ‘Nazi 

Collaborator’, dear Americans, and accusing Alexandria Ocasio Cortez of being anti-semitic over it is 

absurdRight after Nehru’s first presidency of Congress, Sitaramaiyya had quoted Young Indian and 

mentioned Gandhi as Nehru’s foster father. (His father Motilalji gave him pride and prejudice. His 

foster father Gandhi gave him his prudence). Bose by then was pretty disheartened by the dithering of 

Congress on the matter of Independence of India. In his book “Fundamental Questions of Indian 

Revolution” Netaji writes, “In December 1928, a resolution was passed by the Congress by 1300 to 

900 Votes, which put back the clock by definitely committing the Congress to the acceptance of 

dominion status…The resolution of Calcutta Congress gave the British Government one year’s time 

within which they could offer Dominion status to India. By 1936, Bose was quite disenchanted with 

the Congress under Gandhi and hoped to get help from Nehru in reigniting the fire of 

independence.However, on 29th of January, 1939, Subhas Bose was appointed the president of 

Congress, having defeated Pattabhi Sitaramaiya, 1580 to 1377 Votes. Gandhi, dropping all the 

pretence of neutrality than declared that Sitaramaiyya’s defeat is my defeat. The old guard and Gandhi 

loyalists got to work almost immediately blocking the newly-appointed President at every step. 

Possibly it was due to the disenchantment with the leadership of Nehru-Gandhi that Bose decided to 

himself step in. Nehru had lost his initial vigour for independence and socialism ever since he was 

handed over the Congress Presidency in 1929 and later in 1936-37. Sitaramaiyya mentions that in all 

these years, Netaji largely kept to himself and maintained a bipartisan position on most matters. He 

writes that only towards the end of September, 1938 it came to notice that Subhas babu was keen to 

become President of Congress at Tripuri. Gandhi was keen to have Maulana Abul Kalam Azad as the 

next president and in his absence, Sitaramaiyya was his second choice. However, later Maulana 

withdrew and the contest was between Sitaramaiyya and Subhas. 

The declaration of Gandhi claiming Sitaramaiyya’s loss as his own created unrest in the rank and file 

of the Congress. Immediately after, in Tripuri Congress, a resolution was brought in by Shri Govind 

Ballabh Pant, supported by 160 signatories stating “The committee declares its firm adherence to the 

fundamental policies of the Congress which have governed its programme in the past years under the 

guidance of Mahatma Gandhi and is definitely of the opinion that there should be no break in these 

policies and they should continue to govern the Congress policies in future. This diluted the powers of 

appointed President, leaving Bose with nor room to give any new direction to the organization. 

 

How Congress party shunted out Subhash Chandra Bose 

 

The resolution went further and stated, “..the fact that Mahatma Gandhi alone can lead the Congress 

and the country to victory during such crisis, the Committee regards it as imperative that the Congress 

Executive should command his implicit confidence and requests the President to nominate Working 

Committee in accordance with the wishes of Gandhiji”. Not one to take things lying down, Bose 

wrote to Gandhiji. Subhas wrote to Gandhi on 25th March, 1939- “What exactly is the position of 

President? Article XV of the Congress Constitution confers certain powers on the President in the 

matter of appointing the Working committee.” 

Stifled and crippled as a notional president, Subhas Bose resigned later that year in September, 1939.  

Subhas had also fell apart from Nehru by this time. On 28th March, 1939, He wrote to Nehru, “I may 

tell you that since the Presidential election, you have done more to lower me in the estimation of the 

public than all the twelve ex-members of the Working Committee put together.” Here he made that 

famous remark on Nehru and his commitment to socialism. He wrote, “You are in the habit of 

proclaiming that you stand by yourself and represent nobody else and that you are not attached to any 



party. At the same time you call yourself a Socialist- sometimes a full-blooded Socialist. How a 

socialist can be an individualist as you regard yourself, beats me. The one is anti-thesis of the 

other,That his assessment was true is confirmed in a self-portrait written by Nehru anonymously. 

Nehru wrote in Modern Review, November, 1939 “Men like Jawaharlal with all their capacity for 

great and good work are unsafe in a democracy. A little twist and Jawaharlal might turn a dictator 

sweeping aside the paraphernalia of a slow-moving democracy. Jawaharlal is certainly not a fascist 

either by conviction or temperament. He is far too much of an aristocrat for the crudity and vulgarity 

of fascism. And yet he has the makings of a dictator in him. His overmastering desire to get things 

done, to sweep away what he dislikes and build anew, will hardly brook for long the slow process of 

democracy.” These dictatorial tendencies came into play much later in full when he took over as the 

Prime Minister of India, turning himself into a singular power center between the Government and the 

Party.On refusing the follow the party line, after resigning as the President of AICC, in the month of 

August same year, Bose was disqualified as President of Bengal’s Provincial Congress Committee as 

well for three years on the charges of indiscipline. Free from the limitations of party policies and 

politics, Bose went in for an open challenge to the British rule. On 19th March, 1940, he presided in 

an All India Anti-Compromise Conference at Ramgarh Bihar organized by Swami Sahajanand 

Saraswati where he expressed his anguish at the compromising nature of the Congress- “As soon as 

the war began, Mahatma Gandhi proceeded to Shimla without caring to consult the Congress Working 

Committee and informed HE the Viceroy that he was in favor of rendering unconditional help to 

Great Britain in the prosecution of war.” 

He organized a protest against the fake narrative of the British claiming that around 160 British were 

pushed into a small room by Nawab Sirajuddaula where many died. This was based on the accounts 

of General Holwell. Netaji was arrested on 2nd of July, 1940. He went on hunger strike in captivity 

and was later released in November, 1940. All this while he continued to urge Congress to launch 

Civil disobedience. On May 20th, 1940, Nehru made a statement that Launching a civil disobedience 

at a time when Britain is engaged in life and death struggle would be an act derogatory to India’s 

honour. Mahatma also refused to join in claiming that he did not want to win independence from the 

ruins of Britain. 

 

Netaji escaped and fled India in January, 1941, later to emerge as the Commander-in-Chief of Azad 

Hind Fauz, an audacious attempt to liberate India from the colonial rule with Military means. While 

the mission itself failed, the failed fire did carry enough cinders to ignite the fires of Sailor mutiny 

during the Quit India movement, the following year. Protests in support of INA in Kolkata saw the 

death of 40 in Police firing and that in Mumbai of 23.Pattabhi Sitaramayya brilliantly captures the 

difference between Gandhi and Bose when he writes- “With Gandhi Means are Ends. With Subhas 

Ends are Means. They were two polar opposites. Gandhi is moved by instincts. Subhas was guided by 

reason.”Subhas Chandra Bose’s struggle while within Congress was a statement against the highly 

personalized high-command structure and dictatorial grip Gandhi held over Congress amid all the 

pretence of democracy. While there are many theories of whether or not Bose survived the plane crash 

on 18th of August, 1945, what Netaji meant to India is captured in the words of Pattabhi Sitaramayya, 

who writes-There is widely felt disinclination to believe this story of Subhas babu’s death, which is 

traced to Japanese sources. His position after the conclusion of the war has become a matter of 

anxious enquiry all around. If he was dead, this anxiety would be submerged by the flood tide of 

sorrow that overcame the country. If he was alive, the halo around this mystic would become deeper 

and brighter.”  
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INTRODUCTION 

Indian nationalist movement took a major leap forward with the beginning of the Swadeshi 

Movement (1903-1908) in Bengal. The Viceroy of India, Lord Curzon’s scheme to Partition 

Bengal in 1905 triggered the Swadeshi upsurge, acting as a catalyst in infusing a more militant 

spirit into nationalism. This agitation against the partition had started in 1903, but became 

stronger and more organized after the scheme was finally announced on 19th July, 1905 and 

implemented on 16th October,1905. The initial aim was to secure the annulment of partition, 

but it soon enlarged into a more broad-based movement, known as the ‘SWADESHI 

MOVEMENT’, touching upon wider political and social issues. Women, students and a large 

section of the urban and rural population of Bengal and other parts of India became actively 

involved in politics for the first time. The most important innovation in the politics of the 

Swadeshi age was the idea of boycott and passive resistance. Apart from its political 

significance, the Swadeshi Movement also acted as a catalyst in the sphere of Indian art, 

literature, music, science and industry. 

Partition of Bengal – 

The province of Bengal was indeed of huge size and the 1901 Census revealed that the 

population of the province had become 78.5 million. This called for a re-adjustment of the 

boundaries. Sir Andrew Fraser, the Chief Commissioner of Central Provinces and Herbert 

Risley, Home Secretary of the Viceroy’s Council advocated for the transfer of Chittagong, 

Dacca and Mymensingh to Assam province. These two architects of the partition scheme 

justified their moves on grounds of administrative convenience.  

The Viceroy, Curzon and the Secretary of State for India approved their proposal and a 

separate province named ‘Eastern Bengal and Assam’ comprising of Chittagong, Dacca, 

Rajshahi division, Hill Tipperah, Malda and Assam was carved out. Bengal remained with 

Bihar and Orissa attached with it. This scheme of partition was announced by the Government 

of India on 19th July, 1905 and implemented on 16th October, 1905.  
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Fig. 1 – Partition of Bengal, 1905-1911 

 

Motives behind the Partition – 

Prof. Ishita Banerjee-Dube argues that till 1903, administrative concerns did dominate 

the minds of the officials. But there were other motives as well, as pointed out by Sumit Sarkar 

and Sekhar Bandopadhyay. Curzon, through the implementation of this scheme, sought to 

weaken the unified force of politically articulate Bengalee community. However, the 

following swadeshi movement revealed that the Bengali identity was dominant over class, caste 

or religious identities, at least during the initial phase of the movement. Nationalists have 

always argued that the partition was the manifestation of deep imperialist design of ‘divide 

and rule’. The Government tried to win over the Muslim support by assuring them of social 

and professional opportunities in the new province, which was hitherto dominated mostly by 

the Hindus of Calcutta. Thus it is quite apparent that the partition scheme provoked Muslim 

separatism in Bengal.   
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SWADESHI MOVEMENT IN BENGAL 

Trends of Swadeshi Movement in Bengal: 

The politics of Bengal’s Swadeshi age initially was split up into two broad phases – the 

moderate and extremist or nationalist currents. The second trend eventually developed into 

terrorism or as R.C. Majumdar had put it as ‘militant nationalism’. Amales Tripathi (The 

Extremist Challenge) and David Argov (Moderates and Extremists) had also accepted the 

above two broad trends. 

But, as pointed out by historian Sumit Sarkar, this merely simplifies a far more complex 

phenomenon ignoring the various other groups 

and sub-groups that functioned within the two 

broad categories. Sarkar (The Swadeshi 

Movement in Bengal 1903-1908) has put 

forward a four-fold classification of the 

various trends within the Swadeshi movement 

as follows – 

Fig.2 – Historian Sumit Sarkar’s phenomenal  

work on Swadeshi Movement in Bengal 

 

1. The Moderate phase 

2. Tagore’s ‘atmashakti’ or self-reliance and self-development without inviting an immediate 

political clash. Sarkar calls this the phase of constructive Swadeshi. 

3. Political extremism using extended boycott or passive resistance in addition to self-help 

efforts. 

4. Terrorism. 

The four trends were not successive temporal stages and their relative importance 

varied greatly with time. Thus moderate phase definitely dominated before 1905, militancy 

became the most significant kind of political action after 1908. The brief but fascinating 

intervening years saw the first trials of the technique of passive resistance in India. Thus it can 

be said that the first phase maybe traced from around December 1903 to July 1905 as a 

period of anti-partition agitation. After July 1905, with the official announcement of the 
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partition, a mighty upsurge was set off which brought in people and national leaders of all 

shades of opinion together. Then onwards it was called the Swadeshi movement. 
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THE MODERATE PHASE 

The initial phase of anti-partition movement between 1903 to 1905 witnessed the 

traditional techniques of moderate agitation in the forms of petitions, memoranda, speeches, 

public meetings and press campaigns. Two vast protest meetings were held in the Town Hall 

of Calcutta in March 1904 and January 1905 and numerous petitions were sent to the 

Government of India and the secretary of state. The movement united big zamindars so long 

noted for their loyalism like Peary Mohan Mukherjee of Uttarpara and Congress leaders drawn 

mainly from liberal professions. Efforts were made to draw in others in the movement besides 

the English-educated professionals. The Mymensingh Association urged the need to organize 

petitions in Bengali. However, it has been rightly pointed out by Sumit Sarkar that the 

pamphlets issued from Calcutta were concerned more with the building up of public opinion 

in England rather than arising popular action in Bengal or India.  

 

The objective was to turn the public opinion in India and England against the partition 

proposal by preparing full-proof case against them. Leaders like Surendranath Banerjea, 

Krishnakumar Mitra and Prithwish Chandra Dey launched a powerful press campaign 

against the partition proposal through journals 

and newspapers like the Bengalee, Hitabadi and 

Sanjibani. According to Sarkar, five pamphlets 

conveyed the atmosphere of this phase best - An 

Open Letter to Lord Curzon (Dacca, April 

1904); The Case Against the Break-up of 

Bengal (September 1905); All About Partition 

(September 1905); The Partition Agitation 

Explained (January 1906); and The Partition 

Riddle (March, 1906). They were all in the 

English language and said very little about 

swadeshi and boycott. They were repetitive in 

their demands of separating Bihar and Orissa from 

Bengal on the basis of linguistic differences, a point that was never really accepted. They asked 

for “organic changes” in setting up a governor and executive council Bengal like in other two 

presidencies. This linked the anti-partition agitation with general moderate platform of 

constitutional reforms. 

Fig.3 – Sir Surendranath Banerjea 
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The partition however could not be stopped. The moderate methods came under 

scathing criticism. Rajat Kanta Ray (Social Conflict and Political Unrest in Bengal) however, 

argues that the moderate leadership was instrumental in laying down the foundations for the 

Swadeshi upheaval. 
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THE DAY OF PARTITION 

 Once the partition was announced in mid-July, a boycott of British goods and 

institutions was accepted as a mode of struggle by the Congress leaders like Surendranath 

Banerjea. The formal resolution of boycott was passed at a mass meeting in Calcutta’s 

Town Hall on 7th August and the Swadeshi movement was thus, launched. Moderate leaders 

toured the country urging the boycott of Manchester cloth and Liverpool salt. On 16th October 

1905, the day from which the partition came into effect, Rabindranath Tagore and 

Ramendrasundar Trivedi, Secretary of Bangiya Sahitya Parishad, appealed for the 

observation of ‘rakhi bandhan’. It was a symbol of brotherhood and unity. Bande mataram 

became the theme song of the movement. Tagore also led a procession though streets of 

Calcutta, singing his patriotic songs. People fasted and mourned the day and a hartal was 

observed in Calcutta. Later in the day, Surendranath Banerjea and Ananda Mohan Bose 

addressed two mass meetings which drew crowds of 50,000 to 75,000 people. The following 

weeks saw protest meetings being held almost every day all over Bengal. That the message of 

boycott went home is evident from the fact that the value of British cloth sold in some of the 

mofussil districts fell by five to fifteen times between September 1904 and September 1905. 

 The partition brought the Calcutta leaders and their followers in Eastern Bengal 

together in a movement that was, in the words of Rajat Ray ‘nothing less than a revolution’. 

Bengal had already developed a strong regional nationalism which, although fractured to 

some extent by the growth of a distinct Islamic identity among the Muslim literate classes, still 

possessed enough strength to produce political solidarity to undo the Partition. The anti-

Partition agitation at least in the initial stages demonstrated a degree of communal amity 

which the colonial government was seeking to destroy. The initial aim was to secure the 

annulment of partition, but it soon turned into a more broad-based movement 

encompassing larger issues.  

Fig.4 – Resolution to boycott 
foreign goods 
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CONSTRUCTIVE SWADESHI 

The extremist trend, according to Sarkar, broke up into two currents after 1905 - one 

was the quieter and rather non-political in its sincere efforts at self-development and Tagore’s 

atmashakti; while the other was political extremism that tried to turn the boycott that was in 

its incipient form into a campaign of full scale passive resistance and set its sights on immediate 

independence rather than on partial reforms or slow self-regeneration. The latter was a later 

development though that often turned to terroristic methods. 

The first trend is well represented by the quiet school teacher of Barishal, Aswini 

Kumar Dutta. He through a lifetime of social work in his district built up the Swadeshi 

Bandhab Samiti (Association of the Friends of Swadesh) with its 159 branches penetrated deep 

into the interior of the district. He condemned the Congress as a three days’ ‘tamasha’. Village 

disputes were settled by means of arbitration as an alternative to colonial justice.  

 

Fig.5 – Ashwini Kumar Dutta 

However, the true spirit of the constructive phase of the swadeshi age was perhaps 

captured best by Rabindranath Tagore and his term of atmashakti or self-reliance. He 

emphasised it in several of his essays and articles of the time like Apomaner Pratikar (1894), 

Kanthorodh (1898), Rajkutmbo (1903) and Ghusoghishi (1903). His disdain of the Congress 

moderate politics and traced back to the 1880s. He began to call for ways to build up our own 

strength through constructive economic and educational work. In essays like Ingraj o 

Bharotbashi (1893) and Bangabhibhag (1904) his put much focus on atmashakti. He also 
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emphasised on the use of the vernacular to reach out to the masses as a medium of instruction 

as well as a political language in essays like Sikshar Herpher (1892) and Apor Pakshyer Katha 

(1898). He emphasised on promoting folk institutions such as the mela and in the work of 

village reconstruction.  

 

Fig.6 – Tagore’s phenomenal work 

 on his idea of Swadeshi 

In the meantime, the swadeshi spirit swept through Bengal since the 1890s. Tagore 

himself opened Swadeshi Bhandar in 1897, Jogeschandra Chaudhuri established the 

Indian stores in 1901, Sarala Devi’s Lakshmi Bhandar came up in 1903. The Bengal 

Chemicals was launched in 1893 by Prafulla Chandra Ray. Satischandra Mukherji began 

publishing his journal ‘Dawn’ in 1897 and established the Dawn Society in 1902. The 

Saraswat Ayatan of Brahmobandhab Upadhyay was established in 1902 and Tagore’s 

ashram in Santiniketan (1901) all laid down the beginnings of the national education Since 

1905 the Bengal air was full of Swadeshi schemes--- textile mills and handlooms, river 

transport concerns, match and soap factories, earthen ware and tanneries. 

National education was becoming a reality with mufassil schools, the Bengal 

National College and School (1906) and Taraknath Palit‘s Society for the Promotion of 

Technical Education. A National Council of Education was also set up in 1906. Raja 

Subodh Mullick donated RS. 1,00,000 to such efforts of founding national schools. Tagore’s 

experiments in Santiniketan are to be noted here, where nature and culture were to be linked 

by the bond of human labour within the living tradition of creative practice. This alternative 
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method of education and training in arts and development of human personality in communion 

with nature, resulted in the establishment of the Visva Barati. 

 

Fig.7 – Tagore in Shantiniketan 

The swadeshi mood had also brought about a revival in handloom, silk weaving and 

some other artisanal crafts. Self-help of a different kind was propounded in the activities of the 

samitis or national volunteer’s movement of the age. The samiti movement in the small towns 

and the rural areas remained an important innovation of the Swadeshi age. 

Thus this phase saw apolitical men being swept into politics and students participating 

in large numbers. Calcutta leaders and their followers united in a coalition that amounted to 

what Rajat Ray calls a ‘revolution’ in the Bengal political society. The Swadeshi movement 

thus represented the first systematic campaign in colonial India to recruit the masses into the 

elite structure and organisation of institutional nationalism. In many ways, Sarkar argues, 

constructive Swadeshi anticipated Gandhi’s programme of national schools and village 

improvement. 
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Fig.8, Fig.9, Fig.10 – Swadeshi 
products 
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POLITICAL EXTREMISM 

From 1906 onwards, Sumit Sarkar traces the development of a current between non-

political undertones and political extremism demanding an immediate and direct onslaught on 

British rule. Led by Aurobindo Ghose and Bipin Chandra Pal, these extremists argued that 

mere self-development would not overthrow the bureaucracy and without political freedom, 

social and moral regeneration was not possible. This trend clearly demarcated itself by its 

objectives and techniques from the previous currents. It advocated complete and unadulterated 

swaraj. The method proposed was the extension of the boycott into a full scale movement of 

non-cooperation or passive resistance. 

 

From mid-1908 there was a shift towards terroristic activities. Sumit Sarkar terms this 

phase terrorism and not revolutionary or militant nationalist as what Bengal witnessed was not 

armed uprisings of the plebeian masses of cities nor peasant based guerrilla actions, but 

assassinations of oppressive officers, spies and traitors, swadeshi decoities to raise funds and 

occasional more grandiose plans for armed coups based on infiltration into the Indian army and 

assistance from Germany or Japan. The historically important distinction according to Sarkar 

is not the use of violence but mass action as contrasted to elite action. 

 

 

   

Fig.11 – Aurobindo Ghose   Fig.12 – Bipin Chandra Pal 
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TERRORISM 

 

From 1908-09 when the state carried out the first round of repression, the open samitis 

disappeared and terrorist secret societies took over. It was Aurobinda’s passive-resistance that 

called for a comprehensive boycott of British rule, not merely British goods. It was the first 

step towards what he described as aggressive resistance that was to culminate in an armed 

revolt.  

In this context Aurobindo and other extremist leaders made use of the religious 

imagery that had already emerged in the course of the rise of militant nationalism. Besides the 

equation between the mother land and the great goddess who demanded sacrifice from her 

devotees, the Karmayoga ideal of the Bhagavad Gita remained an important source for 

inspiration for the practitioners of Swadeshi.  

Revolutionary militancy began to acquire a more organized character in Bengal with 

the rise of the physical culture movement, which was, as has been suggested, an expression 

of Bengali martial-ness. From around the 1860’s, a number of ‘akhras’ or physical-culture 

clubs sprang up.  

The real story of the rise of identifiable revolutionary parties begins from 1902 with the 

formation of four such groups. The first was a society established at Midnapur. Founded by 

Gyanendranath Basu, the Midnapur group had the famous 

bomb expert Hem Chandra Kanungo as one of its 

adherents. According to Sumit Sarkar, it had a more 

secularist outlook than the other groups which had the 

usual religious trappings. Its foundation in 1902 was 

followed by Sarala Devi's attempt to establish a 

gymnasium in Calcutta. Gymnastic displays formed an 

important part of the Virastami and Pratapaditya festival, 

a sort of celebration of martial valour, organized by Sarala 

Devi.  

 

The other two outfits were Attmonnati (self-

improvement) Samiti and Anushilan (cultivation of 

strength) Samiti. Very little is known about the Attmonnati Samiti, except that before it merged 

into Aurobinda’s revolutionary group, it functioned as an open organization. The Anushilan 

Samiti was perhaps the most important physical culture society which began to undergo its 

Fig. 13 – Hem Chandra 
Qanungo 
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transformation into a revolutionary secret society with the induction of Aurobinda Ghosh and 

his brother Barindra Kumar Ghosh, both of whom came from Baroda and lent a more 

revolutionary character to the Society. In October 1906, Pulin Bihari Das, who had received 

his physical training in Calcutta, formed the Dacca Anushilan Samiti. In December a 

Conference of the revolutionaries was held in which the decision was taken to start a 

revolutionary weekly newspaper called Yugantar. A distinct group from the Calcutta 

Anushilan Samiti started functioning around Yugantar and eventually came to be known as the 

Yugantar group in the police records or as the Maniktala Group because of their hideout at 

Maniktala - a Calcutta suburb. The Yugantar group included among others Barindra Kumar 

Ghosh, Hem Chandra Kanungo, an expert in bomb making and Prafulla Chaki. They organized 

dacoities to raise funds, started manufacturing bombs and planned assassination of oppressive 

officials.  

The first real act of revolutionary violence in this phase took place at Muzaffarpur 

railway station on 30th April, 1908 when Khudiram Bose and Prafulla Chaki made an 

attempt on the life of Kingsford, the Presidency Magistrate of Calcutta. This led to the death 

two English ladies, Mrs and Miss Kennedy. This abortive attempt on Kingsford's life was 

immediately followed by not only the arrest of Khudiram, as Chaki committed suicide, but also 

of the entire Maniktala group. Chittaranjan Das offered a brilliant defence for Aurobindo at the 

Maniktala Conspiracy Case trial.  

 

   

Fig.14 – Khudiram Bose   Fig.15 – Prafulla Chaki 

 

After the collapse of the Maniktala group, terrorism in a more organized form was 

developed in eastern Bengal under the leadership of the Dhaka Anushilan Samiti. They carried 

out robberies in the houses of merchants who had refused to endorse boycott. They 
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concentrated on training revolutionaries through the use of Hindu religious idiom and barely 

had any programme of mass contact.  
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CONCLUSION 

 

The movement remained limited and restricted and was brought to a sudden halt. As 

Amalesh Tripathi has said, the movement began with a bang but ended with a whimper. The 

movement may have succumbed to government repression from 1908 like harassment of 

picketers, ban on meetings, censorship of press and savage prosecutions and sentences. Sumit 

Sarkar points at internal weaknesses. The inter-party bickering among the political leaders led 

to lack of unity. The movement suffered from want of leadership as well. The extremists failed 

to build up a single coherent alternative leadership. 

Nevertheless, it cannot be labelled as a failure. Among the other significance of the 

movement, one was its cultural impact – as witnessed in literature, songs and painting. The 

movement also gave a major thrust to the growth of nationalism in India. 

 

 

Fig.16 – Painting of ‘Bharat Mata’ 

By Abanindranath Tagore  
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INTRODUCTION

The spread of modern education, the emergence
of various associations at national,
provincial and district levels, the role of the press,
improved transport and communication systems
etc., accelerated the political consciousness
among the people of India and helped in
strengthening the National Movement that was
taking place since the formation of the Indian
National Congress in 1885. The changes
introduced by the British in the administrative,
judicial, economic and intellectual life of the
country also prepared the ground for the rise of a
new class of restless and dynamic leaders. The
latter gave the needed leadership to the
movement. The constitutional agitation through
petitions which they began since 1885, of course,
gradually yielded place to a new aggressive
demand for political privileges from early twentieth
century, more particularly from 1905. With the
discontent and disillusionment among the people
coupled with the partition of Bengal moved them
for an unprecedented struggle for freedom from
foreign yoke in the twentieth century.



SWADESHI MOVEMENT AND PARTITION OF
BENGAL

On 19th July 1905 the British Government of India
announced that the Bengal Presidency would be
divided into two with effect from 16 October 1905.
The outward argument in favour of this was
administrative consideration, lightening the
administrative burden upon Bengal. But, the real
motive was to curb the growth of national feeling in
the politically advanced Bengal by driving a wedge
between the Bengali speaking Hindus and the
Muslims and destroying the solidarity of 78 million
Bengalis by dividing them into two blocks. It was a
master plan of Viceroy Curzon to destroy the
nascent nationalism of which Bengal had become
the nerve centre. The partitioning of the
homogeneous Bengali speaking area led to
outburst of public indignation all over Bengal. It
was opposed by the various sections of the
society. The officials, the educated Muslims and
the Muslim peasantry of Bengal condemned the
partition of Bengal from the outset. Even the Indian
National Congress opposed this division and
passed resolutions against it at its meetings.



PATTERN AND FEATURE OF SWADESHI
MOVEMENT

The partition was a turning point in the history of
Bengal. The birth of intense national feeling here
caused reverberations throughout India. A strong
wave of protest movements was launched in
Bengal to pressurize the Government to annul the
partition. The pledge to boycott foreign goods was
taken. The formal proclamation of the Swadeshi
Movement was made on 7th August 1905 in a
meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall. The
boycott resolution was passed to show protest
against the partition and to bring economic
pressure on the British public. The 16th October
1905 was observed as the day of mourning
throughout Bengal. All business establishments.
were closed on that day. Young men paraded the
streets, singing the Vandemataram song which
became the theme song of the movement. In fact,
Rabindranath Tagore’s Swadeshi songs gave
expression to the peoples anguish and anger. On
the same day two huge mass meetings---attended
by more than 50,000 people----were addressed by
Ananda Mohan Bose and Surendranath Benerjee.
All these, naturally, caused the partition agitation to



grow into the Swadeshi Movement which was
carried on in different parts of the nation. It grew in
strength under the leadership of different leaders.
Balagangadhar Tilak took the movement to
different parts of India, particularly in Poona and
Bombay and his famous epigram “Swaraj is my
birth right and I will have it” had revolutionized the
movement. The leaders in Punjab included Lala
Lajpat Rai and Ajit Singh; while in Madras,
Chidambaram Pillai made tours for the cause.
Bipin Chandra Pal’s tour of Madras Presidency
and Aurobindo Ghosh’s efforts gave impetus to the
movement. The Calcutta session of the Congress
held from 26 to 29 December 1908 under the
Presidentship of Dadabhai Naoroji adopted the
Vandemataram song as the National song of India
and the Swaraj or self-government as its goal. It
was P. Anandacharlu who attended the session
from Chittoor district of Andhra Pradesh who
introduced the Swadeshi resolution at this session.
In southern India, Madras was the centre from
which ideas regarding Swadeshi spread to all the
regions in the south. Samitis or associations were
formed at many places to initiate and ignite
national consciousness and spread of the ideals of
Swadeshi. The Vandemataram movement



received new spirit and strength in Andhra and
Madras, particularly due to the tour of Bipin
Chandra Pal in 1907. Many positive developments
took place in Andhra mainly due to his visit. One
such thing was the emergence of national schools
and colleges at various places in Andhra. They too
recognized the need to encourage the indigenous
industry. In 1906, an Industrial Association was
started by the leading citizens in Madras to
propagate the ideal of Swadeshi and for the sale of
Swadeshi articles and a Swadeshi League was
also started. During this period, some students
were sent to Japan by these associations to
receive industrial training in order to develop
indigenous industries in this region. The Swadeshi
supporters preached day in and day out about the
importance of Swadeshi, encouraged
establishment of Swadeshi stores, organized
public meetings, supported and promoted
indigenous industry and boycott of foreign goods.
As the movement was gaining strength day by day
Lord Minto, the successor of Curzon adopted
severe measures against the rising tide of the
anti-British activities. In Lahore and Rawalpindi the
situation grew very tense during 1907-1908. Even
the Editors and Printers were imprisoned in large



number and the law known as the Colonization Bill
was passed. Naturally, extremist activities
increased in places like Punjab and Lahore. Lala
Ljpat Rai and Ajit Singh were considered mainly
responsible for this. Therefore, they were deported
by the Government. There were protests against
their arrest throughout the country. During 1907
and 1908 leaders like Bipin Chandra Pal, Lala
Lajpat Rai, Aswinikumar Dutt and Ajit Singh were
also deported and Tilak was given a six-year
imprisonment. Of course, most of them were
released soon.
Similarly, protests were organized against the
Seditious Meetings Act of 1907 which restricted
the right of holding public meetings so as to curtail
the movement. This was resented and protested
by people throughout the country.
There was also wide-spread hostility towards
Europeans during this period. Giving of
Vandemataram slogans, stone-throwing on the
government institutions and property, and using of
bad language when Europeans pass by were
some of the things adopted by the Indians to
express their anger and unhappiness about the
British regime. This was happening more
particularly in the south.



When the Swadeshi and Boycott movements
began to be effective and took different forms at
different places, decisions were taken not to import
foreign goods, and bonfires of foreign cloth were
organized on 22 September 1908. For example,
Subbannachari, a clerk in the Burma Oil Company
at Anantapur of Andhra burnt publicly his shirt, cap
and braces, demonstrating his intense indignation
against the British goods. Similarly, the national
spirited washermen refused to wash the mill-made
clothes. One such incident occurred near
Chiguruvada, near Tirupati (in present Andhra
Pradesh) when a washer man created history by
refusing to wash the mill-made clothes of a
Brahmin of the village and even threatening to
throw them into oven.
Around 1908, attempt was made by some, in
places like Andhra, in organizing terrorist activities
and in the production and use of bombs. There
were rumours that several individuals were
engaged in secret production of bombs. Though
some efforts were made by the Bengali
revolutionaries, terrorism did not take roots in
Andhra region of the Madras Presidency. Darsi
Chenchaiah is the only Andhra who joined the



Gadar party of Lala Hardayal but did not remain a
member throughout.
By 1910, the Vandemataram and Swadeshi
movement began to lose its momentum. The
extremists in the Congress like Balagangadhar
Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurbindo also began
losing their hold over the movement. And, with the
annulment of the partition of Bengal by the
Government in 1911, the movement gradually
disappeared for the time being until it took a new
form under the title of the Home Rule Movement
launched by Annie Besant.



IMPACT OF SWADESHI MOVEMENT

Thus, the Vandemataram and Swadeshi
movement with its multi-faceted progrmmes and
activities was able to draw, for the first time, large
sections of society into active participation in
modern nationalist politics and still larger sections
into the ambit of modern political ideas. As
Surendranath Banerjee pointed out, the year 1905
was one of the most memorable years in the
history of Bengal. It would be no exaggeration to
say that it was an epoch-making year, leaving a
profound and far-reaching influence on the public
life of Bengal and the future of the country. The
movement created greater national consciousness
among the people. The Swadeshism made a deep
dent in the society as it provided an opportunity for
reviving the weaving industry. By a systematic
boycott of the British fabrics and fostering a temper
for Swadeshi, the national movement created
tremendous demand for indigenous cloth. This
was evident from London Times which contained a
review of world trade of 1908. A great depression
prevailed in the world which caused the closure of
540 mills in Manchester alone and 4,00,000
operative were out of work. Whereas in India, in



the 1904, Bombay had to suffer a great deal; some
mills were working only for a short period.
However, since the birth of Swadeshi-boycott
movement, the mills in and around Bombay had
been working incessantly and in 1908 were unable
to meet the demand. It was this movement that
saved the Bombay mills in 1908 from disaster.
Despite the depression throughout the whole
manufacturing world, the Bombay mills were now
safe in their position. This was mainly attributed to
the Swadeshi–boycott movement in the country.
The movement made deep inroads into the
society. At many places the weavers tried to revive
their traditional industry by acquiring latest
technology in the field. In some places, people
along with merchants boycotted foreign cloth and
promoted Indian cloth. This occurred mainly due to
the impact of Swadeshi campaign carried by the
nationalists.



SWADESHI MOVEMENT IN BENGAL

Bengal and the Bengali made a major contribution
in the Indian National Movement. The intellectual
class of Bengal had both the skill and the intellect
to lead the movement. Because of this, Gopal
Krishna Gokhale said, “what Bengal thinks today,
India will think tomorrow.” Bengal’s progress in the
national movement and nationalism was inevitable
and in order to weaken it, Lord Curzon announced
the Bengal partition in 1905. To protest against the
Curzon declaration of partition, began the
Swadeshi movement. The movement against the
partition of Bengal had two aspects - Boycott and
Swadeshi. British goods, schools, office, courts
were boycotted. Swadeshi and native goods were
accepted. Boycott and acceptance were the two
main objectives.
From 1885-1905, the responsibility of nationalism
of whole of India and Bengal lay in the hands of
the moderates. The developments since the
announcement of partition in December 1903 to its
imposition on 16th October, 1906, took place
under the moderates. Therefore, the Bengal
partition finally exposed the failure of the
moderates.



From 1905, 16th October, entire Bengal, even the
middle class participated in it and protested
against the British. They united themselves and
started the Swadeshi movement. The movement
had two main objectives, first, by boycotting British
goods, they could create economic pressure on
the British. The second objective was to create
self-sufficiency of Swadeshi goods.
We have observed the instances of Boycott and
Swadeshi even before 1905 in China and Ireland.
In India in 1881 and 1896, boycotting of goods
were practiced. In 1849, Gopal Rao Deshmukh, in
Pune talked about Swadeshi. In 1867, Raj
Narayan Basu, Naba Gopal Mitra started the
Hindu Mela to propagate Swadeshi. But for the
very first time, in 1905 Bengal, both Swadeshi and
Boycott were being practiced simultaneously.
We have observed the instances of Boycott and
Swadeshi even before 1905 in China and Ireland.
In India in 1881 and 1896, boycotting of goods
were practiced. In 1849, Gopal Rao Deshmukh, in
Pune talked about Swadeshi. In 1867, Raj
Narayan Basu, Naba Gopal Mitra started the
Hindu Mela to propagate Swadeshi. But for the
very first time, in 1905 Bengal, both Swadeshi and
Boycott were being practiced simultaneously.



Swadeshi movement’s ideology was constructive
which taught self-sufficiency. To achieve the
ideology people took many initiatives. Under
Prafulla Chandra Roy’s supervision Bengal
Chemicals was introduced. Neel Sarkar, Satish
Chandra Mukherjee brought up a system of
National Education in India. Rabindranath Tagore
created ‘Swadeshi Samiti’, Ashwini Kumar Dutta
created ‘Swadesh Bandhab Samiti’
To spread swadeshi and boycott, many
newspapers came forward to help. Manmohan
Ghosh and Devendranath Tagore’s ‘Indian Mirror’,
Shishir Kumar Ghosh and Motilal Ghosh’s ‘Amrita
Bazar Patrika’, Surendranath Banerjee’s ‘The
Bengalee’ are a few to mention. Many extremists
came forward to help. Bipin Chandra Pal’s ‘New
India’ and Aurobindo Ghosh’s ‘Vande Mataram’
contributed to the movement. Brahmabandhab
Upadhyay started ‘Sandhya’ and Barindra Kumar
Ghosh started ‘Jugantar’ newspapers which
helped in spreading messages radically. Bipin
Chandra Pal in ‘New India’regarding Swadeshi
said, “Our ideal in full freedom which means
absence of the foreign control.” Aurobindo Ghosh
in ‘Vande Mataram’ wrote “The new movement is
not primarily a protest against the continuation of



British control.” Aurobindo Ghosh wrote in ‘Vande
Mataram’ while reporting Boycott said, “It(boycott)
was no more economic revolt we were instituting
but the practice of national independence…for the
attempt to be separate and self-sufficient
economically must bring it with attempts to be free
to any function of a nation’s life.”
During this time, the Samitis created in Bengal
helped in spreading swadeshi. Ashwini Kumar
Dutt’s Swadesh Bandhab Samiti, Faridpur’s Brati
samiti, Mymensingh’s Surhit Samiti and Sadhana
Samaj, Dhaka’s Anushilan Samiti etc. People of all
ages, women, middle class, Zamindar became
member of these samitis. Samiti had its brands as
well. Barishal’s Swadesh Bhandab Samiti had 159
branches. Under Rabindranath Tagore more than
1000 samitis were created.
The labours and the workers too supported
swadeshi. They carried out hartals and strikes. In
1906, East India Railways’ workers went on a
strike in Jamalpur Railways. Workers of Clive jute
mill, Gloster jute mill followed suit. In 1908 Calcutta
Telegraph’s workers went on a strike. Swadeshi
achieved a new dimension when the extremists
assimilated religion. In Bengal, 1906, Shivaji Utsav
started. Many people have criticized this



assimilation.Swadeshi movement was not limited
to Bengal, it started spreading outside. Bipin
Chandra Pal said, “With the start of the Swadeshi
movement at the turn of the century, the Indian
nationalism took a major leap forward. Women,
students and large section of the urban and rural
population of Bengal and other parts of India
became active in politics for the first time.” Lala
Lajpat Rai’s ‘Young India’ what was done in Bengal
found its echo in the rest of the country.” The
movement spread to Madhya Pradesh (15 cities),
Bombay Presidency (24 cities), Punjab (20 cities),
Madras (13 cities). Even in Maharashtra, the idea
of Swadeshi spread through Tilak’s Kesari.
The movement created economic pressure on the
British. British trade faced immense losses. We
saw different trading activities in Bengal. Bengal
Landholding Association, Bengal Technical
Institute, Banga Laxmi cotton Mills was created by
Mohini Mohan Chakrabarty. Bengal Hosiery
(1908-Abdul Sonan). Jamshedpur’s Tata, iron and
steel company, Bengal National Bank, Cooperative
Hindusthan, National Insurance company, East
Bengal River Steam service were swadeshi
enterprises to name a few.



In 1909, the Morley Minto reforms were finally
passed through Indian Councils Act. In 1911,
British shifted their capital from Bengal to Delhi
and Bengal’s partition plan was abolished. But the
importance of Bengal as a capital reduced. Now
the contradictions in Congress were clearly visible.
Though Bengal partition plan was dismissed in
1911 yet it lost its unity, she could never achieve it
back. Though the movement was not fully
successful, in future it created a path for Gandhi’s
movement.



CONCLUSION

The social base of the Vandemataram movement
was, however, confined to the urban educated
middle class, more particularly to the professional
classes such as lawyers, teachers etc., and the
youth. It also attracted the artisan groups,
especially the weaving community in the urban
and rural areas and merchants and business
classes in the urban centers. Apart from this, some
landlords associated themselves with the national
movement. The absence of women was
conspicuous during this early stage of national
movement. The movement was unable to make
much headway in mobilizing the peasantry,
especially its lower rungs since the goal of the
movement did not emphasize the peasant
demands and therefore the peasants did not
actively join the struggle. Further, the awareness of
the movement among the peasants was also
limited. As regards the Muslim masses, only
sporadic incidents of their participation could be
noticed. The basic methods of propaganda
adopted during this movement were conducting
public meetings, writing slogans on walls, railway
carriages and other public places, celebrating the



birth anniversaries of great patriots of the time,
establishing reading rooms, slogan shouting and
singing of nationalist songs in meeting and public
places and bonfires of foreign cloth, minting of
Swadeshi coins etc.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

1. Sarkar, Sumit. 1973. The Swadeshi Movement
in
Bengal, 1903-1908. New Delhi: People’s
Publishing House.
2. Banerjee- Dube, Ishita. 2014. A History of
Modern
India. Delhi: Cambridge University Press.
3. Bandyopadhyay, Sekhar. 2015. From Plassey to
Partition and After: A History of Modern India.
Hyderabad: Orient Blackswan Private Ltd.



Page | 0  
 

ASSIGNMENT 

 

     
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Netaji and Congress: 
Conflicts and Compromises 

 

 

 

Semester: VI, B.A. (History Hons.)  

Registration No. 223-1211-0074-18 

C.U. Roll No:182223-11-0057 
Paper: DSE A3 

 



Page | 1  
 

Content 

SL. No. Content Page No. 

1 Introduction 2 

2 Early Life of Netaji 2 

3 Indian National Congress 3 

4 Netaji’s Association with Congress 3 

5 Ideological Conflict with Congress 4 

6 Social and Economic outlook of Netaji 5 

7 World War II & Netaji’s Involvement 5 

8 Conclusion 6 

9 Bibliography 7 



Page | 2  
 

Netaji and Congress: 
Conflicts and Compromises 

 
Introduction 

Subhas Chandra Bose, popularly known as Netaji (in Hindi: “Respected 

Leader”) (born on January 23, 1897, Cuttack, Orissa and died on 

August 18, 1945, Taipei, Taiwan?), was one of the most charismatic leaders 

of the independence movement  against British rule of India. He was twice 

the President of Indian National Congress. Bose, who started his political 

career as a protégé of Deshbhandu Chittaranjan Das to whom he was 

referred by Mahatma Gandhi in 1920. He also led an Indian national force 

from abroad against the Western powers during World War II. He was a 

contemporary of Mohandas K. Gandhi, at times an ally and at other times 

an adversary. Bose was known in particular for his militant approach to 

independence and for his push for socialist policies.  

 

Early Life of Netaji (1897–1921) 

Subhas Chandra Bose was born to Prabhavati Bose and Janakinath 

Bose on 23 January 1897 in Cuttack, present day Odisha in India, but was 

then the Orissa Division of Bengal Province in British India. As the ninth 

child among 14 siblings, Netaji was the sixth son and fondly called Ranga in 

his family. Father Jankinath, a successful lawyer and Government 

pleader, was loyal to the government of British India. Subhas entered the 

Protestant European School in Cuttack in January 1902. English was the 

medium of all instruction in the school. At home, his mother worshipped 

the Hindu goddesses Durga and Kali, told stories from the epics 

Mahabharata and Ramayana, and sang Bengali religious songs. In 1909 the 

12-year-old Subhas joined Ravenshaw Collegiate School in Cuttak. In 1912, 

he secured the second position in the matriculation examination conducted 

under the auspices of the University of Calcutta. In 1913 he got admitted 

to Presidency College of Calcutta, the historic and traditional college for 

Bengal's upper-caste Hindu men. He was, however, expelled later for 

assaulting a professor named EF Oaten, who had made some anti-India 
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comments. Netaji went on to complete his BA degree in Philosophy from 

Scottish Church College under the University of Calcutta in 1918. The 

following year, he got admission at the Fitzwilliam College in Cambridge to 

appear in the Indian Civil Services Examination. Although he cracked the 

examination with a fourth ranking and secured a lucrative job, as was his 

father's wish, Netaji could not bring himself up to serve the British 

government. So instead, he returned to India and joined the Indian National 

Congress to take part in the Independence struggle. 

Indian National Congress  
 

The Indian National Congress (simply called as Congress) is a political party 

in India with widespread roots. Founded in 1885, it was the first 

modern nationalist movement to emerge in the British Empire in Asia and 

Africa. The Indian National Congress conducted its first session 

in Bombay from 28 to 31 December 1885 at the initiative of retired Civil 

Service officer Allan Octavian Hume. In 1883, Hume had outlined his idea 

for a body representing Indian interests in an open letter to graduates of 

the University of Calcutta. Its aim was to obtain a greater share in 

government for educated Indians, and to create a platform for civic and 

political dialogue between them and the British Raj.  

 

Netaji’s Association with Congress (1921–1932) 

Subhas Bose, aged 24, arrived at Bombay on the morning of 16 July 

1921from Britain and immediately set about arranging an interview with 

Mahatma Gandhi. Gandhi, aged 51, was the leader of the Non-cooperation 

movement.  Bose joined the noncooperation movement started by Mohandas 

K. Gandhi, who had made the Indian National Congress a powerful 

nonviolent organization. Bose was advised by Gandhi to work under Chitta 

Ranjan Das, a politician in Bengal. There Bose became a youth educator, 

journalist, and commandant of the Bengal Congress volunteers. His 

activities led to his imprisonment in December 1921. In 1924 he was 

appointed chief executive officer of the Calcutta Municipal Corporation, with 

Das as mayor. Bose was soon after deported to Burma (Myanmar) because 

he was suspected of connections with secret revolutionary movements. 

Released in 1927, he returned to find Bengal Congress affairs in disarray 

after the death of Das, and Bose was elected president of the Bengal 
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Congress. Shortly thereafter he and Jawaharlal Nehru became the two 

general secretaries of the Indian National Congress. Together they 

represented the more militant, left-wing faction of the party against the more 

compromising, right-wing Gandhian faction. 

Ideological Conflict with Congress 

In 1938, Subhas Bose was elected president of the Indian National Congress 

and formed a national planning committee, which formulated a policy of 

broad industrialization. However, this did not harmonize with Gandhian 

economic thought, which clung to the notion of cottage industries and 

benefiting from the use of the country’s own resources. Bose’s 

vindication came in 1939, when he defeated a Gandhian rival for re-election. 

Nonetheless, the “rebel president” felt bound to resign because of the lack of 

Gandhi’s support. He founded the Forward Bloc, hoping to rally radical 

elements, but was again incarcerated in July 1940. His refusal to remain in 

prison at this critical period of India’s history was expressed in a 

determination to fast to death, which frightened the British government into 

releasing him. On January 26, 1941, though closely watched, he escaped 

from his Calcutta residence in disguise and, travelling via Kabul and 

Moscow, eventually reached Germany in April. 

Meanwhile, Bose became increasingly critical of Gandhi’s more conservative 

economics as well as his less confrontational approach toward 

independence. In 1938 he was elected president of the Indian National 

Congress and formed a national planning committee, which formulated a 

policy of broad industrialization. However, this did not harmonize with 

Gandhian economic thought, which clung to the notion of cottage industries 

and benefiting from the use of the country’s own resources. 

Bose’s vindication came in 1939, when he defeated a Gandhian rival for re-

election. Nonetheless, the “rebel president” felt bound to resign because of 

the lack of Gandhi’s support. He founded the Forward Bloc, hoping to rally 

radical elements, but was again incarcerated in July 1940. His refusal to 

remain in prison at this critical period of India’s history was expressed in a 

determination to fast to death, which frightened the British government into 

releasing him. On January 26, 1941, though closely watched, he escaped 

from his Calcutta residence in disguise and, travelling via Kabul and  

Moscow, eventually reached Germany in April. 

https://www.britannica.com/biography/Jawaharlal-Nehru
https://www.britannica.com/topic/nation-state
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Forward-Bloc
https://www.britannica.com/place/Moscow
https://www.britannica.com/place/Germany
https://www.britannica.com/topic/nation-state
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/vindication
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Forward-Bloc
https://www.britannica.com/place/Moscow
https://www.britannica.com/place/Germany


Page | 5  
 

Gandhiji and Netaji were two different personalities with one goal liberation 

of India but their approach towards India's freedom as well as goals for free 

India were different. Gandhiji was of belief that dialogue with British will 

give us some inputs, while Netaji believed in no compromise with British at 

any cost. Gandhiji believed in Satyagraha and other non violent means while 

Netaji believed in War Against British empire as he writes in his kabul thesis 

and I quote "congress left placed proposed in November 1938 in front of 

congress that we would give 6 months ultimatum to British empire to 

declare date of freedom if they don't do so we would create national arm 

struggle in those 6 months and will destroy British empire". Gandhiji 

beleived believed that British should not be targeted during worldwar II, but 

Netaji saw World War II as an opportunity to destroy British domination in 

India. Both took different path but their contribution to include women's in 

freedom struggle was enormous. Netaji created Rani Jhansi Regiment the 

first highly combat women regiment in the world he made Daughters and 

mothers fight for motherland. 

Social and Economic outlook of Netaji  

Netaji believed building new india in socialist way with industrial 

development. While Gandhiji believed in Village economy and thus Netaji 

writes in his Kabul Thesis that "major reason Gandhiji opposed me for 

candidature in Tripuri Congress Election was my industrialisation attitude. 

Gandhiji wanted Local schooling system all away from western while Netaji 

propagated for military education, technical education and administrative 

education. According to Gandhiji war and army are dangerous but Netaji 

wanted strong powerful army for free India that would defend our National 

Security. In short both of these leaders had different ideologue but one 

common goal to make India free from British rule.  

 

World War II & Netaji’s Involvement 

It was also in 1941 that Bose fled to Germany, where he started 

broadcasting appeals to India urging the masses to “rise up” against British 

“tyranny” and to “throw off” their chains. There were, however, few Indians 

in Germany, and Hitler’s advisers urged Bose to go back to Asia by 

submarine; he was eventually transported to Japan and then to Singapore, 

where Japan had captured at least 40,000 Indian troops during its takeover 

of that strategic island in February 1942. The captured soldiers 
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became Netaji’s Indian National Army (INA) in 1943 and, a year later, 

marched behind him to Rangoon. Bose hoped to “liberate” first Manipur and 

then Bengal from British rule, but the British forces at India’s eastern 

gateways held until the summer monsoon gave them respite enough to be 

properly reinforced and drove Bose and his army back down the Malay 

Peninsula. In August 1945 Bose escaped by air from Saigon (now Ho Chi 

Minh City, Vietnam), but he believed to have died of severe burns after his 

overloaded plane crashed onto the island of Formosa (Taiwan). There are 

lots of mysteries around the death of Netaji. An investigative report by 

Japanese government titled "Investigation on the cause of death and other 

matters of the late Subhas Chandra Bose" was declassified on 1 September 

2016. It concluded that Bose died in a plane crash in Taiwan on 18 August 

1945. 

 

Conclusion 

World War II had taken an immense toll on the British Empire. Britain had 

lost a lot of capital and they were looking to their colonies to help them get 

the status of world power back. However, Mahatma Gandhi at this time 

organized Indians against the British. Also, World War II broke out to 

contain Hitler's intention of having German colonies beyond its borders, the 

same colonial occupation that Britain had already been practicing for 

centuries. Thus, after the war, people all over the world started supporting 

voices against British occupation over its colonies. When the Labour Party 

came to power in 1945 in Britain it inclined towards internationalism and 

racial equality, among other liberal principles. Soon after coming into power, 

Prime Minister Clement Attlee (Labour Party) began the process of granting 

India its independence in 1947. 

 

India got independence from the Britishers in the year 1947 and Bose 

mysteriously disappeared just two years before the independence. But 

imagine what Indian politics would have been like if that had not happened. 

And if Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose would have been the first Prime 

Minister of India in place of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, how would our 

country be today? It is only a guess work and nobody really knows the 

answer. Despite the ideological differences, Netaji was very dear to Gandhiji. 

Gandhiji called Netaji as his rebel son. After Netaji's mysterious death 
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Gandhi became very sad and said India has lost one of the glorious leaders 

of all times. 

Bibliography 

Aldrich, Richard J. (2000), Intelligence and the War Against Japan: Britain, 

America and the Politics of Secret Service, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge 

University Press, ISBN 978-0-521-64186-9 

Bayly, Christopher; Harper, Timothy (2005), Forgotten Armies: The Fall of 

British Asia, 1941–1945, Harvard University Press, ISBN 978-0-674-01748-

1 

Bose, Madhuri (10 February 2014), "Emilie Schenkl, Mrs Subhas Chandra 

Bose", Outlook, retrieved 28 December 2018 

Brown, Judith Margaret (1994), Modern India: the origins of an Asian 

democracy, Oxford University Press, ISBN 978-0-19-873112-2 

Chauhan, Abnish Singh (2006), Speeches of Swami Vivekananda and 

Subhash Chandra Bose: A Comparative Study, Prakash Book 

Depot, ISBN 978-81-7977-149-5 

Copland, Ian (2001), India, 1885–1947: the unmaking of an empire, 

Longman, ISBN 978-0-582-38173-5 

Gordon, Leonard A. (2006), "Legend and Legacy: Subhas Chandra 

Bose", India International Centre Quarterly, 33 (1): 103–

12, JSTOR 23005940 

Pelinka, Anton (2003), Democracy Indian Style: Subhas Chandra Bose and 

the Creation of India's Political Culture, Transaction Publishers, ISBN 978-

1-4128-2154-4 

Rajani, Muskan (22 August 2017), "Ever Wondered Why Subhash Chandra 

Bose's Marriage Was A Secret Ceremony?", Dailyhunt, retrieved 28 

December 2018 

https://books.google.com/books?id=D86lnjjU7PIC
https://books.google.com/books?id=D86lnjjU7PIC
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-521-64186-9
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Alan_Bayly
https://books.google.com/books?id=qXH9xGCWjYUC
https://books.google.com/books?id=qXH9xGCWjYUC
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-674-01748-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-674-01748-1
https://www.outlookindia.com/magazine/story/emilie-schenkl-mrs-subhas-chandra-bose/289363
https://www.outlookindia.com/magazine/story/emilie-schenkl-mrs-subhas-chandra-bose/289363
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Judith_M._Brown
https://books.google.com/books?id=Eq7tAAAAMAAJ
https://books.google.com/books?id=Eq7tAAAAMAAJ
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-19-873112-2
https://books.google.com/books?id=IdjPPgAACAAJ
https://books.google.com/books?id=IdjPPgAACAAJ
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-81-7977-149-5
https://books.google.com/books?id=Dw1uAAAAMAAJ
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-582-38173-5
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leonard_A._Gordon
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/JSTOR_(identifier)
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23005940
https://books.google.com/books?id=prfVHxySTf4C
https://books.google.com/books?id=prfVHxySTf4C
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-1-4128-2154-4
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-1-4128-2154-4
https://m.dailyhunt.in/news/india/english/wittyfeed+india-epaper-witty/ever+wondered+why+subhash+chandra+bose+s+marriage+was+a+secret+ceremony-newsid-72142828
https://m.dailyhunt.in/news/india/english/wittyfeed+india-epaper-witty/ever+wondered+why+subhash+chandra+bose+s+marriage+was+a+secret+ceremony-newsid-72142828


Page | 8  
 

Santhanam, Kausalya (1 March 2001), "Wearing the mantle with grace", The 

Hindu, archived from the original on 3 December 2013, retrieved 31 

December 2013 

Sengupta, Hindol (2018), The Man Who Saved India, Penguin Random House 

India Private Limited, ISBN 978-93-5305-200-3 

Talbot, Ian (2016), A History of Modern South Asia: Politics, States, 

Diasporas, Yale University Press, ISBN 978-0-300-19694-8 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20131203061356/http:/www.hindu.com/2001/03/01/stories/1301078a.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Hindu
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Hindu
http://www.hindu.com/2001/03/01/stories/1301078a.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-93-5305-200-3
https://books.google.com/books?id=eNg_CwAAQBAJ
https://books.google.com/books?id=eNg_CwAAQBAJ
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISBN_(identifier)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-300-19694-8


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

College Name- Scottish Church College 
 

Name- Nabanita Paul 
 

Semester- 6th sem 
 

Paper- DSE-A3 
 

CU Registration No-  223-1211-0082-18 
 

CU Roll No- 182223-11-0058 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

স্বদেশি আদদোলন 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

সূচীপত্র 

• ভূশিকো 

• স্বদেশি আদদোলন 

• গ্ৰন্থপশি 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

(১) 

ভূশিকো 
১৯০৫ সালে বঙ্গভঙ্গ এবং বঙ্গভঙ্গ-ববলরাধী স্বলেশী আলদােন ভারলের জােীয়োবােী আলদােলনর ইবেহালস 
এক উলেখল াগ্য বেক বিহ্ন। এই আলদােন বাংোর ববভাজলনর প্রবেবালে শুরু হলেও এটি শুধু বাংোলেই 
সীমাবদ্ধ বিে না। স্বলেশী আলদােন ভারলের জােীয়োবােী আলদােনলক এক নেুন স্তলর উন্নীে কলরবিে। 
বাংো সহ ভারলের বববভন্ন অঞ্চলের বযাপক মানুষ এই আলদােনলক ককন্দ্র কলর সবিয় রাজনীবের সলঙ্গ  ুক্ত 
হন। ভারেীয় জােীয় আলদােলনর প্রায়  াবেীয় গুরুত্বপূনন রাজননবেক ধারার আববভন াব ঘলেবিে এই স্বলেশী 
আলদােলনর সময়। রক্ষণশীে নরমপন্থা কেলক রাজননবেক িরমপন্থা, বনবিয় প্রবেলরাধ ও বয়কে কেলক ববপ্লবী 
সন্ত্রাসবাে , শ্রমজীবী মানুলষর প্রবেবাে- সমস্ত রাজননবেক ধারার উৎস বিে এই স্বলেশী আলদােন। এই 
আলদােন ককবে রাজনীবের মলধয বনলজলক সীবমে রালখবন । ভারেীয় বশল্পকোর সঙ্গীে ,সাবহেয ,ববজ্ঞান 
প্রভৃবে কক্ষলে উলেখল াগ্য প্রভাব কেলেবিে স্বলেশী আলদােন।অমলেশ বেপাঠী বেলখলিন – “বাঙ্গােীলের 
স্পশনকােরোয়  োলের গ্লবন ক  আঘাে পল়েবিে োলে প্রবেলরালধ ঐকযবদ্ধ হলে সকে স্তলরর বাঙােী”। 
কাজন লনর বঙ্গভলঙ্গর বসদ্ধান্তলক ককন্দ্র কলর গ্ল়ে উলেবিে স্বলেশী আলদােন  

 

১৮৯৮ সালে ের্ন  কাজন ন  খন এলেলশ ভাইসরয় হলয় আলসন েখন বাংোর রাজননবেক কিেনার প্রসার 
ঘলেবিে। কাজন লনর েমননীবে এই কিেনালক আলরা প্রসাবরে কলরবিে। এই অবস্থালক বনয়ন্ত্রণ করলে বিটিশ 
সরকার বাংো প্রলেশলক ববভাজন কলর েুবনে করলে িাই। ভারে সরকালরর রাষ্ট্রসবিব বরসলে বলেন 
ক ,”Bengal United is a power. Bengal divided will pull several different ways. That is what the Congress 

leaders feel ; their apprehensions are perfectly correct and they form one of the great merits of the 

scheme. One of our main object is to split up and thereby to weaken a solide body of opponents to 

rule.”  বেও শাসনোবন্ত্রক সুববধার জনয বাংো প্রলেশলক ভাগ্ করার কো বো হয়। বকন্তু এর প্রকৃে উলেশয 
বিে জােীয়োবােী কিেনালক আঘাে করা এবং পূবনবঙ্গ কক আোো প্রলেশ কলর সাম্প্রোবয়ক ববলভে সৃবি 
করা। বঙ্গভঙ্গ কক কা নকর করলে ১৯০৪ সালে একটি কবমশন গ্ঠিে হয়? জােীয় কংলেলসর সভাপবে 
কহনবর কেন মন্তবয কলরন,” It was a part and parcel of Lord Curzon’s policy to enfeeble that growing 

power and destroy the political tendencies of the patriotic spirit.” 
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(৩) 

স্বদেশি আদদোলন- 

১৯০৫ বিস্টালে ১৬ই অলটাবর বঙ্গভলঙ্গর োবরখ কঘাবষে হয়। কসই বেন জােীয় কশাক বেবস বহলসলব পাবেে 
হয়। কেকাোয় হরোে র্াকা হয়। সারাবাংোয় ধমনঘে পাবেে হয়। রবীন্দ্রনাে গ্ান কগ্লয় রাবখ বন্ধলনর 
মাধযলম বহদু-মুসেমান ভােৃত্ব গ্ল়ে কোোর কিিা কলরন। আনদলমাহন বসু এক ববশাে জনসভায় সভাপবেত্ব 
কলরন এবং বহদু-মুসবেম ঐলকযর স্মারক বহলসলব কের্ালরশন হলের বভবিপ্রস্তর স্থাপন কলরন। স্বলেশী 
আলদােলনর েলে বাংোর সাংসৃ্কবেক জগ্লের নানা সৃবি কেখা কেয়। রবীন্দ্রনাে অেুেপ্রসাে রজনীকান্ত 
মুকুদোলসর কেশাত্মলবাধক সংগ্ীে বাংোর অমূেয সম্পে।  

 

বঙ্গভঙ্গ বিে বাঙাবে জােীয়োবালের কালি ববরাে আঘাে। োরা প্রবেভালব এর ববরুলদ্ধ প্রবেবাে কলর। 
স্বলেশী আলদােলন ববরাে সংখযক জনগ্ণ অংশ কনয়। ঐবেহাবসকরা মলন কলরন নরমপন্থী ঐবেলহযর প্রভাবমুক্ত 
হলয় বেনটি পৃেক ধারার সূিনা ঘলে বিে এ স্বলেশী আলদােন কক ককন্দ্র কলর। এই ধারাগুবে বিে- 
(১)গ্েনমূেক স্বলেশী, (২)রাজননবেক িরমপন্থী বা বনবিয় প্রবেলরাধ ককৌশে এবং (৩)ববপ্লবী সন্ত্রাসবাে। 

 প্রেম ধারাটি অেনাৎ ‘গ্েনমূেক স্বলেশী’ বনষ্ফে ও আত্মঅবমাননাকর ‘বভক্ষাবৃবি’র রাজনীবে বজন ন কলর 
স্বলেশী বশল্প, জােীয় বশক্ষা আর োলমান্নয়ন ও সংগ্েলনর মাধযলম আত্মসহায়ো অজন লনর ওপর গুরুত্ব আলরাপ 
কলরবিে। এটিলক রবীন্দ্রনাে বলেবিলেন ‘আত্মশবক্ত’। গ্েনমেূক স্বলেশী কক ককন্দ্র কলর এ সময় বঙ্গেক্ষী কেন 
বমলের মে স্বলেশী কাপল়ের কে, উন্নে মালনর োাঁে , িীনামাটি, িাম়ো, কেশোই, সাবান তেবরর কারখানা 
,এমনবক জাহাজ বনমনালণর উলেযাগ্ প নন্ত গ্ল়ে উলেবিে। সুবমে সরকালরর ভাষায়- কুটির বশলল্পর কক্ষলে ো 
বলেই বৃহৎ বশলল্পালেযালগ্র কক্ষলেও নেুন কপ্ররণা বনলয় এলসবিে স্বলেশী আলদােন।প্রখযাে বাঙাবে তবজ্ঞাবনক 
প্রেুে িন্দ্র রায় বাংো বশলল্পালেযালগ্র নমুনা বহলসলব কবঙ্গে ককবমকযাে প্রবেষ্ঠানটি তেবর কলরবিলেন কেৌহ ও 
ইস্পাে বশলল্পর সবলিলয় গুরুত্বপূণন উলেযাগ্ বিে োো এন্ড িীে ককাম্পাবন। এিা়ো বকিু কেশীয় বযাংক ও  
ইনবসওলরন্স ককাম্পাবন গ্ল়ে ওলে। স্বলেশী কস্বচ্ছালসবীর েে বাব়ে বাব়ে ‘মালয়র কেওয়া কমাো কাপ়ে’ কেবর 
করে। আেশনবালের ঘােবে বিে না। ো সলত্বও ববোবে বাবণজযলক ো ববলশষ ক্ষবেেস্ত করলে পালর বন।  

গ্েনমূেক স্বলেশীর আর এক উলেখল াগ্য বেক বিে জােীয় বশক্ষা। কেশীয় বশক্ষার প্রসালরর জনয ১৯০৫সালের 
জেুাই মালস র্ন কসাসাইটি স্থাবপে হয়। িাে-িােীলের ববলেবশ বশক্ষাপ্রবেষ্ঠান বয়কে করলে বো হয়। এই 
পবরবস্থবেলে িােসমাজলক শাবস্ত বেলে বিটিশ সরকার কােনাইে সাকুন োর জাবর কলর  া ববলক্ষাভ আলরা বৃবদ্ধ 
কলর। ১৯০৫ সালের ৪োনলভম্বর অযাবি কােনাইে কসাসাইটি প্রবেবষ্ঠে হয়।জােীয় কনোরা সরকালরর বশক্ষার 
ববকল্প রূলপ জােীয় বশক্ষার কো ভাবলে োলক। র্ন কসাসাইটির সেীশ িন্দ্র মুখাজীর বনরেস কিিায় ১৯০৬ 
সালের ১৪ই আগ্স্ট কবঙ্গে নযাশনাে কলেজ স্থাবপে হয়। অরববদ কঘাষ এর প্রেম অধযক্ষ বিলেন ।কাবরগ্বর 
বশক্ষার ওপর কজার কেওয়া হয়। ১৯০৬ সালের ২৫লশ জেুাই Bengal Technical Institute স্থাবপে হয়। কেলশর 
অলনক স্থালনই জােীয় ববেযােয় স্থাবপে হয় েলব অলেনর অভালব কসগুলো বন্ধ হলয়  ায়।  

োমাঞ্চলের গ্েন মূেক কালজর ওপর ববলশষ গুরুত্ব আলরাপ করা হলয়বিে। এ কক্ষলে উলেখল াগ্য ভূবমকা 
বনলয়বিলেন রবীন্দ্রনাে োকুর। বেবন কজালরর সলঙ্গ োাঁর ‘স্বলেশী সমাজ’ ভাষলণ বলেবিলেন ক  ,  বে োলম 
সমবায় প্রোয় কৃবষ বযাংক ও ববিয় ভান্ডার গ্ল়ে ওলে, ক ৌে খামার তেবর হয়, োমীণ বশল্প কশখাবার 
ববেযােয় স্থাবপে হয়,সলবনাপবর  বে জবমোর মহাজন বা আোেলের কপয়াো ও পুবেশ প্রবেলরালধর তনবেক 
শবক্ত মানুলষর মলধয কজলগ্ ওলে েলবই ইংলরজ সরকারলক ববপালক কেোর সম্ভব। অবিনীকুমার েলির উলেযালগ্ 



ববরশাে কজোয় ‘স্বলেশ বান্ধব সবমবে’ গ্ল়ে উলেবিে। এই সবমবে ইংলরজ সরকালরর আোেলের দ্বারস্থ না 
হলয়, োমীণ বববাে বনষ্পবির ওপর গুরুত্ব বেলয়বিে  

 

 

 



(৪) 

বদ্বেীয় ধারাটি অেনাৎ রাজননবেক িরমপন্থা বয়কেলক প্রাধানয বেলয়বিে। সুলরন্দ্রনাে ও কগ্ালখলের মলো  
নরমপন্থী কনোরা বয়কেলক একটি সামবরক হাবেয়ার বহলসলব বযবহার করলে কিলয়বিলেন। রবীন্দ্রনাে 
বয়কেলক একটি কনবেবািক ককৌশে বহসালব কেলখবিলেন। োাঁর মলে “বয়কে েুবনলের প্রয়াস নলহ, ইহা েুবনলের 
কেহ।“  ববলেবশ পলণযর কিলয় সস্তায় অন্তে সমান োলম কেবশ কাপ়ে কজাগ্ালে না পারলে বয়কে হলব 
েবরলের ওপর অেযািার এবং কশষ প নন্ত ো সাম্প্রোবয়ক কেলহর জন্ম কেলব।িরমপন্থায় ববিাসী কনোরা 
ববলশষত্ব অরববদ ও বেেক বকন্তু  মলন কলরবিলেন বয়কেলক সামবরক ও সীমাবদ্ধ প্রলয়াজলন বযবহার করার 
সমূ্পণন অেনহীন । োাঁরা বয়কেলক মলন করলেন স্বরাজ োলভর জনয প্রলয়াজনীয় একটি অস্ত্র। োিা়ো োাঁরা 
বয়কে বেলে ককবে ববলেশী পণয অেনাৎ ববোবে কাপ়ে, বিবন, নুন, কালির িুব়ে বয়কে কবালেনবন । োাঁরা 
কিলয়বিলেন বিলেন শাসলনর সবনলক্ষলে -বশক্ষা, ববিার ববভাগ্, কপৌরসভা ,আইন পবরষে -োলক প্রলয়াগ্ 
করলে। অরববদ কঘাষ এর নাম বেলয়বিলেন ‘বনবিয় প্রবেলরাধ’।সুবমে সরকার বলেলিন-“The history of 

boycott and Swadeshi in Bengal vividly illustrate the limits and inteligentsia movements with broadly 

bourgeois aspirations but without as yet real bourgeois support.” 

 

স্বলেশী আলদােন েমন করার োবগ্লে রাষ্ট্রীয় সন্ত্রাস মারাত্মক হলয় উলেবিে ।রাষ্ট্রীয় েমননীবের পবরলপ্রবক্ষলে 
িরমপন্থী কনোরা মলন কলরবিলেন বিটিশ সাম্রাজযবালের ববরুলদ্ধ সশস্ত্র সংোলমর পে বনলে হলব। সশস্ত্র সংোম 
সংিান্ত বিন্তা ভাবনা কেলকই স্বলেশী আলদােলনর আলরকটি ধারার-  ববপ্লবী সন্ত্রাসবালের উত্থান ঘলেবিে। 
ববপ্লবী সন্ত্রাসবালের মূে তববশিয বিে ববপ্লবী কেশলপ্রবমকলের বযবক্তগ্ে আত্মেযাগ্, কেলশর জনয আত্মববেোন 
এবং ইংলরজ শাসক ও োর সহল াগ্ীলের ববরুলদ্ধ বববভন্ন বহংসাত্মক ও সন্ত্রাসবােী কা নকোপ। কেকাোয় 
প্রমেনাে বমে ও অরববদ কঘালষর প্রবেবনবধ বহসালব  েীন্দ্রনাে বলদযাপাধযায় ও বারীন কঘাষ অনুশীেন 
সবমবে গ্ল়ে েুলেবিলেন। বকন্তু প্রােবমক পলবন এই কগ্াষ্ঠীগুবের শরীরিিন া ও তনবেক প্রবশক্ষলণর মাধযলমই 
বনলজর কমনসূবি সীবমে করলখবিে। এই সময় বাব়ের কঘাষ ও ভূলপন েলির কনেৃলত্ব অনুশীেন সবমবের এক 
বভেরকার িি সবিয় হলয় ওলে। োাঁরা ১৯০৬ সালে সাপ্তাবহক ‘ ুগ্ান্তর’ প্রকাশ কলর। ববপ্লবীলের প্রেম 
প্রজলন্মর অেযন্ত উলেখল াগ্য বযবক্তত্ব কহমিন্দ্র কানুনলগ্া কেকাোর মাবনকেো একটি ধমীয় বশক্ষায়েন 
ওলবামার কারখানা তেবর কলরন। ১৯০৮ সালের ৩০লশ এবপ্রে কু্ষবেরাম বসু ও প্রেুে িাকী অেযািারী 
কিোঙ্গ ববিারপবে বকংসলোর্ন লক হেযার পবরকল্পনা কলরন ।বকন্তু এই পবরকল্পনা বযেন হয়। পূবনবলঙ্গ পুবেন 
ববহারী োস এর কনেৃত্বাধীন ঢাকা অনুশীেন সবমবে বিে অলপক্ষাকৃেভালব পবরিাবেে একটি ববপ্লবী সংগ্েন।  
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(৬) 

উপলরাক্ত ধারাগুবে িা়োও স্বলেশী আলদােলনর কক্ষলে আলরা বকিু তববশিয েক্ষণীয় হলয় উলেবিে। শ্রমজীবী 
মানুলষর স্বেঃসূ্ফেন  অংশেহণ এই আলদােলন নেুন মাো ক াগ্ কলরবিে ববলশষে বিটিশ মাবেকানাধীন 
বশলল্পালেযাগ্গুবের শ্রবমকরা আলদােলন সবিয় হলয় উলেবিে। এই বশল্প সংগ্েনগুবে শ্রবমলকরা প্রায়ই োলের 
মাবেক ও কিোঙ্গ কমনিারীলের দ্বারা জাবেগ্ে ববলদ্বষ ও নানাববধ ও অপমালনর বশকার হলে। োিা়ো 
এসময় বনেযবযবহা ন পলণযর অস্বাভাববক মূেযবৃবদ্ধ শ্রবমকলশ্রণীর জীবন ববপন্ন কলর েুলেবিে। শ্রবমকলশ্রণীলক 
সংগ্ঠিে করার কক্ষলে িারজন শ্রবমক কনো অবিনীকুমার বযানাবজন ,প্রভাে কুসুম রায়লিৌধুরী, অপূবন কুমার 
কঘাষ এবং কপ্রমলোষ কবাস উলেখল াগ্য ভূবমকা বনলয়বিলেন। অলটাবর মালস কেকাোয় ট্রাম শ্রবমলকরা ধমনঘে 
কলরন। প্রায় একই সময় গ্রুর গ্াব়ের গ্াল়োয়ানরা এবং িেকে ও করে শ্রবমলকরা ধমনঘলে সাবমে 
হলয়বিলেন। বববভন্ন বশলল্প কট্রর্ ইউবনয়ন সংগ্েন গ্ল়ে উেলে োলক। কেকাোর মুোকর কের ইউবনয়ন এই 
সময়ই তেবর হলয়বিে। ১৯০৬ সাে কেলক শ্রমজীবী মানুষলের মলধয বকৃ্তো বেলে শুরু কলর বববপন পাে, 
শযামসুদর িিবেী ,বেয়াকে কহালসন প্রমুখ স্বলেশী কনোরা ‘Administration of Bengal under Andrew Fraser 

1903 – 08’ শীষনক সরকাবর প্রবেলবেলন বো হলয়বিে বশল্প ববলক্ষাভ এই শোেীর অনযেম েক্ষণীয় তববশিয 
বহলসলব প্রবেবষ্ঠে হলয়বিে।  

 

সুবমে সরকার োাঁর The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal েলন্থ বলেলিন জােীয় আলদােন গুবের মলধয স্বলেশী 
আলদােলন সাংসৃ্কবেক সু্ফরণ বিে সবলিলয় উলেখল াগ্য। উলেখল াগ্য রবীন্দ্রনাে োকুর ,রজনীকান্ত কসন, 
িারণকবব মুকুদোস ,বদ্বলজন্দ্রোে রায়, তসয়ে আবু মহাম্মে প্রমুলখর কেখা গ্ান পরবেীকালে জােীয়োবােীলের 
ও কপ্ররণার উৎস হলয় োাঁব়েলয়বিে। স্বলেশী আলদােলনর প্রভালব কোকসংগ্ীে ববলশষে পেীগ্ীবে ,জাবর গ্ান 
ইেযাবে বহদু ও মুসেমান অধযুবষে োমগুবেলে অেযন্ত জনবপ্রয় হলয় উলেবিে। এই সমলয় প্রকাবশে হলয়বিে 
েবক্ষণারঞ্জন বমে মজমুোলরর কেখা ভারেীয় রূপকোর সংেহ ‘োকুরমার েুবে’। বশল্পকোর কক্ষলে অবনীন্দ্রনাে 
োকুর ভারেীয় বশলল্পর ওপর বভলটাবরয়া  ুলগ্র আবধপেয কভলঙ মুঘে, রাজপুে ও অজন্তার বিেকো সমৃদ্ধ 
কেশ ঐবেহয কেলক অনুলপ্ররণা োলভ প্রয়াসী হলয়বিলেন। ভারেীয় বশল্পকোর কক্ষলে একটি নেুন  ুলগ্র সূিনা 
কলরবিলেন নদোে বসু। তবজ্ঞাবনক গ্লবষণার কক্ষলে অসামানয কৃবেলত্বর স্বাক্ষর করলখবিলেন জগ্েীশিন্দ্র বসু 
ও প্রেুে িন্দ্র রায়। ইংলরবজ ও বাংো ভাষায় বববভন্ন পে-পবেকায় প্রকাশ্  ুলগ্র সাংসৃ্কবেক জীবনলক 
সমৃদ্ধশােী কলরবিে। এইভালব স্বলেশী আলদােন ককবে বাংোর রাজননবেক জীবলনই নয় সাংসৃ্কবেক জীবলনও 
সুেূরপ্রসারী প্রভাব কেলেবিে।  
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(৮) 

ভারলে ঔপবনলববশক কশাসনই স্বলেশী আলদােলনর আেশনগ্ে পেভূবমকা রিনা কলর। োোভাই কনৌলরাজী, 
রানালর্, কজাশী, রলমশিন্দ্র েি প্রমুখ জােীয়োবােী অেননীবেববেরা কেখান ক  ভারেীয় অেননীবেলক ধ্বংস 
কলর বিটিশ অেননীবেলক সমৃদ্ধ করার প্রলিিা িেলি। বিটিশরা ভারেলক কাাঁিামাে সরবরাহকারী কেলশ এবং 
বিটিশ পলণযর বাজালর পবরণে কলরলি। একো নরমপন্থী কনোরা বারবার বলেন। োলের রিনাই স্বলেশী 
আলদােলনর ভাবগ্ে আেশন গ্ল়ে কোলে। বকন্তু বঙ্গভলঙ্গর প্রস্তাবই স্বলেশী োৎক্ষবণক কারণ বিে। সুবমে 
সরকার োাঁর The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal, 1903-1908 বইলে স্বলেলশর বযাখযা কলর বলেলিন,this 

sentiment closely associated with many phases of Indian nationalism that indigenous goods should be 

preferred by consumers, if they were more expensive than and inferior in quality to their imported 

substitutes and that it was the patriotic duty of men with capital to pioneer such Industries even though 

profits might be minimal or non-existent.” 

রানালের কালি “স্বলেশী আলদােন বিে ভারলের বশল্প ববপ্লব”। সুলরন্দ্রনাে বলদযাপাধযায় মলন কলরন ক  
“কেশীয় বশল্পলক রক্ষা করার আলদােন”।বয়কে  সম্পলকন  সুলরন্দ্রনাে বলেন ক  “বঙ্গভলঙ্গর প্রস্তাব কক ককন্দ্র 
কলর বাঙােীলের কক্ষাভ প্রেশনলনর জনযই বয়কলের বসদ্ধান্ত।  খন বঙ্গভঙ্গ রে করা হলব েখন বয়কে েুলে 
কেওয়া হলব।“ কগ্ালখলের কালি “স্বলেশী বিে মূেে অেনননবেক বযবস্থা” বেেক ও োজপে রায় মলন করলেন 
“স্বলেশী বিে  একইসালে আত্মবনভন রো, েৃঢ় প্রবেজ্ঞা ও েযালগ্র প্রবশক্ষণ এবং রাজননবেক অস্ত্র।“  অরববদর 
কালি ‘স্বলেশী শুধু স্বাধীনো ও সম্পে োলভর অস্ত্র নয় ,এটি ববলির রক্ষক বহলসলব ভারে কক প্রবেষ্ঠা করার 
অস্ত্র।“  

 

 

 

 



(৯) 

বঙ্গভঙ্গ-ববলরাধী স্বলেশী আলদােন অবিলরই বাংো জনমানলস গ্ভীর প্রভাব কেলেবিে। স্বলেশী আলদােন োর 
বহুমুখী কমনসূবি ও কা নকোপ এর সাহাল য এই প্রেম সমালজর একটি ব়ে অংশলক আধুবনক জােীয়োবােী 
রাজনীবের আবঙনায় এবং আলরা ব়ে অংশলক রাজনীবের বিন্তাভাবনার কিৌহবেলে জানলে কপলরবিে। জােীয় 
আলদােলনর সামাবজক বভবি প্রসাবরে কলরবিে। জবমোর কশ্রণীর একাংশ শহরাঞ্চলের বনম্ন মধযববি কশ্রণী এবং 
সু্কে ও কলেলজর িােরা বযাপকভালব এই আলদােলন ক াগ্ বেলয়বিলেন। বাংোলেলশর নারীরা এই প্রেম ঘর 
কেলক কববরলয় এলস বমবিে ও বপলকটিং এ অংশ বনলয়বিলেন। এই সময় সবনপ্রেম শ্রবমক কশ্রণীর অেনননবেক 
কক্ষাভলক কালজ োবগ্লয় োলক রাজননবেক সংোলমর রূপান্তবরে করার কিিা িাোলনা হলয়বিে। আলদােলনর 
এই বযাপকো সলত্বও এই আলদােন সেে হয়বন। ১৯০৮ সাে নাগ্াে স্বলেশী আলদােলনর গ্বেপ্রকৃবে স্তব্ধ হলয় 
 ায়। স্বলেশী আলদােলনর বযেনোর জনয অলনলকই রাষ্ট্রীয় েমননীবে কক োয়ী কলরলিন। বকন্তু ককবেমাে 
সরকাবর েমন-পী়েন বেলয় এই আলদােলনর বযেনো বযাখযা করা  ালব না।  

 

স্বলেশী আলদােলনর অনযেম গুরুত্বপণূন েুবনেো বিে আলদােলনর কনেৃত্ব কৃষকলের স্বােন সংিান্ত ককালনা 
কমনসূবি েহণ করলে পালরবন। কৃষকলের কক্ষাভ ও  োবব-োওয়া বনলয় োলের সংগ্ঠিে করার ককালনা প্রয়াস 
কনওয়া হয়বন। কৃষলকরা অবধকাংশ কক্ষলেই বয়কে  বা বনবিয় প্রবেলরাধ এর মে সংোমী ককৌশলে ক াগ্ 
কেনবন। ক  কেলশর ববরাে সংখযক মানুষ কৃবষজীবী কস কেলশর ককান জােীয়োবােী আলদােলন কৃষকলের 
ক াগ্োন একটি গুরুত্বপূণন ববষয় ।আলদােলনর রঙ্গমলঞ্চ কৃষকলের অনুপবস্থবে আলদােনলক শবক্তহীন কলরবিে।  

স্বলেশী আলদােলনর অনযেম েুবনেো বিে এই আলদােন মুসেমান ধমনাবেম্বী মানুলষর সমেনন আোয় করলে 
পালরবন ।আলদােলনর সূিনায় কবশবকিু জােীয়োবােী মুসেমান কনো স্বলেশী আলদােলন অংশ বনলয়বিলেন। 
এলের মলধয আেুে হাবেম গ্জনাবভ, বেয়াকে কহালসন, আবেুে রসুে, কেোর বক্স,  মবনরুজ্জমান প্রমূখ 
বিলেন উলেখল াগ্য।ো সলেও বকিুবেলনর মলধয মুসেমান সম্প্রোলয়র মানুষ স্বলেশী আলদােলনর মূে করাে 
কেলক বববচ্ছন্ন হলয় পল়েবিলেন ।এর কপিলনর কেগুবে গুরুত্বপূণন কারণ বিে। স্বলেশী কনোরা জনসাধারণলক 
সঙ্ঘবদ্ধ করার ক সব পদ্ধবে অবেম্বন কলরবিলেন োর েে সবসময় ভালো হয়বন। বিরািবরে জনবপ্রয় 
রীবেনীবে উৎসব অনুষ্ঠান আলয়াবজে হলয়বিে। এই উৎসব অনুষ্ঠান গুবে িলমই বহদু উৎসব অনুষ্ঠালন 
পবরণে হলয়বিে। বাঙাবে জােীয়োবাে বহদু জােীয়োবালের সমেনক হলয় উলেবিে। বহু স্বলেশী কনোই 
োাঁলের বকৃ্তো প্রকালশয বহদু ধলমনর কশ্রষ্ঠলত্বর কো বেলেন। বলদমাোরাম, সন্ধযা ও  ুগ্ান্তলরর মে 
পবেকাগুবেলে বিটিশববলরাধী রাজনীবের সলঙ্গ উে বহদুত্ববাে বমলশ ক ে ।এই ধরলনর ঘেনা স্বাভাববকভালব 
মুসেমান জনোলক হোশ কলরবিে।  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



(১০) 

 

 

 



(১১) 

বহদুলত্বর প্রকাশ ও প্রিার বাংোর মানুষলক ববভক্ত কলরবিে। পবরবস্থবের সুল াগ্ বনলে েৎপর হলয় উলেবিলেন 
বিটিশ শাসকলগ্াষ্ঠী ।ববলভে ও শাসন নীবে প্রলয়াগ্ কলর োরা সাম্প্রোবয়ক ববভাজন কক আলরা েীক্ষ্ণ  কলর 
েুলেবিে। ইংলরজ সরকার মুসেমান রাজনযবগ্ন, জবমোর ও োেুকোরলের  স্বলেশী আলদােনলক েুবনে করার 
জনয প্রেযক্ষ মেে বেলয়বিলেন। ১৯০৬ সাে কেলকই বাংোর বববভন্ন স্থালন ববলশষে কুবমো, বাখরগ্ঞ্জ, 
জামােপুর ও ময়মনবসংহলে সাম্প্রোবয়ক োঙ্গা কেখা বেলয়বিে। এই সাম্প্রোবয়ক োঙ্গার কপিলন বাংোর 
মানুলষর কশ্রণীগ্ে অবস্থান কাজ কলরবিে। অবধকাংশ কক্ষলেই বহদুরা বিলেন ভূস্বামী জবমোর এবং 
মুসেমালনরা কৃষক। কৃষলকরা  খন জবমোরলের ববরুলদ্ধ োলের নযা য োবী োওয়ার আলদােন গ্ল়ে 
েুলেবিলেন েখন সরকালরর েরে কেলক এই আলদােন গুবে কক সাম্প্রোবয়ক োঙ্গা বহলসলব বযবহার করা 
হলয়বিে।অমলেশ বেপাঠীর সঠিকভালবই মন্তবয কলরলিন- বহদু জবমোর, কমনিারী, মহাজন কেৃন ক বনপীব়েে 
মুসবেম প্রজা ও ভাগ্িাষীলের মলধয সাম্প্রোবয়ক উস্কাবন কেওয়া সহজ বিে। খাজনা বাব়েলয়, মালোে ববসলয়,  
প্রবেমা পূজা বাবে ঈির বৃবি িাবপলয়  এই জবমোলরর েে  স্বলেশী আলদােলনর ববলরাবধোই কলরবিে। 

 

আলদােনকারীলের মলধয অভযন্তরীণ দ্বন্দ্ব স্বলেশী আলদােলনর অননকয এলনবিে ।নরমপন্থী ও িরমপন্থী ববলরাধ 
স্বলেশী আলদােনলক ককন্দ্র কলর েীি রূপ বনলয়বিে। সুলরন্দ্রনাে ,লগ্াপােকৃষ্ণ কগ্াখলে প্রমুখ কনোরা প্রেম 
কেলক বয়কলের ববলরাধী বিলেন। পলর োাঁরা বয়কে কমলন বনলেও োাঁরা বয়কলের সীবমে প্রলয়ালগ্র পক্ষপােী 
বিলেন। অনযবেলক অরববদ কঘাষ বববপনিন্দ্র পাে বেেক প্রমূখ িরমপন্থী কনোলের কালি বয়কে  বিে স্বরাজ 
োলভর হাবেয়ার। অনযানয প্রলেলশর বযবসায়ীরা কেবশ পণয বববির বযাপালর ববলশষ উৎসাহ কেখায় বন। 
১৯০৬ সালে কেকাো কংলেলস উভয়পলক্ষর েুমুে ববেকন  হলয়বিে। কশষ প নন্ত এই ববলরাধলক ককন্দ্র কলর 
সুরাে কংলেস কংলেস কভলঙ  ায়। কংলেস ভাঙ্গন বিে স্বলেশী আলদােলনর অপর এক অপ্রেযাবশে আঘাে।  
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স্বলেশী আলদােন বাংোর বাইলর িব়েলয় প়েলেও  কেলশর অনযানয অঞ্চলের মানুষ এই অবভনব পদ্ধবের 
আলদােলনর রাজনীবে আয়ি করার পলক্ষ পুলরাপুবর প্রস্তুে বিে না।১৯০৭ সাে কেলকই কনেৃলত্বর সংকে প্রকে 
হলয় ওলে ।ভারলের বববভন্ন অঞ্চলে জােীয়োবােী কনোলের কেপ্তার করা হলয়বিে। আলদােন কনেৃত্বহীন হলয় 
প়োয় আলদােন েুবনে হলয় পল়ে।  

স্বলেশী আলদােলনর কপিলন ককালনা কা নকর সংগ্েন বিে না । কমনসূবির বেক কেলক বনবিয় প্রবেলরাধ, 
অসহল াবগ্ো, অবহংসা, সামাবজক সংস্কার , গ্েনমূেক কাজ প্রভৃবে  বববভন্ন ককৌশে আলদােনকারীরা প্রলয়াগ্ 
কলরবিলেন। বকন্তু একটি ববলশষ ককন্দ্র কেলক পবরিাবেে হয় উপলরাক্ত ককৌশেগুবে একটি সুশৃঙ্খে সুববনযাস্ত 
রূপ বনলে বযেন হলয়বিে। বববভন্ন মে ও বববভন্ন ধারার অনুপ্রলবশ স্বলেশী আলদােনলক েুবনে কলরবিে। 
উপলরাক্ত রাজননবেক ককৌশে গুবে বযবহাবরক রাজননবেক অভযালস পবরণে করা সম্ভব হয়বন। োিা়ো গ্ণ-
আলদােলনর বনজস্ব  ুবক্ত ধারা অনু ায়ী এই আলদােন একটি সমলয় উপবস্থে হলয় পল়ে। ক  মুহূলেন  সরকাবর 
েমন-পী়েন মারাত্মক হলয় উলেবিে কস মুহূলেন  আলদােলনর গ্বে স্তব্ধ হলয় পল়েবিে। ক  উৎসাহ ও  
উেীপনার মলধয স্বলেশী আলদােন হলয়বিে ১৯০৮ সালের মলধযই ো কশষ হলয়  ায়।  

 

বকন্তু এই সকে সীমাবদ্ধো সলেও বো  ায় ক  ভারলের জােীয়োবােী আলদােলনর ইবেহালস স্বলেশী 
আলদােলনর গুরুত্ব অপবরসীম। এই আলদােন িাে, বশক্ষক ,উবকে , র্াক্তার ইেযাবে বৃবিমূেক মানুষলক 
জােীয়োবােী আলদােলন অন্তভুন ক্ত কলরবিে । জােীয়োবােী রাজনীবে উচ্চববি উচ্চবশবক্ষেলের সীমা অবেিম 
কলর মধযববি কশ্রণীর মলধয িব়েলয় পল়ে ।এই কাজো কলরবিে অবশয স্বলেশী আলদােন । স্বলেশী আলদােনই 
প্রেম জনগ্লণর আলদােলনর।আর এখালনই এর  প্রকৃে গুরুত্ব।  

 



(১৩) 

 গ্ৰন্থপশি 

• Chakrabarty ,Hiren; Political Protests in Bengal: Boycott and Terrorism 

1905-1918, Papyrus, Calcutta. 

• Sarkar, Sumit; Modern India,1885-1947, Macmillan Publishers India 

Publication,2000 

• Tripathi ,Amalesh; The Extremist Challenge: India between 1890 & 1910 , 

Orient Longmans, 1967. 

• Sarkar,Sumit; Swadeshi Movement in Bengal,1903-1908, New Delhi,1973. 

• Sarkar ,Jadunath(ed.); The History of Bengal, vol. 2, Dhaka,1976. 

• Sinha, N.K. (ed.) History of Bengal, Calcutta,1974. 

• বদদোপোধ্যোয় , শিখর; পলোশি শেদক পোর্টি িন, ওশরদয়ন্ট লংিযোন। 

• শত্রপোঠী,অিদলি; স্বোধ্ীনতো সংগ্ৰোদি ভোরদতর জোতীয় কংদগ্ৰস,১৮৮৫-১৯৪৭, 

শকোলকোতো আনদ পোবশলিোসি,২০১২ । 

• চন্দ্র,শবপোন; আধ্ুশনক ভোরত: ঔপশনদবশিকতোবোে ও জোতীয়তোবোে, শক শপ 

বোগশচ এন্ড শকোং, শকোলকোতো। 

• চদটোপোধ্যোয়, প্রণব কুিোর; আধ্ুশনক ভোরত, ১৮৫৮-১৯২০,(১ি খন্ড) 
পশিিবঙ্গ রোজযপসু্তক পর্িে, ১৯৯৮। 

 



 



 

                 1947 PARTITION  

                         AND  

         THE BENGAL EXPERIENCE 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 

 

I, Swarnapali Chakraborty of Scottish Church College, 

Department of History, have successfully completed my DSE A3 

Tutorial under the guidance of my History Professors on the 

topic "1947 Partition and the Bengal experience".  I’d like to 

thank my professors for their valuable guidance. I’d also like to 

thank my friends without whom my tutorial would have been 

incomplete. 

 

 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

         "To talk of despair is to conquer it." - Albert Camus  



INTRODUCTION 

 

In August, 1947, when, after three hundred years in India, the British 

finally left, the subcontinent was partitioned into two independent 

nation states: Hindu-majority India and Muslim-majority Pakistan. 

 Immediately, there began one of the greatest migrations in human 

history, as millions of Muslims trekked to West and East Pakistan (the 

latter now known as Bangladesh) while millions of Hindus and Sikhs 

headed in the opposite direction. Many hundreds of thousands never 

made it. Across the Indian subcontinent, communities that had 

coexisted for almost a millennium attacked each other in a terrifying 

outbreak of sectarian violence, with Hindus and Sikhs on one side and 

Muslims on the other—a mutual genocide as unexpected as it was 

unprecedented. In Punjab and Bengal—provinces abutting India’s 

borders with West and East Pakistan, respectively—the carnage was 

especially intense, with massacres, arson, forced conversions, mass 

abductions, and savage sexual violence. Some seventy-five thousand 

women  were raped, and many of them were then disfigured or 

dismembered. 



THE BENGAL EXPERIENCE 

 

POSTCOLONY : CATALYST AND MOVEMENTS 

                            Noakhali riots, 1946 

The catalyst that provoked migration was the violence of Direct Action 

Day in Calcutta and the Noakhali riots in East Bengal in 1946, although 

these episodes did not result in significant numbers of East Bengalis 

leaving for the West. The largest migration, estimated at more than 2.5 

million, occurred between 1948 and 1950 following communal violence 

in Hyderabad, India, and in Khulnaand Barisal in East Pakistan . No-table 

about these proximate catalysts are the connections between unrest in 

India and Pakistan, recognizing that each provoked enough fear and 

insecurity to encourage migration from East Pakistan to West Bengal. 

For others, however, migration was in response to policy changes, 

particularly the institutionalization of passport and visa requirements 

for travel between the two countries, which threatened the free 

movement of people across the state border. These catalysts were 



contemporaneous with the nationalist struggle against the British, and 

the high politics of the decision to partition the country and to build 

independent states and nations; and they were premised on two 

contradictory projects. The first, the independence struggle, depended 

crucially on the building of a shared, rather than a fractured, nationalist 

consciousness, and on the inseparability of territory and culture that 

was echoed in India by the Congress Party’s commitment to plural-ism 

and fraternity – within a hierarchy that embraced both ‘‘natural’’ and 

those referred to as ‘‘adopted’’ East Bengali Hindu kin.  

The building of a nationalist consciousness was exemplified by the 

success and reach of the Gandhian Swadeshi Movement.  

In contrast, the British commitment to partition was to rupture this 

unity. The Partition was a particular form of decolonization that would 

ensure the ‘‘residuary existence of the colonial mode of power’’, affirm 

the ascendancy of the bourgeoisie in the region, and hold in check 

the‘‘anti-colonial radical masses".  



ANTECEDENTS AND CONTEXT 

“Map of the Boundary Commission Award of Bengal,” Dundee Heritage Trust 

The Partition was coupled with an anti-colonial struggle against the 

British that led to a complicated and sustained sense of displacement 

even for those not technically relocated across the newly established 

state border. The result was the challenging process of (re)making 

communities among established residents and migrants in new 

territories that navigated within the inter-state system of post-colonial 

rule. These migrations and in situ dislocations establish the context for 

negotiating place among immigrants and those who remained ‘‘at 

home’’.In Bengal, the division between East and West is especially 

suggestive given the ways in which religion, ethnic identification, and 



place intersect to complicate the state-making and nation-making 

projects. For East Bengalis who chose to settle in the West, 

displacement draws attention to the particular confluence of the varied 

meanings of Bengaliness as a way to address how national communities 

are trans-formed, from a shared cultural heritage and nation, as in ‘‘we 

are all Indian’’, to a construction of difference, outsider, and Other.  

                        Refugees squatting on Sealdah Station in Calcutta 

To date, interpretations of the 1947 Indian Partition assume the 

separation of Hindus and Muslims, a set of relations that are framed 

principally by the experience in Punjab. There, Partition is  by rape, 

mass murder, marauding, and wanton torture carried out against 

members of the opposite ethnic group. Its history is re-counted from 

the point of view of high politics, business and elite interests, in 

memoirs of those who lived through it, and in personal accounts, 

poetry, and novels of the horror and pain brought about by the 



experience. More recently, and with the distance that time often 

provides, ethnographies and family histories have shared the point of 

view of the women upon whose bodies the Partition was often played 

out. These narratives, often brilliantly evocative, suggest that relations 

between India and Pakistan, precisely about the question of the 

incorporation in a new country of a large number of migrants, are often 

left under-theorized even as they provide crucial evidence about the 

lived experience of these emergent relations. 

                                      Migrants in October 1947 

 Discussions of the determinants of the Partition, reports on the 

Boundary Commission, and analyses of the policies and programmes 

that shape patterns of resettlement and rehabilitation similarly tend to 

elide a conceptualization of the everyday practices of those who moved 

from East Bengal to Calcutta, other parts of West Bengal, and 

elsewhere in India. Also ignored are the processes of negotiation and 

compromise that shape relations of incorporation or exclusion of new-

comers to the country. Not surprisingly, many Hindu Bengali migrants 

to Calcutta and its environs had previous, long-term interactions with 

residents and institutions in the city. This is because Calcutta was the 



focus of culture and the arts, medical provision, and education for 

many residents of the provincial towns and the countryside, including 

those from East Bengal. Thus, the division between East Pakistan and 

West Bengal, especially for the East Bengali bhadralok (educated 

Bengali middle class),which saw itself as the embodiment of Indian 

culture and bore the values of social reform, progress, and modernity, 

often meant a rupture of the shared history and experience between 

kin members and of the institutional inter-dependence with those who 

lived outside of the city but, at a prior point in time, in the same 

country. To be sure, on 14 August 1947 one lived in undivided India and 

shared an understanding and identification with a national project, the 

struggle for independence.  

On 16 August 1947 one lived either in Pakistan or India. For those who chose to 

move from their place of residence after that date, they were no longer merely 

changing residence, as in shifting from one city to another for employment or 

education, but instead were risking immigrant or refugee status in a place that 

had been, only the day before, part of a shared national space, their home. 

 Moreover, since the demand for and achievement of Partition was 

premised on a notion of religious difference, it is not surprising that 



Hindus leaving East Bengal for the west could be viewed as moving to a 

place where they belonged. 

Yet, this notion of belonging, and its attendant rights and privileges, 

was in fact denied to these Hindu refugees.  

Unsettling this notion and that of identification with a religious and 

ethnic community opens to question how nations, as distinct from 

states, are constructed, since it raises not only legal questions about 

citizenship – in the first 5 years the border was porous, passports were 

not yet required for movement between India and Pakistan, and 

citizenship status was readily conferred – but also about the meanings 

that people give to identifications with community and its attendant 

rights and claims. Here, distinctions drawn between East and West 

Bengali Hindus highlight the heterogeneity of what, at first glance, 

appears as a single marker of membership, religion, and emphasizes 

instead the intersectionality of markings that confer belonging to any 

social group. 



PRESERVING “HONOUR” : GENDERING PARTITION 

Women and girls became prime targets of persecution. Attackers treated 

women’s bodies as territory to be conquered. Dishonouring women of a 

community was seen as dishonouring the community itself, and a mode of taking 

revenge. 

At times,  the men feared that “their” women – wives, daughters, 

sisters – would be violated by the “enemy”, they killed the women 

themselves. Urvashi Butalia in her book, The Other Side of Silence, 

narrates one such gruesome incident in the village of Thoa Khalsa, 

Rawalpindi district. During  Partition, in this Sikh village, ninety women 

are said to have “voluntarily” jumped into a well rather than fall into 

“enemy” hands. The migrant refugees from this village still 

commemorate the event at a gurdwara in Delhi, referring to the deaths 

as martyrdom, not suicide. They believe that men at that time had to 

courageously accept the decision of women, and in some cases even 

persuade the women to kill themselves. On 13 March every year, when 

their “martyrdom” is celebrated, the incident is recounted to an 

audience of men, women and children. Women are exhorted to 

remember the sacrifice and bravery of their sisters and to cast 

themselves in the same mould.  



CONCLUSION: 

The psychological impact of the violence associated with Partition was 

profound.  

The gore and horror of the violence of 1946-‘47 ultimately marked the 

significance of the connection between religious communities and fixed 

territorial boundaries. The significance of boundaries mapped 

geographically seeped into popular consciousness through the severity 

of the violence. Bengal, as a distinct episode in the history of a 

partitioned nation, lays itself open to critical engagement of a different 

dimension.  A view of Partition that accounts for these processes of 

making states, nations, and difference challenges elite histories of the 

period (as event); suggests the insufficiency of uncovering even 

subaltern voices to offer a more adequate interpretation of the period; 

is attentive to the ways in which the mark of the colonial regime 

continues to be inflected in relations within the post colony; and posits 

instead the need for a processual and contingent account that focuses 

on Partition as a critical event whose consequences continue to 

reverberate in the ethnic violence in India today and the tensions that 

continue between India and Pakistan. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Indian National movement to come major leap forward with 

the beginning of the Swadeshi movement (1903-8) in Bengal. 

Curzon's scheme to partition Bengal instead of dividing and 

weakening Bengali nationalist further united them through this anti 

partition agitation. This agitation against partition had started in 

1903 but became stronger and more organised after the scheme was 

finally announced and implemented in 1905. The initial aim was to 

secure the annulment of partition but it soon enlarged into a more 

broad based movement known as the Swadeshi movement touching 

upon wider political and social issues. 

Sumit Sarkar identifies four major trends in Bengali Swadeshi 

namely the moderate trend, the constructive Swadeshi, political 

extremism and revolutionary terrorism. Sarkar argues that 

periodization of these trends is not possible as all the trends were 

present more or less simultaneously throughout the period. The 

movement began as an agitation against the partition of Bengal in 

1905 which Lord Curzon had designed to destroy political 

opposition in this province. The partition of Bengal was formally 

announced on 19th July and implemented 3 months later on 16th 

October 1905. The Curzonian administration obviously defended 

the scheme on administrative grounds as it would reduce the 

excessive administrative burden of the bengal government. Sarkar 

points out that the administrative considerations were uppermost in 

the colonial mind only until 1903 and not after that. Had the 

partition been purely on administrative grounds then the 

government would have accepted the alternative proposals of 

logical partition plans based on linguistic division rather than 

religious division of the population. Sekhar Bandopadhyay argues 

that it was the anti Bengali feelings of the colonial bureaucracy and 

a desire to weaken this politically articulate community which 

seemed to have provided the prime motive behind the partition. This 

would destroy the virtual "class rule" by the Bengali bhadralok or 

the landowning, money lending, professional and clerical classes 

belonging mostly to the three Hindu upper caste. 



The formal proclamation of the Swadeshi movement was 

made on 7th August 1905 in a meeting held at the Calcutta Town 

hall. At the 7th August meeting the famous Boycott Resolution was 

passed. The day partition took effect was declared a day of 

mourning throughout Bengal. In Calcutta hartal was declared people 

tied rakhi on each other's hand as a symbol of unity of the two 

halves of Bengal. 

 

MODERATE PHASE 
This was led by a group of western educated middle class 

professionals, whose income was derived from their legal and 

liberal professions as well as land and other business activities. 

Leaders like Surendranath Banerjea, Krishnakumar Mitra, 

Prithwishchandra Ray launched a press campaign against partition 

proposals through journals and newspapers like ‘Bengalee’, 

‘Hitabadi’ and ‘Sanjibani’. Vast protest meetings were held in the 

townhall of Calcutta in 1904 and 1905, and numerous petitions were 

sent to the Government of India and the Secretary of State. They 

were all in the English language and said very little about swadeshi 

and boycott. They were repetitive in their demands of separating 

Bihar and Orissa from Bengal on the basis of linguistic differences, 

a point that was never really accepted. They asked for ‘organic 

changes’ in setting up a governor and executive council Bengal like 

in other two presidencies. However all of these traditional methods 

of protest failed to produce any desired result and the partition could 

not be stopped. The moderate methods came under scathing 

criticism. For the moderates boycott seemed to be the last desparate 

attempt to draw attention to Bengal’s plight by pulling at the purse 

strings of the British manufacturers. For them it was not to 

encourage the spirit of self-reliance or development of a movement 

of full scale passive resistance. It was from their failure that the 

second phase of partition began charcterised by self reliance or 

atmashakti. 

  Rajat Kanta Ray however argues that the role of the 

moderates seem to be underestimated. He argues the moderate 

leadership was instrumental in laying down the foundations for the 

Swadeshi upheaval. The partition did prompt the moderate leaders 



to come out of the shell of their traditional methods, like 

Surendranath Banerjee toured the country and gave fiery speeches 

advocating boycott of British goods. Many of them were involved 

in the National Council of Education and were even advisors and 

financers foe the militant revolutionaries. They even endorsed the 

religious colouring of the boycott movement meant to draw in the 

Hindu masses. 

 

CONSTRUCTIVE PHASE 
  Sumit Sarkar calls the second phase of Swadeshi movement as 

the ‘Constructive Swadeshi’. There started a twofold critique of the 

Moderates: their policy were being condemned as ‘mendicancy’ and 

were attacked for representing the English educated elite alienated 

from the masses. Self reliance and constructive work became the 

new slogans- starting swadeshi enterprises and stores, organising 

education on indigenous lines, concrete work at village level, use of 

vernacular and using traditional popular customs and institutions 

like fairs to draw masses. The emphasis on self help became 

increasingly associated with Hindu revivalism, inspirations were 

sought from Vivekananda, Bankimchandra Chatterjee and 

Dayanand Saraswati. Thus religion was used to bridge the gap 

between the educated and the masses and this further alienated the 

Muslims. The general trend away from moderate agitation broke up 

into two trends according to Sarkar: One was quieter and rather non 

political in its efforts at self development and Tagore‘s atmashakti 

while the other extremist proper tried to turn the boycott into a full 

scale passive resistance and demanded immediate independence, 

later on this group turned to terrorism.  

The first trend is well represented by the quiet school teacher 

of Barishal, Aswini Kumar Dutta. He converted Barishal into a real 

fort of the swadeshi movement after 1905, when the Swadeshi 

Bandhab Samiti with its 159 branches penetrated deep into the 

inteririors of the district. Dutta organised the students in his school 

into several volunteer bands in the above Samiti which carried out 

work in the interiors of the district. Village disputes were settled by 

means of arbitration as an alternative to colonial justice and annual 

reports were drawn up on projects being carried out. Aurobindo 



Ghosh in his article ‘New Lamps for the Old’ provided a classic 

criticism of the Congress emphasising in its mendicant politics, 

constitutional progress admired by them, showcased a remarkable 

class consciousness as he linked the Congress leaders to the 

bourgeois and India‘s mass the proletariat.   

However our undestanding of Constructive Swadeshi remains 

incomplete without referring Tagore and is probably best depicted 

by him through his writings. His disdain for the moderate politics 

can be traced back to the 1880’s and emphasised on constructive 

and educational work. To reach out to the masses he used 

vernacular as a medium and urged the volunteer to go to the village 

and spread social and political enlightenment in the melas. Tagore 

laid out the programme in his Swadeshi Samaj address in 1904 and 

was discussed several times in the pages of his journal Bhandar. His 

writings reflect a tussle berween modernist and traditionmalist ideas 

however the supremacy of the Oriental civilisation is established 

Tagore initially in his Bharotborsher Itihas (1902) emphasised on 

unity in diversity as something that has already been achieved in 

India through Hinduism but later on after 1907, he did call for 

patient work to build a mahajati in our land. The critics of Tagore 

pointed out that he had failed to incorporate the Muslims and the 

lowerb caste Hindus into the national movement. In the meantime, 

the swadeshi spirit swept through Bengal since the 1890s. Tagore 

himself opened Swadeshi Bhandar in 1897, Jogeschandra 

Chaudhuri established the Indian stores in 1901, Sarala Devi‘s 

Lakshmi Bhandar came up in 1903. The Bengal Chemicals was 

launched in 1893 by Prafulla Chandra Ray. Satischandra Mukherji 

began publishing his journal dawn in 1897 and established the 

Dawn Society in 1902-07, Brahmabandhob Upadhyay’s Saraswat 

Ayatan(1902), Tagore’s ashram in Bolpur(1901) mark the 

beginnings of a national education movement. The effort of 

founding national schools was bolstered by the contribution of Rs 

100000 by Raja Subodh Mullick. A National Council of Education 

was set up in 1906 also, the Bengal National College and Bengal 

Technical Institute were established. 

  

POLITICAL EXTREMISM 



  Between 1905-07 Sarkar identifies a new trend demarcating 

itself from the new creed of self development alone and demanding 

complete and unadulterated independence. The method proposed 

was the extension of the boycott into a full scale movement of 

noncooperation or passive resistance. Many of these extremists later 

turned to terrorism, both political extremism and terrorism being 

characterised by Hindu revivalist overtones. Shyamaji 

Krishnavarma in his journal Indian Sociologist called for a free and 

independent form of national government rejecting the colonial self 

govrenment. Taking up from him Bepinchandra Pal and Aurobindo 

argued in a similar fashion. However Tilak was ready to take a ‘half 

loaf rather than no bread’ though with the intention of getting the 

whole in time. In October 1907, Krishnavarma propounded his 

principle of dissociation- boycott of schools, courts, services. In 

Bengal, Bepinchandra wanted an extension of boycott to cover 

government services, titles and education while the moderates 

accepted boycott after much hesitation.  Upadhyay’s Sandhya and 

Pal’s New India were the first to express the idea of the extremists 

after which the daily Bande Mataram was launched under 

Aurobindo’s guidance and Subodhchandra Mullicks financial 

backings. Aurobindo in 1907 wrote in Banda Mataram that this was 

distinct from petition, self help and aggressive resistance, and it 

implied an organised and relentless boycott of British goods, 

officialised education, justice and executive administration backed 

up by the positive development of alternatives in the forms of 

Swadeshi, national education, arbitration courts and leagues of 

mutual defence though he left scope for aggression in case the 

British stepped up repression.   

  Religion was used as a means for leaders like Aurobindo 

Ghosh as a means to reach the masses. Bhagvad Gita became a 

source for spiritual inspiration but Barbara Southard argues that this 

alienated the Muslims. The other methods of mass mobilisation was 

organising samitis and labour strikes. The emergence of the samitis 

or 'national volunteer' movement was one of the major 

achievements of the Swadeshi age. These were engaged in various 

forms of mobilising effect such as moral or physical training, 

philanthropic work, spreading of swadeshi message, education etc. 

The Calcutta-based Anti-Circular Society stood out due to its 



secularism. The Barisal Swadesh Bandhav did acquire some mass 

base and through sustained humanitarian work, its leader 

Aswinikumar Dutt acquired remarkable popularity among the 

peasants of his district, Muslims as well as Hindus. The Dacca 

Anushilan founded by Pulin Das in sharp contrast concentrated 

from the beginning on secret training of cadres through physical 

culture and a paraphernalia of initiation vows steeped in Hinduism. 

However,  during 1908-09, due to repression, the open samiti either 

disappeared or became a terroristic secret society.  

In the official report of Administration of Bengal under 

Andrew Fraser 1903-08 ‘Industrial unrest’ is mentioned as a marked 

feature of this era and the role of ‘professional agitators’ is 

noteworthy. Besides price hikes, racial insults caused discontents 

among the clerks which resulted in frequent strikes in the white 

controlled enterprises. They now received from the nationalist a 

considerable sympathy in their newspapers, providing financial aid 

and helping in setting up trade unions. Four men in particular 

deserve to be remembered as pioneer labour-leaders: the barristers 

Aswinicoomar Banerji, Prabhatkusum Roychaudhuri, Athanasius 

Apurbakumar Ghosh; and Premtosh Bose the proprietor of a small 

press in north Calcutta. The first real labour union was the Printers 

Union set up on 21 October, and in July 1906 the Railwaymen’s 

Union was formed. Strikes in jute mills were also frequent from 

1905-08. It is from the private papers of Ashwinicoomar Banerji we 

know that he organised the Indian Millhands Union at Budge Budge 

in August, 1906. Though the labour movement aroused the Anglo 

Indian journal Pioneer yet it failed to incorporate the plantation and 

mine labour within itself.  

 

INDIVIDUAL TERRORISM 
By 1908 in Bengal political Swadeshi was taken over by 

another trend that is 'individual terrorism' against British officials 

and Indian collaborators. Sarkar argues that this signified a shift 

from non violence to violence and also from mass action to elite 

action, necessitated primarily by the failure of mass mobilization. 

The Swadeshi movement brought an uprising in secret society 

activities. The Dacca Anushilan Samiti was born in October 1906 



through the initiative of Pulin Behari Das. A revolutionary weekly 

called 'Yugantar' started in the same year. A distinct group within 

the Calcutta Anushilan Samiti headed by Barindra Kumar Ghosh, 

Hemchandra Kanungo and Prafulla Chaki soon started action. The 

first Swadeshi robbery was organised in Rangpur in August 1906 

and a manufacturing unit was set up at Maniktala in Calcutta. 

Attempts to assassinate oppressive officials and spies, robberies in 

the houses of wealthy Saha merchants became the main features of 

revolutionary activities since 1907-8. Though most of their attempts 

were failed they also achieved a lot. the hanging of Khudiram and 

the Maniktala bomb conspiracy trial publicised by the press and 

immortalised in folk songs fired the imagination of the entire 

Bengali population. Even the annulment of partition in a 1911 did 

not bring an end to terrorism. 

 

LIMITATIONS OF THE MOVEMENT 
 Amales Tripathi calls it a movement that began 'with a bang 

and ended with a whimper'. Though the partition was revoked in 

1911 but by then it had become a minor issue in the face of several 

other processes that the initial partition and the Swadeshi movement 

let loose. Aditya Mukherjee maintains that the main drawback of 

the swaseshi movement was that it was not able to garner the 

support of the mass of Muslims and especially of the Muslim 

peasantry. At the height of the Swadeshi movement communal riots 

broke out in Bengal. The use of traditional popular customs festivals 

and institutions for mobilizing the masses was misinterpreted and 

distorted by communalists backed by the state. Ishita Banerjee-

Dube points out that the Bengali intelligentsia had also failed to 

gain the support of Marwari traders of Calcutta and the Shah 

merchants of the districts from the beginning. Amales Tripathi in 

his The Extremist Challenge argues that the limited impact of 

boycott can be ascribed to the fact that it was not taken up in other 

parts of India with equal zeal. 

 

CONCLUSION 
 It may be stated that in spite of these limitations it would be 

superficial to see the Swadeshi movement as a failure. By taking the 



idea of nationalism it eroded the hegemony of colonial ideas and 

institutions. Swadeshi influence in the realm of culture and ideas 

was crucial in this regard. Further the movement evolved several 

new methods and technique of mass mobilization and mass action 

though it was not able to put them all into practice successfully. The 

moderates achievement in the realm of developing an economic 

critique of colonialism is not minimised by the fact that they could 

not themselves carriy this critique to large masses of people. 

Similarly the achievement of the extremists in evolving new 

methods of mass mobilization and action is not diminished by the 

fact that they could not themselves fully utilise these methods. 
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1. INTRODUCTION TO PARTITION: 1947 

The Partition of India was the division of British India into two 
independent Dominions: India and Pakistan. The two states have 

since gone through further reorganization: the Dominion of India is 

today the Republic of India (since 1950); while the Dominion of 
Pakistan was composed of what is known today as the Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan (since 1956) and the People's Republic of 

Bangladesh (since 1971). In August, 1947, when, after three hundred 

years in India, the British finally left, there began one of the greatest 

migrations in human history, as millions of Muslims trekked to West 
and East Pakistan (the latter now known as Bangladesh) while 

millions of Hindus and Sikhs headed in the opposite direction. Many 

hundreds of thousands never made it. The partition also saw the 
division of the British Indian Army, the Royal Indian Navy, 

the Indian Civil Service, the railways, and the central treasury. The 

partition was outlined in the Indian Independence Act 1947 and 
resulted in the dissolution of the British Raj, i.e. Crown rule in India. 

The two self-governing independent Dominions of India and Pakistan 

legally came into existence at midnight on 15 August 1947. 

The partition displaced between 10 and 20 million people along 

religious lines, creating overwhelming refugee crises in the newly 

constituted dominions. The communities that had coexisted for almost 
a millennium attacked each other in a terrifying outbreak of sectarian 

violence, with Hindus and Sikhs on one side and Muslims on the 

other, a mutual genocide as unexpected as it was unprecedented. In 
Punjab and Bengal, provinces abutting India’s borders with West and 

East Pakistan, respectively the carnage was especially intense, with 

massacres, arson, forced conversions, mass abductions, and sexual 
violence. Some seventy-five thousand women were raped, and many 

of them were then disfigured or dismembered. There was large-scale 

violence, with estimates of the loss of life accompanying or preceding 
the partition disputed and varying between several hundred thousand 

and two million. The violent nature of the partition created an 

atmosphere of hostility and suspicion between India and Pakistan that 
affects their relationship to this day and will remain to be, ubiquitous, 

resulting in a vast overhaul of society from the realms of high politics 
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to the grass root community. The Radcliff Line implemented under 
British colonial authority created two new independent sovereign 

nations with membership of the British Commonwealth. On 

withdrawal, Britain left in their wake a crisis which led to the 
uprooting and displacement of over eight million Indian and Pakistani 

refugees. The Problems in Bengal and this dissertation will focus on 

the area of West Bengal with particular emphasis on the refugee 
influx from East Pakistan. The prolonged refugee crisis and extended 

period of migration ebbed and flowed over several decades with 

significant social effects, completely undermining how individuals 
defined themselves in relation to the nation and state, to their race and 

ethnicity, to their religion, their family and neighbours, and finally to 

themselves. Partition politicised identity, establishing labels which 
created inflexible boundaries that were enforced upon individuals, 

restricting and oppressing individual character and destroying 

traditional means of assimilation. 
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2. 1947: A BENGAL CASE STUDY 

In considering the effects of partition in Bengal, it is clear that there 

are two groupings of somewhat conflicting evaluations of events 

which represent hugely contrasting perceptions; those at the level of 

high politics in comparison with grass-root experience. An assessment 

of the politics of partition is possible though the use of sources such 

as state archives and official documents, which circumscribe post-

independent political events and create a picture of Congress-led 

government policies. The limitations of such documents lie in their 

inability to reflect mass sentiment; therefore, it is important to 

evaluate grass root evidence alongside official discourse to humanise 

the tragedy of the event and to gain some insight into the social 

repercussions which faced the average Bengali citizen. Traditionally, 

histories of partition have silenced the voices of the marginalised, 

however using oral histories, newspapers and memoirs it is possible to 

retrieve a more compassionate, albeit fragmented, picture of post-

partitioned Bengal. Difficulties can arise from grass root analysis as 

few oral histories have been conducted in the area and those that have 

remain problematic and selective, as many people who lived through 

partition have been silenced, through choice, trauma, or tradition.  

The strong traditions of Indian society and the patriarchal nature of 

the family unit have limited discussions of female experiences of 

partition. Silence has also been the choice of those who do not wish to 

recount the atrocities which they lived through and simply wish to 

negate the trauma of separation.  

However, the scale of human suffering simply cannot be conveyed 

through official letters, statistics and documents therefore the 

everyday effects of partition cannot be archived. As Uravshi Butalia 

comments in The other side of Silence: Voices from the Partition of 

India, ‘what could documents tell me about… feelings, emotions, and 

those indefinable things that make up a sense of an event?’ 



Government documents considered in isolation cannot therefore be 

considered to be representative of the masses; however, there are also 

limitations in using personal grass root accounts, which are highly 

emotive, entrenched with subjectivity and partiality. History as 

discourse runs the risk of trivialising the individual; most 

historiography surrounding the period focuses on political aspects of 

partition and its economic repercussions, often disregarding important 

social changes which influenced a multitude of identities. Evaluations 

of independent Bengal should be extended to include the three-fold 

effect of partition which influenced the nation, the state and the 

individual in terms not only of their economy and politics but their 

anthropology, sociology and psychology. 

This was such a cataclysmic event in Indian history that irrevocably 

altered the everyday lives of Bengali citizens, however for many 

refugees’ migration did not dismantle identities which had been 

formulated through years of tradition and some consistencies 

remained. Partition led to an overhaul of daily life disturbing 

occupational structures and kinship ties which forced a re-evaluation 

of social roles. Regional identities remained strong throughout and 

many Bengalis retained an attachment to their local culture and 

language following rehabilitative displacement. An overarching sense 

of loyalty and familiarity often survived partition with kinship bonds 

now taking precedence over issues of nationality and religion. It 

would be an oversight to neglect the history which existed prior to 

independence and before British colonial rule. For centuries, Hindus 

and Muslims coexisted simultaneously without identity markers 

creating entrenched divisions. Personal relationships and kinship 

loyalties were not destroyed by partition but underwent forced 

readjustments as refugees adapted to the new parameters of their 

lives. Common linguistics and culture aided assimilation; however, 

difficulties posed by the refugee crisis led to a re-evaluation of 



identity classifications and created a struggle to survive, rather than to 

belong. 

Everyday existence is explored through accounts of conditions within 

the government-run camps which affected refugee mentality. Hard 

statistics are used to enumerate the scale of the crisis and illustrate its 

pervasiveness. State reception to the refugees permeated through 

layers of social personas to strike at the core of identity in effecting 

notions of belonging. Partition led to an overhaul of personal 

relationships to the state and many refugees felt abandoned, neglected 

and ostracised by government policies which focused on the ‘bigger 

picture’ of successful nation-building, securing an international 

platform in world politics. Confusion surrounding notions of 

belonging became more acute with the introduction of visas and 

passports for travel between India and Pakistan, which solidified 

grass-root recognition of the permanent international character of the 

border. The crossing of the border itself was often traumatic as 

migrant flows of different directions came into opposition resulting in 

incidents of confrontation and violence. Women were more often the 

victims of such encounters and their migrant experiences marked 

affected their future potential for successful rehabilitation. Initial 

government response to the rehabilitation of refugees was one of 

denial and delay. Eventual recognition of the Indian Government’s 

responsibilities came in response to repeated appeals from the West 

Bengal Government for financial help and direction. Dr B. C. Roy 

successfully nationalised the problem in 1951 when Central 

Government took charge of distributing relief. The state and central 

governments were slow to react to the crisis, and to an extent were 

limited to what they could achieve according to the degree of refugee 

compliance. To ease the rehabilitation process, the government 

implemented a system of categorisation according to levels of 

entitlement to aid. The system failed to recognise the needs of 

millions of refugees who already suffered from the change in 



occupational structure which left professional classes over-

represented and rendered many migrant vacations obsolete. Many 

refugees focused on self-rehabilitation and occupied vacant lands to 

build new homes. Previously marginalised groups developed a degree 

of autonomy and women increasingly became agents of their own 

future. 

Joya Chatterji’s ‘The Spoils of Partition: Bengal and India, 1947- 

1967’ is the most recent publication to study the plight of refugees in 
West Bengal and its approach is ground-breaking, bringing an entirely 

new light to the study of the lives affected by Bengal’s partition. 

Yasmin Khan’s recent publications have also focused on the roles of 
the individuals, casting greater personal agency in the articulation of 

identity. The study into the refugees of West Bengal during partition  

is expanding and although there is still much more ground to cover, 
recent publications have made a significant move towards uncovering 

everyday refugee voices and experiences. 

 

Large Scale Migration (Picture-1) 



 

Large Scale Migration (Picture- 2) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



3. ECONOMIC IMPACT OF PARTITION ON 

BENGAL 

After Partition, West Bengal suffered from a substantial food shortage 
as the fertile rice-producing districts went to East Bengal. The 

shortage continued into the 1950s and the 1960s. By 1959, West 

Bengal faced an annual food shortage of 950,000 tones. Hunger 

marches became a common sight in Kolkata.  

Jute was the largest industry in Bengal however, after partition 

the best quality fibre yielding breeds of jute were cultivated mostly in 
East Bengal. West Bengal's mills faced acute shortage, and the 

industry faced a crisis. On the other hand, jute farmers in East Bengal 

were now without a market to sell their produce. But West Bengal 
rapidly increased jute production and in the mid-to-late 1950s became 

largely self-sufficient in jute. West Bengal's mills became less 

dependent on East Bengal for raw materials.  West 
Bengal's paper and leather industry faced similar problems. The paper 

mills used East Bengal's bamboo, and the tanneries consumed leather, 

which were also mainly produced in East Bengal. Like jute, the lack 
of raw material pushed both industries into decline. 

Despite central and state governments' best efforts, the pressure of 

millions of refugees, food shortages and industrial decline after 
independence put West Bengal in a severe crisis. Dr. B. C. Roy's 

government tried to cope up with the situation by initiating several 

projects. The government built irrigation 
networks like DVC and Mayurakshi project, the Durgapur industrial 

zone and the Salt Lake City, but the failed to arrest West Bengal's 

decline. Poverty rose, and West Bengal saw massive political unrest, 
strikes and violence that crippled the state for the three decades after 

Partition. 
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Introduction 

 1930sWitnessed the rapid growth of socialist ideas within Congress in 

the form of election of what’s your name what’s his name Jawaharlal 

Nehru and Subhash Chandra As president of the Congress sessions of 

1929, 1936, 1937 for Jawaharlal Nehru and 1938 and 1939 for Subhash 

Bose. 

In 1938, the unanimous selection off Subhash Bose as the president of 

the Congress was a distinct pointer to the growth of socialist creed 

which was not in tune with the orthodox view. The most typical 

representative being Gandhi. 

Gradually the rift between Subhash Bose and Gandhi began to widen 

on different issues. Subhash Bose tried to stiffen the opposition of the 

Congress party to any compromise with the British. this caused 

annoyance in Gandhian Circles who were then looking for an 

understanding with the British government. Subhash Bose had 

launched the national planning committee for drawing up a 

comprehensive plan for industrialization and national development. 

This caused further annoyance to Gandhi who was opposed to 

industrialization. After the Munich pact Subhash Bose began an open 

propaganda to prepare the Indian people for a national struggle which 

would synchronize with the coming war in Europe. This move was 

resented by the Gandhites Who did not want to be disturbed in there 

ministerial and parliamentary works. 

The fundamental difference was however the attitude towards Britain. 

While Bose Look up on a war between Britain and Germany as God 

sent, Gandhi looked for peaceful relations to pursue constitutional 

means. the movement of the people of princely states expected 

sympathy and cooperation from the Congress, while Bose had Full 



sympathy for them but Gandhi was against the intervention of the 

Congress in the movement. 

All these differences came to a head over the election off the president 

for the next session at Tripuri,1939. Gandhi dissuaded Bose from 

contesting the office but when the later disagreed, Gandhi put up 

different means. Bose won by a margin of 203 votes. the working 

committee insisted that Bose alone could lead the country to victory in 

the crisis. Gandhi regarded this as his own defeat. He began his policy 

of Non-Cooperation which created problems in the formation of the 

working Committee. Subhash Bose resigned from his post. During this 

the AICC passed a resolution that no congressman could take part in 

the CDM without permission of the provincial committee. When Bose 

protested, he was removed from his position of Bengal Pradesh 

Congress committee. Free from the limitations of party policies and 

politics, both went in for an open challenge to the British rule. On 19th 

March, 1940, he presided in an All India Anti-Compromise Conference 

at Ramgarh, Bihar organized by Swami Sahajanand Saraswati, where he 

expressed his anguish at the compromising nature of the Congress-“As 

soon as the war began, Mahatma Gandhi proceeded to Shimla without 

caring to consult the Congress Working Committee and informed He 

the viceroy that he was in favor of rendering unconditional help to 

Great Britain in the prosecution of war.” 

He organized a protest against the fake narrative of the British claiming 

around 160 British were pushed into a small room by Nawab 

Sirajuddaula where many died. This was based on the accounts of 

General Holwell. Netaji was arrested on 2nd July,1940. He went on 

hunger strike in captivity and was later released in November, 1940. All 

this while he continued to urge Congress to launch civil disobedience. 

On May 20th,1940, Nehru made a statement that launching a civil 

disobedience at a time when British is engaged in life and death 



struggle would be an act derogatory to India’s honor. Mahatma Gandhi 

also refused to join in claiming that he did not want to win 

independence from the ruins of Britain. 

 

Bose after Congress 

 

Subhash Bose formed a new political party on the left wing known as 

the Forward Block with the hope that the entire left wing of the 

Congress may come under one banner. He toured throughout the 

country and his fiery speeches together with his call to give an open 

fight to the government soon slammed the authorities who intervened 

him in his house in Calcutta. 

Subhash Bose had left India in 1941 to go to Soviet Union to seek their 

help in India’s struggle for freedom but Soviet Union was attacked by 

Germany in June 1941 and had joined the allies. Bose, therefore went 

to Germany to see if he could obtain any help from them. After 

receiving some assurances from the Germans, Bose started a deadly 

propaganda against British imperialism through ‘Free India Centers’, in 

Rome and Paris. The Indian Legion with the captured Indian soldiers by 

Germans at the African front and the free India radio center was also 

founded. From Berlin radio he regularly addressed his countrymen 

urging them to rise against the British. An Indian patriot name Nambiar 

This radio station from where the call was given for the formation off 

provisional independent government for India, but he saw that Europa 

was not the right place two wage a war for India’s freedom as Germany 

was using the Indians for political propaganda against the allies. So he 

left for Japan but plans to launch an armed struggle against the British. 



In Southeast Asia, the Japanese success went on increasing against the 

British as a result a large number of Indian soldiers fell prisoners into 

their hands. After the fall of Singapore in February 1942, Japan 

captured some 45,000 Indian soldiers as prisoners of war. The Japanese 

handed them over to captain Mohan Singh who had earlier 

surrendered to them after the Japanese forces attacked Malay. Bose 

had secured an alliance from Japan and a promise of military and 

financial help from the Japanese Prime Minister, Count Tojo. This end 

city in Southeast Asia wow great folks among Indian soldiers which led 

to the formation of Indian independence league under Rashbehari 

Bose, An exiled Indian revolutionary living in Singapore. The league 

aimed at mobilizing the members of Indian community for the purpose 

of securing Indian independence. Indian officials proceeded to Tokyo to 

meet the Japanese high command. At the Tokyo conference the 

following decisions were taken to expand and strengthen the Indian 

independence league, to form an Indian national army and to hold a 

conference in Bangkok to consolidate this decision. 

At the Bankok conference more than 150 delegates from Malaya, 

Singapore, Burma, Thailand, Hong Kong, Manila and Java attended the 

meeting the main resolution of the conference called for  Bose to lead 

the movement. Thousands of Indian soldiers joined the INA which was 

formally established in September 1942 under the command ship of 

Mohan Singh. Subhash Bose had accepted the invitation of Bangkok 

conference and left for Japan in German U boat. After discussions with  

the Japanese authorities he moved to Singapore and took charge of the 

Indian independence movement. On 15 July 1943 he took the salute of 

inah and on 26th August he became the supreme commander. his 

declaration to the argument was to fight against the British until ‘the 

National flag flies over the Viceroy’s house in New Delhi’. The INA was 

joined in large number by Indian living in Southeast Asia and by Indian 



soldiers captured by the Japanese forces in Malaya, Burma and 

Singapore. he gave a call to his soldiers “Give me blood and I shall give 

you freedom”. He set up recruitment and training department and 

training camps and also provisional government of free India at 

Singapore in October 1943.  

The Japanese handed over Andaman and Nicobar islands two Netaji 

which were renamed as  Sahid and Swaraj islands respectively. This 

gave him the first stretch of territories in India. Then he dispatched the 

Subhash brigade from Rangoon towards Prome, On the Burmese front. 

this brigade captured Paletwa, Daletme, Mawdak and entered the 

frontier of India. Then he captured strong military posts of Klang Klang. 

The brigade also succeeded in capturing Ukhral and Kohima in Assam 

hills. The main objective of INA was to capture Imphal, the capital of 

Manipur. But the Japanese withdrew their forces from Indo-Burma 

border because of their Pacific war against USA and finally led to their 

surrender to the allies. INA was overpowered by the British Army. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Conclusion 

Netaji was unable to take any successful action during his time in 

Congress But after he left Congress he formed the Azad Hind Fauj, 

which was an audacious attempt to liberate India from the colonial rule 

with Military means. While the mission itself failed fire did carry 

enough cinders to ignite the fires of Sailor mutiny during the Quit India 

Movement, the following year. Protests in support of INA in Kolkata 

saw the death of 40 in police firing and of 23 in Mumbai. 

Pattabhi Sitaramayya brilliantly captures the difference between 

Gandhi and Bose when he writes-“With Gandhi Means are Ends. With 

Subhash Ends are Means. They were two polar opposites. Gandhi is 

moved by instincts. Subhash was guided by reason.” 

Subhash Chandra Bose’s struggle while within Congress was a 

statement against the highly-personalized high command structure and 

dictatorial grip Gandhi held over Congress amid all the pretense of 

democracy. While there are many theories of whether or not Bose 

survived the plane crash on 18th of August, 1945, what Netaji meant to 

India is captured in words of Pattabhi Sitaramayya who writes-“There is 

widely felt disinclination to believe this story of Subhash babu’s death 

which is traced to Japanese sources. His position after the conclusion of 

the war has become a matter of anxious inquiry all around. If he was 

dead, this anxiety would be submerged by the flood tide of sorrow that 

overcame the country. If he was alive, the halo around this mystic 

would become deeper and brighter.” 
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INTRODUCTION 

                             Subhas Chandra Bose remained 

a Congressman all through his life. From the very 

childhood he had developed respect for the 

revolutionaries. During the days of his student life at 

Presidency College, Calcutta, he maintained regular 

contacts with the secret activities of a college. The 

Oaten affair and his subsequent rustication from the 

college clearly indicated the nationalist frame of his 

mind from the very beginning of his life and the 

courage with which he stood behind his fellow 

students.  

 

Subhas with friends in England, 1920. 
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                     At his father's urging, Subhas Bose agreed 

to travel to England to prepare and appear for 

the Indian Civil Services (ICS) examination. He 

resigned from the ICS on 22nd April 1921 with a clear 

determination to join the Indian National Congress 

to serve the cause of the country under British yoke. 

 

                            

                        After landing in Bombay from London 

on 16th July, Subhas first met Gandhi but somehow 

was not impressed by him. Gandhi himself 

suggested to meet Chittaranjan Das in Calcutta for 

his guidance. Bose met C.R. Das and on his first 

meeting, he accepted him as his leader. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indian_Civil_Service_(British_India)
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                   Subhash Bose was drawn to the workings 

of the INC since he first met Chitta Ranjan Das in 

Calcutta in 1921. As a young member he 

enthusiastically took part in all Congress movements 

throughout the thirties and rose to the rank of the 

Congress President in 1938 and 1939. His time with 

the Congress however was not short of 

contestations and controversies.  

 

 

            Subhas with Gandhi at INC campaign 
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LIFE OF AN UNCOMPROMISING 

STRUGGLE: 

                     From the very beginning of his life, 

Subhas Chandra Bose was against any kind of 

compromise with anybody against what he thought.  

In 1921, when Gandhi suddenly called off the Civil 

Disobedience Movement, Subhas along with C.R. 

Das and others were shocked. He wrote in his 

unfinished autobiography, An Indian Pilgrim: “We 

were angry when we learnt of this stoppage of our 

struggle at a time when we seemed to be 

consolidating our positions and advancing on all 

fronts.” He maintained this position of giving 

expression of his strong feelings against vacillations 

on the part of Gandhi and compromises made by 

him, all through his life. In the Calcutta Session of 

the Congress, in 1928, Bose jointly with Jawaharlal 

Nehru, fought against the move for the official 

resolution for complete independence.  
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        Immediately, after his return from Europe in 

1938, he started speaking of another world war, 

involvement of Britain in it and how to take 

advantage of it for the fight of freedom, a call for 

independence of the country. In his very short 

presidential address delivered at the Tripuri Session 

of Congress on 10th March 1939, he repeated it : “I 

must give clear and equivocal expression to what I 

have been feeling for some time past, namely that 

the time has come for us to raise the issue of Swaraj 

and submit our national demand to the British 

Government. He continued “In my opinion, 

therefore, we should submit our national demand to 

the British Government in the form of an ultimatum 

and give a certain time-limit; if no reply is received 

within this period or if an unsatisfactory reply is 

received, we should resort to such sanction as we 



  

[Type here] 
 

possess in order to enforce our national demand. 

The sanction that we possess in order to enforce our 

national demand. The sanction that we possess 

today is mass civil disobedience or Satyagraha. And 

the British Government today are not in a position 

to face a major conflict like an all-India Satyagraha 

for a long time”. However, Bose’s suggestion was 

not approved by the majority of the delegates at 

Tripuri. 
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             For Bose, the seeking of re-election for the 

term for the office of the President of the Congress, 

in 1939, was not any personal reasons, it was giving 

leadership to the Congress for the struggle for 

Independence and against the so-called federal 

scheme of the British Government. Gandhi and 

other leaders of the then  Right Camp opposed him 

for this re-election. 
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         Subhas Chandra Bose resigned from Congress 

Presidentship on 29th April 1939 but did not accept 

defeat. Immediately thereafter he formed the 

Forward Bloc, within the Congress, within the 

Congress, with the Congressmen who were willing to 

join him for “preparation for an anti-imperalist 

struggle”.  
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CHAMPION OF LEFT UNITY: 

                                                  Bose tried from 

the late twenties to unite the forces of the Left 

within the Congress. The Left, in the Congress 

consisted of the organized sections of students, 

youths, peasants, workers, revolutionaries and the 

socialist. In the Congress session of 1928 these left 

forces were behind Jawaharlal Nehru and Subhas 

Chandra Bose in their demand for complete 

independence. Nehru was a leftist at that time but 

he was soon won over by Gandhi. But Bose could 

not be won over. When in 1934, the Congress 

Socialist Party was formed within the Congress, Bose 

felt enthusiast about them. But soon he could realise 

that C.S.P. leaders like Nehru were not able to come 

out of the influence of Gandhi. 

                              Bose could win the Presidential 

election for Tripuri Congress because all the left 

forces within the Congress at that time, including 

the Communists and the Congress Socialists were 

behind him. It was a straight fight between the Left 
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and Right in the Congress, and the Left won the 

battle. Gandhi conceded his defeat, and more so 

defeat for all the policies he stood for. It was really a 

great show of left unity, although it was temporary 

gain. The resolution moved by Pandit Govind Ballabh 

Pant at the Tripuri Session directing Bose to form the 

Congress Working Committee on the advice of 

Gandhi could be passed because a major section of 

Left in the Congress i.e., the C.S.P. deserted Bose at 

Tripuri and supported the Pant Resolution. This 

became decisive, and this ultimately forced Bose to 

resign from the Presidentship of the Congress and to 

form a separate party, the Forward Bloc. And, 

thereafter, he was virtually expelled from the 

Congress. 
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CONSTRUCTIVE APPROACH IN POLITICS: 

                   Subhas Chandra Bose was a father of 

economic planning in India. The new liberal vision, 

influenced by John M. Keynes, visualised the 

possibility of an active state intervention in the 

economy for the betterment of the conditions of the 

poor and the underprivileged people. „Tax the rich 

and protect the poor‟ became the principal 

watchword in welfare economics, issuing out of a 

serious introspection by the liberals about the value 

of Laissez-faireism. This reveals how liberalism at 

that juncture was moving away from Laissez faireist 

ideologies. Therefore under the impact of Soviet 

planning and the new trends in liberal thought, 

leaders like Nehru and Bose began to hold out a 

completely different vision about how the nation 

state in future would put great stress on planning 

and welfare. With these objectives men with known 

socialist leanings including some labour leaders were 

brought within the National Planning Committee. 

 



  

[Type here] 
 

BOSE WAS ‘OUSTED’ FROM CONGRESS: 

                      The re-election of Bose as the 

President of the Congress for the second term in 

1939 defeating Dr. Pattabhi Sitaramayya was never 

accepted by Gandhi and his followers with grace. 

There was nothing wrong in seeking election for 

Congress Presidentship for the second term. By that 

time, Nehru was elected Congress President thrice 

and for two terms consecutively. But the Gandhites 

were determined not to accept Bose for the second 

term. Gandhi’s reaction to Bose’s victory was very 

sharp when he declared in a statement on 31st 

January 1939: “The defeat is more mine than his 

(Sitaramayya’s).” 
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        What happened thereafter, and at Tripuri 

Session itself, and even after Tripuri was clear that 

Gandhi wanted the resignation of Bose from the 

Presidentship. And Bose, after having failed in his 

efforts for a compromise with Gandhi, ultimately 

resigned. The way Bose the whole situation with 

remarkable dignity in spite of strongest provocation 

from the other side drew the admiration from a man 

like Rabindranath Tagore. 

 

            Bose with Rabindra Nath Tagore. 
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             Bose was not included in the Working 

Committee formed by Rajendra Prasad, who was 

elected President of Congress after his resignation. 

                    In 1939, the Congress practically expelled Bose 

when he protested against the passing of certain 

resolutions by the Working Committee that included 

the clause that no Congressman can organise 

satyagraha without the sanction of the Provincial 

Congress Committee. Bose organised a Protest Day 

against these resolutions. The Congress responded 

by removing him from the Presidentship of Bengal 

Provincial Congress Committee and disqualified him 

from holding any elective post within the 

organisation for the next three years. For Bose this 

was nothing short of expulsion from the Congress. 

And this resolution of the Working Committee was 

drafted by Gandhi himself. 

          In a statement issued on 19th August 1939, 

Bose welcomed this decision. He said : I welcome 

the decision of the Working Committee virtually 

expelling me from the Congress for three years.  
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             It was really Gandhi who master-minded the 

ouster of Subhas Chandra Bose from the Congress. 
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CONCLUSION: 

                          In spite of the expulsion Subhas 

Chandra Bose declared his deep sense of loyalty to 

the Congress.  

                       Though Bose was ousted from Congress 

by Gandhi and others, he was full of respect for 

them. In the I.N.A. Bose named its Brigades after 

Gandhi, Nehru and Azad. In a broadcast from Azad 

Hind Radio on 6th July 1944, Bose addressed Gandhi: 

“Father of our Nation! In his holy war of India’s 

liberation we ask for your blessings and good wishes. 

Jai Hind!” Only for a man like Netaji Subhas Bose 

such magnomity was possible. 
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INTRODUCTION 

As the Indian independence movement gained momentum, Britain also lost her will to 

govern India. When Clement Attlee's new Labor administration came to power in July 

1945, Lord Mountbatten was quickly appointed Governor-General of India with 

instructions to end colonial rule as soon as possible. He was appointed February 21, 

1947. The independence struggle was led by the Indian National Congress, which had 

originally campaigned for increased Indian participation in governance. However, since 

1905, full independence had become the only acceptable goal. The failed 1905 partition 

was a crucial catalyst in shifting Indian opinion away from limited self-governance 

towards complete independence. 

THE TWO-NATION THESIS 

 

                                  FIG1:-     The front page of Now or Never pamphlet. 

However, as a result of partition, the Muslims in the East began to develop their own 

distinctive identity as a social-economic community, in distinction from their Hindu 

neighbors despite the fact that previously many Bengalis from both religions had 

favored Bengali nationalism. Although Partition was annulled in 1911, Muslims in the 

East had a taste of what it was like to dominate the legislature. In 1906, at Dhaka capital 

of what was still East Bengal, the Muslim League was formed with the explicit purpose of 

defending the interests of the Muslims of India should Hindus choose to undermine 

these, either in an India where Indians had a greater role in governance or in an 

independent India where they would constitute a majority . By 1916, the League and the 

INC agreed that separate constituencies should be established to protect 

communitarian interests. This became law in 1919. As a result, the number of Muslim 

seats increased in the Bengal Legislature. At the Muslim League conference in 1930, the 

philosopher-poet-politician, Muhammad Iqbal  first proposed the idea of a separate 

state for Muslims. In that this would consist of majority-Muslim areas, which would have 

to be partitioned off from Hindu-majority areas, it took its cue from the 1905 Partition 

of Bengal. Some geographical specificity was given to the nation of a separate Muslim 

https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Clement_Attlee
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Louis_Mountbatten,_1st_Earl_Mountbatten_of_Burma
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Governor-General_of_India
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Colonialism
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Indian_National_Congress
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Religion
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Muhammad_Iqbal
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/File:Now_or_never.jpg
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state by Choudhary Rahmat Ali in "Now or Never; Are We to Live or Perish Forever?" 

(January 28, 1933) suggesting that a state called Pakistan could be formed 

from Punjab, Afghanistan Province, Kashmir, Sind, Baluchistan .  
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BENGALI: 1947 VOTE ON PARTITION 

 

FIG2:- The two halves of Pakistan. 

In 1932, a new communal award increased the number of Muslim seats in the legislature 

again. From 1937, the Muslims were a majority in the Legislature and formed the 

government until August 1947. Out of 250 seats, 119 were reserved for Muslims; in 

addition, they won other seats as well. The Muslim League, though, did not form the 

government until 1946, when Huseyn Shaheed Suhrawardy became chief minister. On 

August 16, 1946, the Muslim League's national leader, Muhammad Jinnah called a Direct 

Action Day after the INC had rejected the two-nation proposal. In Calcutta, this turned 

into a frenzy of Hindu-Muslim rioting in which upwards of 4,000 people, mainly Hindu, 

died. Suhrawardy has been accused of orchestrating this in an attempt to engineer the 

demographics to stack the cards even more in the Muslims' favor. Yet he was also 

proposing a single, sovereign state for all Bengalis and so was reaching out to attract 

Hindu support. Jinnah was not opposed to this plan and the British indicated some 

degree of sympathy. Some Muslims in the West did not regard Bengali Islam as pure 

enough, being too influenced by Hinduism and they did not really want Bengal included 

in the Muslim state. Later, Suhrawardy was briefly prime minister of Pakistan 1956 until 

1957. 

https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Muhammad_Jinnah
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/File:PAK1971.JPG
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FIG3:- H. S. Suhrawardy, the last Prime Minister of Bengal, urged a separate 

independent status for the whole province 

By August 1947, Mountbatten had become persuaded that only by agreeing to Partition 

could he hope to see a speedy end to British rule. London determined that provincial 

legislature vote on whether to join India or Pakistan. In those provinces which would be 

partitioned, separate votes would be taken by each community. A majority in favor of 

partition from either section would determine the outcome. However, in the Muslim-

majority east, the motion was not to "partition" but for the whole, united province to 

join Pakistan, for which 166 to 35 in voted in favor. However, the vote in the Western 

region favored partition by 58-21, with the West joining India and the East 

Pakistan.]Almost certainly due to the wedge that Britain's divide and rule policy had 

driven between Hindus and Muslims in Bengal, partition followed more or less along the 

same demographic lines as it had in 1905, except that only the Muslim Sylhet region of 

Assam (which had been part of East Bengal 1905-1911) voted in a referendum to join 

(by a majority of 55,578 votes) what was to become East Pakistan. Mountbatten did not 

allow the legislature to vote "for independent Bengal," because, he said, "then others 

would also want independence." Indeed, the Maharajah of Kashmir would also take the 

view that his state need join neither India or Pakistan. The British feared that the process 

of dealing with a series of provinces each demanding sovereignty would take too long 

and produce too many non-viable states. 

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/H._S._Suhrawardy
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prime_Minister_of_Bengal
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Partition_of_Bengal_(1947)#cite_note-8
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Kashmir
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THE ACT OF PARTITION 

The majority of people in the province were not in favor of partition. The decision was 

carried by the vote of the East Bengal section. Partition, though, proceeded. It was 

agreed that the plan for partition would be drawn up by Cyril Radcliffe and accepted by 

all parties. The rationale for partition was that only without this division could ensure 

social cohesion and justice for both communities. 

 

 

 

FIG4:- British India's united Bengal Province just before it was partitioned into 

West and East Bengal on August 17, 1947 

When India and Pakistan became sovereign, independent states on August 14, 1947 and 

August 15, 1947 respectively, one of the largest mass migrations in history began. 

Hindus and Sikhs on the Pakistani side migrated to India and Muslims on the Indian side 

migrated to Pakistan. Movement was both voluntary and enforced. Each side attacked 

the other in a frenzy of violence, causing Mahatma Gandhi to vow to fast even to death 

unless the violence ceased. Some three million people literally went missing. However, a 

substantial Muslim community remained in India, some twenty percent of the 

population. Muslims remained some twenty-five percent of the population of West 

Bengal and some thirty percent in East Bengal, now about fifteen percent. On the 

Indian-West Pakistani border, some 7.5 millions Hindus and Sikhs entered India and 

some 7 millions "crossed the other way." Less violence occurred in the East, arguably 

https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Justice
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/History
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Gandhi
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because there, despite the Partition decision, "Bengali nationalism" still "crosscut the 

religious identities of Bengali Muslims and Hindus" and so reduced "the risk of 

generalized mass violence." While Bengali Hindus and Muslims did "move towards their 

co-religionists" int "the first two years after partition" these migrations "were either 

voluntary or relatively minor." In 1947, movement either way across the border may 

have been about a million but Chatterji says "no one knows precisely how many 

refugees went to India from East Bengal during this phase." She estimates that between 

1947 and 1964, some 5 million Hindus left East Pakistan, and traces the cause to 

communitarian riots in different locations, triggered by various events. In 1964, the theft 

of a relic (a piece of Muhammad's hair by Hindus from a Kashmir mosque was used to 

whip up anti-Hindu sentiment and some migrated at this time. However, says Novak, 

this type of violence was losing popular appeal as "secular parties emphasized social 

and economic needs in combination with appeals to Bengali solidarity in language and 

culture." 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Muhammad
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CONCLUSION 

Edwards says that "the 1947 second partition of Bengal continues to baffle 

historians." Novak comments that "the spirit of the … united Bengal movement 

continues to haunt the land.[ The poets of Bengal, Hindu and Muslim, affirmed the 

principle not only of cross-religious Bengali solidarity but of human solidarity. Although 

Bangladesh declared the Muslim Kazi Nazrul Islam as its national poet, it 

adopted Rabindranath Tagore's "Amar Shonar Bangla," written in 1906 as a rallying cry 

for proponents of annulment of Partition, as its the national anthem. Nazrul wrote, "We 

Are Two Flowers on the Same Stem We are two flowers on the same stem—Hindu- 

Mussulman. Muslim its pearl of the eye, Hindu it's life. 

 

FIG5:- Louis Mountbatten discusses the partition plan with Jawaharlal 

Nehru and Mohammad Ali Jinnah  

Mountbatten claimed that he did not go to India with a preconceived plan, However, he 

favored Partition from an early point because he became convinced that "Pakistan" was 

inevitable because of the "intransigence" of the two sides, especially of their leaders and 

that his own arrival on the scene was "too late to alter the course of events." Within two 

months of arriving in India, he took a draft partition plan with him back to London 

"ready to persuade the Cabinet that it was a workable scheme." If Britain had not 

wanted to leave India in haste, the Partition of Bengal might have been avoided, given 

the very real possibility that a viable third state could have been created. The issue of 

opening up a flood-gate of other provinces wanting independence too could have been 

dealt with as each situation arose. The possibility of a federation of states might also 

have been explored. 

https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Humanity
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Kazi_Nazrul_Islam
https://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Rabindranath_Tagore
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Louis_Mountbatten
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jawaharlal_Nehru
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jawaharlal_Nehru
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mohammad_Ali_Jinnah
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INTRODUCTION

The Swadeshi movement of Bengal (1905-1908) is seen as an

important historical event in the episodic narrative of the

Indian Nationalist Movement, which takes the story forward to

its eventual climax in 1947. Lord Curzon’s unpopular decision to

partition the province of Bengal in 1905, led to this popular

movement, which was organized around the effective use of

‘swadeshi’ and ‘boycott’ as methods of agitation, under

Extremist leadership. The subsequent unification of Bengal in

1911 came to be regarded as a marker of the movement’s success.

By the turn of the century, the figure of the upper caste,

Hindu, Bengali bhadralok had become an object of derision for

many sections of British opinion. He was ridiculed for his

‘mimicry’ of British lifestyle and his alienation from the poor

of his own country, whose interests he claimed to represent. He

was constructed as weak and effeminate, and his political
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activism was trivialized as cunning ‘intrigue’. This reaction

undoubtedly masked colonial anxiety about the tenor of the

nationalist agitation in Bengal. The partition, it was hoped,

would prevent the consolidation of the ‘Bengali element’ in the

province, by dividing the Bengali-speaking areas. Moreover, the

partition would separate Muslim-majority areas of Assam and

eastern Bengal from the rest of the province, which was largely

Hindu. This would isolate and undermine the ‘Hindu nationalist

agitation’ in the politically active eastern districts by

uniting the Muslims of eastern Bengal, who had been “inactive so

far”.

The government may not have anticipated an organized and

sustained reaction to their decision, because they were familiar

with the severe limitations of Moderate politics. But the

partition of Bengal came at the end of twenty years of

disappointingly unsuccessful agitation by the Congress,

increasing disillusionment with the pace and style of Moderate

politics, and a growing dislike of Viceroy Curzon who had

already tried to increase official control over universities,

curb press freedom and reduce the elected element in the

Calcutta Corporation. The partition offered a context for all

these discontents to come to the fore and was used as an

opportunity by Extremist leaders to consolidate and demonstrate

their politics and effect decisive changes in the working of the
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Congress by assuming a new dominance within it. What colonial

authorities did not realize was that Bengali speaking people had

enjoyed a sort of cultural unity and autonomy since pre-British

times, a unity that had been enhanced by the efflorescence of

Bengali literature in the 19th century, within the bhadralok

milieu. Therefore in 1905, an invocation to one’s Bengali

linguistic identity provided a broad, tenuous, overarching sense

of unity to a movement that contained highly diverse groups and

interests.

A close study of the Swadeshi movement will provide the

opportunity to not just examine the stock of historical trends

that characterized the first decade of the 20th century, but

also to understand their interplay within the national movement.
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THE SWADESHI MOVEMENT IN BENGAL
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Background of the Swadeshi Movement

The British Government of India announced on July 19, 1905, that

the Bengal Presidential election would be split into two with

effect from October 16, 1905. The outer argument in support of

this was bureaucratic criterion, reducing Bengal's regulatory

burden. However, the true goal was to stifle the rise of

national sentiment in ideologically enhanced Bengal by sowing

discord between Bengali-speaking Hindus and Muslims and ruining

the unity of 78 million Bengalis by segmenting them into two

groups. Viceroy Curzon's grand plan was to dismantle the

resurgent patriotism, of which Bengal was becoming the central

hub. The segmentation of the homogeneous Bengali-speaking area

sparked widespread public outrage throughout Bengal. This was

refuted by different social groups. Bengal's authorities,

knowledgeable Muslims, and Muslim commoners all castigated

partition from the start. The Indian National Congress, too,

disputed the division and passed resolutions opposing it at its

meetings.
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Trends & Characteristics of the Swadeshi Movement

The partition was a watershed moment in Bengal's history. The

emergence of strong national feelings in this region

reverberated throughout India. In Bengal, a powerful surge of

protest groups was inaugurated to petition the government to

revoke the partition. The vow was made to oppose imported goods.

The Swadeshi Movement was formally launched on August 7, 1905,

at a meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall.

The boycott law was adopted to express opposition to the

partition and to put financial sanctions on the British people.

The 16th of October 1905 was declared a day of deep despair in

Bengal. On that particular day, all commercial establishments

were closed. Young men marched through the streets, singing the

Vandemataram song, which became the movement's theme song.

Rabindranath Tagore's Swadeshi songs, in fact, expressed the

people's distress and rage. On the same day, Ananda Mohan Bose

and Surendranath Benerjee addressed two massive mass meetings

attended by over 50,000 people. All of this naturally grew the

partition aggression into the Swadeshi Movement, which was

carried out in various parts of the country. The partition
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itself was attacked on many grounds– arguing against the

deliberate splitting up of the Bengali people, how it would

affect the social ties between different parts of Bengal,

curtail employment opportunities, possibly reduce educational

facilities by separating Calcutta from East Bengal, reduce

business for merchants and hurt the interests of the landlords

with land on both sides of the boundary.

The partition however could not be stopped. The moderate

methods came under scathing criticism. Sumit Sarkar points out

how the petitions lacked real sanctions. As in the past, matters

have been loudly protested but then quietly accepted.

Sumit Sarkar (The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal 1903-1908)

has put forward a fourfold classification of the various trends

within the Swadeshi movement -

● The Moderate phase

● Tagore‘s Atmashakti or self-reliance and self-development

without inviting an immediate political clash. Sarkar calls

this the phase of constructive Swadeshi.

● Political extremism using extended boycott or passive

resistance in addition to self-help efforts.

● Phase of Terrorism
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The four trends were not successive temporal stages and that

they may be found side by side with each other throughout the

Swadeshi age. But their relative importance varied greatly with

time. Thus mendicancy definitely dominated before 1905,

militancy became the most significant kind of political action

after 1908. The brief but fascinating intervening years saw the

first trials of the technique of passive resistance in India.

Thus it can be said that the first phase may be traced from

around December 1903 to July 1905 as a period of anti-partition

agitation. After July 1905, with the official announcement of

the partition, a mighty upsurge was set off which brought in

people and national leaders of all shades of opinion together.

Then onwards it was called the Swadeshi movement.

It grew in strength under the direction of various leaders.

Bal Gangadhar Tilak spread the progression throughout India,

notably in Pune and Bombay, and his famous epigram "Swaraj is my

birth right and I will have it" revolutionised the movement.

Bipin Chandra Pal's tour of the Madras Presidency, as well as

Aurobindo Ghosh's efforts, fueled the movement. The Calcutta

meeting of the Congress, held from December 26 to 29, 1908,

under the presidency of Dadabhai Naoroji, adopted the
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Vandemataram song as India's national anthem and Swaraj, or

self-government, as its goal. The Swadeshi resolution was

incorporated at this session by P. Anandacharlu, who

participated in the session from the Andhra Pradesh district of

Chittoor. Samitis, or associations, were founded in many places

to introduce and ignite public psyche, as well as to spread

Swadeshi ideals.

Swadeshi advocates advocated about the significance of

Swadeshi every day, stimulated the emergence of Swadeshi stores,

held community hearings, endorsed and encouraged indigenous

industry, and boycotted imported products. The swadeshi spirit

swept through Bengal in the 1890s. Tagore himself opened

Swadeshi Bhandar in 1897, Jogesh Chandra Chaudhuri established

the Indian stores in 1901, Sarala Devi‘s Lakshmi Bhandar came up

in 1903. The Bengal Chemicals was launched in 1893 by Prafulla

Chandra Ray. Satish Chandra Mukherji began publishing his

journal Dawn in 1897 and established the Dawn Society in 1902.

National education was becoming a reality with mufassil

schools, the Bengal National College and School (1906) and

Taraknath Palit‘s Society for the Promotion of Technical

Education. A National Council of Education was also set up in

1906. These institutions sought to combine ‗the traditional and
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the modern in a scheme for higher culture for a selected youth‘.

Tagore‘s experiments in Santiniketan are certainly noteworthy,

where nature and culture were to be linked by the bond of human

labour within the living tradition of creative practice.

As the anti-British movement grew in resilience, Lord

Minto, Curzon's successor, took punitive actions to stem the

tide of anti-British sentiment. Editors and printers were also

incarcerated in large numbers, and the Colonization Bill was

passed. Leaders such as Bipin Chandra Pal, were imprisoned in

1907 and 1908, and Tilak was sentenced to six years in prison.

Of course, the majority of them were soon released.

Protests were also organised against the Seditious Meetings

Act of 1907, which limited the right to hold public meetings in

order to stifle the movement. People all over the country were

outraged and protested. Giving Vandemataram slogans, throwing

stones at government agencies and possessions, and using abusive

language when Europeans passed by were some of the actions taken

by Indians to direct their displeasure and dissatisfaction with

the British regime. This was especially noticeable in the south.

When the Swadeshi and Boycott movements gained traction and took

various forms in different parts of the country, decisions were
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made not to import imported products, and campfires of overseas

garment were organised on September 22, 1908.

From mid-1908 there was a shift towards terroristic activities.

Sumit Sarkar terms this phase ‘terrorism‘ and not

‘revolutionary‘ or ‘militant nationalist‘ as what Bengal

witnessed was not armed uprisings of the plebian masses of

cities nor peasant based guerilla actions, but assassinations of

oppressive officers, spies and traitors, ‗swadeshi decoities‘ to

raise funds and occasional more grandiose plans for armed coups

based on infiltration into the Indian army and assistance from

Germany or Japan. The historically important distinction

according to Sarkar is not the use of violence but mass action

as contrasted to elite action.

By 1910, the Vandemataram and Swadeshi movements had lost

steam. Extremists in the Congress, such as Bal Gangadhar Tilak,

Bipin Chandra Pal, and Aurobindo, began to lose control of the

movement as well. And, with the Government's revocation of

Bengal's partition in 1911, the movement faded for the time

being until it resurfaced in a new form as the Home Rule

Movement, led by Annie Besant.
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Tracing the Footprint of the Swadeshi Movement

The Vandemataram and Swadeshi movement, with its

multidimensional activities and programs, was able to draw, for

the first time, large parts of society into active involvement

in contemporary nationalist politics and even larger sections

into the purview of contemporary political ideas. According to

Surendranath Banerjee, 1905 was one of the most noteworthy years

in Bengal's history. It would be an overstatement to state that

it was a watershed year, having a significant and far-reaching

impact on Bengal's social sphere and the nation's future. People

became more aware of their national identity as a result of the

movement. Swadeshi had a significant impact on society because

it made it possible to revitalise the weaving industry.

The national movement created a market for indigenous cloth

by boycotting British fabrics and instilling a love of Swadeshi.

This was apparent from a review of international trade in the

London Times in 1908. The world was in the grip of a severe

depression, which resulted in the closure of 540 mills in

Manchester alone, and the layoff of 4,00,000 workers. In India,

however, Bombay had to suffer greatly in 1904; some mills were
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only operational for a short time. That being said, since the

beginning of the Swadeshi-boycott movement, the mills all across

Bombay had been working constantly and were unable to increase

supply in 1908. This movement was responsible for averting

catastrophe at the Bombay mills in 1908. Despite the fact that

the entire manufacturing world was in a slump, the Bombay mills

were now secure in their position. This was mainly ascribed to

the country's Swadeshi–boycott movement.

The movement made significant inroads into society. Weavers

in many places attempted to revitalise their traditional

industry by obtaining cutting-edge technology in the field.

People and merchants in some areas boycotted foreign cloth in

favour of Indian cloth. This was primarily due to the impact of

the nationalists' Swadeshi campaign.

Swadeshi made its presence felt in the most phenomenal way

in the sphere of culture—literature, theatre, music and art. The

Bharat Mata established Abanindranath Tagore firmly as a

nationalist and as a creator of an Indian Style. The image was

originally conceived as Bangamata (Mother Bengal) and dedicated

to the entire nation.
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However, the biggest impact of the movement was that it led

to the reunification of the two parts of Bengal in face of

continuous political protests as well as to pacify the sentiment of

the Bengalis. The Oriya, Hindi, and Assamese areas were taken out of

the Bengal Presidency thus dividing the province this time on

linguistic ground instead of on religious ground.

The Swadeshi movement led the people to learn to challenge and

disobey the British government explicitly without fearing the

atrocities of the police and imprisonment. Even an ordinary man didn’t

shy away from showing his love and respect for his motherland and

resentment over the British rule. Rajat Ray calls this a ‘revolution‘

in the Bengal political society.
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CONCLUSION

The Success and Impact of the Swadeshi Movement is immeasurable

in the theatre of India’s national struggle. However, The

movement remained limited and restricted and was brought to a

sudden halt. As Amalesh Tripathi has said, the first large scale

movement in India “began with a bang but ended with a whimper.”

The great failure of the extremists was to inspire the

working class and the peasantry and depend too much on the

students and the magic of Hinduism. The students represented

youth and dream, vigour and selfless dedication but they had

little patience, less perseverance and no real economic roots.

They were a fleeting community, not a continuous entity. And the

Hindu fanfare alienated the most substantial minority. Boycott

had come and gone, swadeshi industries and national schools died

out, trade unions proved short lived, and most of the samitis

were crushed by the police with surprising ease. Most

importantly, a general lack of leadership was felt. The

extremists failed to build up a single coherent alternative
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leadership. Prof. Tripathi has argued that the effect of the

boycott on British imports has been inflated. Despite repeated

passionate calls for boycott, the import of commodities like

cotton goods, salt and sugar did increase.

In his enormously influential monograph on the Swadeshi

movement in Bengal, Sumit Sarkar has argued that as the first

nationalist mass-movement, Swadeshi was clearly a failure. This

is borne out by the fact that mass agitation had stopped by

1908, and anti-imperialist protest now took the form of

revolutionary acts of violence carried out by small groups of

educated young men. Mass politics would however reappear in a

more effective way under Gandhi’s leadership in the 1920s. In

fact, Gandhi went on to revive and give a new lease of life to

tactics like non-cooperation, passive resistance and civil

disobedience that had been the backbone of the Swadeshi

movement.

This may lead us to conclude that perhaps the

socio-political context wasn’t ripe for a successful mass

movement in 1905. One might even argue that the tactics and

lessons learnt during the Swadeshi movement paved the way for

future successful mass politics in a later stage of the national

movement, especially the movements that were led by Gandhi. The

Swadeshi Movement was also successful in its goal of revoking
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the Partition, and perhaps no other phase of India‘s national

movement can boast of cultural accompaniments as rich as

swadeshi.
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Introduction 
 
 
 
The Swadeshi movement of Bengal (1905-1908) is seen as an important historical 

event in the episodic narrative of the Indian Nationalist Movement, which takes 

the story forward to its eventual climax in 1947. Lord Curzon’s unpopular 

decision to partition the province of Bengal in 1905, led to this popular 

movement, which was organized around the effective use of ‘swadeshi’ and 

‘boycott’ as methods of agitation, under Extremist leadership. The subsequent 

unification of Bengal in 1911 came to be regarded as a marker of the movement’s 

success. 

. 

The Partition Of Bengal 
 

The decision to partition the large province of Bengal (undivided Bengal, Orissa, 

Assam and Bihar), avowedly for greater administrative convenience, was one 

that had been worked on by H. H. Risley (Secretary to Government of India, 

1903) and Fraser  

(Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal, 1903), and finally sanctioned by Curzon, the 

Viceroy.  

But as rightly suspected by nationalist leaders of Bengal, Curzon had distinct 

political  

motives behind this move, which were clearly stated in the run-up to the 

partition on 16 October, 1905. 

By the turn of the century, the figure of the upper caste, Hindu, Bengali 

bhadralok had  

become an object of derision for many sections of British opinion. He was 

ridiculed for his ‘mimicry’ of British lifestyle and his alienation from the poor of 

his own country, whose interests he claimed to represent. He was constructed as 

weak and effeminate, and his political activism was trivialized as cunning 

‘intrigue’. This reaction undoubtedly masked colonial anxiety about the tenor of 

the nationalist agitation in Bengal. The partition, it was hoped, would prevent the 

consolidation of the ‘Bengali element’ in the province, by dividing the Bengali-

speaking areas. Moreover, the partition would separate Muslim-majority areas 

of Assam and eastern Bengal from the rest of the province, which was largely 



 

 

Hindu. This would isolate and undermine the ‘Hindu nationalist agitation’ in the 

politically active eastern districts by uniting the Muslims of eastern Bengal, who 

had been “inactive so far”.The government may not have anticipated an 

organized and sustained reaction to their  

decision, because they were familiar with the severe limitations of Moderate 

politics. But the partition of Bengal came at the end of twenty years of 

disappointingly unsuccessful agitation by the Congress, increasing 

disillusionment with the pace and style of Moderate politics, and a growing 

dislike of Viceroy Curzon who had already tried to increase official control over 

universities, curb press freedom and reduce the elected element in the Calcutta 

Corporation. The partition offered a context for all these discontents to come to 

the fore and was used as an opportunity by Extremist leaders to consolidate and 

demonstrate their politics and effect decisive changes in the working of the 

Congress by assuming a new dominance within it.  

What colonial authorities did not realize was that Bengali speaking people had 

enjoyed a sort of cultural unity and autonomy since pre-British times, a unity 

that had been enhanced by the efflorescence of Bengali literature in the 19th 

century, within the bhadralok milieu. Therefore in 1905, an invocation to one’s 

Bengali linguistic identity provided a broad, tenuous, over-arching sense of unity 

to a movement that contained highly diverse groups and interests. 

Fig- Lord Curzon 

 

 



 

 

Positive self-development or ‘constructive 

swadeshi’ 
 

Swadeshi referred to a politics of building national self-reliance through 

constructive  

work, seen as a necessary pre-condition to ultimately and effectively challenging 

British rule. It was an initial reaction to the ineffectiveness of Moderate 

‘mendicancy’, and was mostly introspective and non-political. ‘Constructive 

Swadeshi’ included a positive programme of setting-up of Swadeshi enterprises, 

spreading vernacular education and social work in the countryside, and reaching 

out to the masses through traditional folk institutions like the mela.  

Much of this argument about self-reliance was derived from the works of 

Moderates like Naoroji, R. C. Dutt and Gokhale who had drawn connections 

between India’s forced dependence on British manufactures and its poverty. 

Extremist leaders duly  

acknowledged the Moderates for this intellectual debt. People like Tilak in 

Maharashtra and Lala Lajpat Rai in Punjab were working towards building 

‘atmasakti’ since the 1890s. But it acquired a new lease of life within the 

movement, and Rabindranath  

Tagore and a quiet school teacher from Barisal, Aswini Kumar Dutta, were 

crucial  

proponents of this form of agitation that stressed patient reform and growth 

before  

concerted political action was undertaken. 

 

 

 

Swadeshi enterprise 
 

 

 

Swadeshi as a form of agitation was directly derived from the indictment of 

British  

colonialism by leaders like Naoroji, R. C. Dutt, Digby and Ranade. Their 

writings  



 

 

produced an optimism that economic regeneration would be the solution to all 

social ills that plagued the colony. The swadeshi programme developed along two 

lines – of  

reviving traditional crafts that had been destroyed by competition from British 

goods and of building indigenous industrial enterprise on modern western lines. 

Such attempts had started early, and the notable initial efforts in this regard 

were Prafullachandra Ray’s  

Bengal Chemicals started in 1893, and Rabindranath Tagore’s Swadeshi 

Bhandar in  

1897. But after 1905, swadeshi was popularized with a new energy and sense of  

purpose. Volunteer organizations or samitis would promote swadeshi sales 

through  

shops, exhibitions along the lines of the traditional Hindu mela and cost-price 

hawking.The revival of Indian crafts and a rise in demand created by the 

Swadeshi movement did provide an important stimulus to handloom-weaving, a 

sector which had been all but destroyed. Educated young men were taught the 

art of weaving and the fly shuttle loom was popularized through training centres. 

There was also a partial revival of silk-weaving in Murshidabad and Pabna. The 

programme of reviving indigenous crafts fit rather well within an ideological 

agenda of cultural revival. While Moderate leaders in their critique of colonial 

economic exploitation, had envisaged a modern industrial growth trajectory for 

the country, revivalist trends within the movement were derived out of a critique 

of the evils of the western industrial model of growth and therefore rejected 

western-style development. Instead, they encouraged building upon traditional 

forms of production – small scale units based on family labour. 

Amongst the larger-scale industrial enterprises, textile mills like the Mohini Mills 

of  

Kushtia, The Calcutta Weaving Company, the Tripura Company etc. made 

important  

contributions. Developments also took place in the leather industry as Dr. 

Nilratan Sircar founded the National Tannery, where new technologies of 

tanning were introduced. A number of consumer articles were developed in 

swadeshi enterprises – soap, matches, cheap cigarettes, buttons, candles, paper 

and sugar, but for machinery such industries had to depend on imported iron 

and steel, although the beginnings of an iron and steelindustry had been made in 

the Sibpur Iron Works, in 1867. The focus soon shifted from industrial 

production to banking, insurance and inland trade. The opening of the Bengal 

National Bank in 1908, the National Insurance Company in 1906 and the 

establishment of the Bengal Steam Navigation Company in 1905 by Muslim 

merchants, gave tremendous impetus to the project of self-reliance advocated by 



 

 

the Swadeshi movement. However, while the achievements of swadeshi were 

significant, it made only a marginal dent on the hold of British capital, and didn’t 

even venture close to fulfilling the dream of self-sufficient industrial growth. 

 

Furthermore, coupled with boycott, the focus of the movement remained 

confined to  

discouraging people from using British consumer goods by reasserting the 

importance of indigenous tastes and austere living. Thus, the movement also 

became a symbolic attack on the Bengali elite which had embraced western 

lifestyles and tastes. 

Unfortunately, swadeshi came with its own set of problems. The products of 

swadeshi  

enterprises were expensive and of poor quality. For instance, the coarse cloth 

produced was unaffordable for the common man, unless cheaper imported yarn 

had been used in its manufacture. Additionally, many people were coerced by 

Swadeshi volunteers to buy indigenous goods and volunteers also had to check 

excessive profiteering. These complex questions were raised by Rabindranath 

Tagore in his novel ‘Ghare Baire’.  

Ultimately, swadeshi and boycott, as modes of agitation seemed to have 

benefitted the  

small bourgeoisie over all others, and tended to foreclose leadership roles for the 

poor,  

as it placed those with adequate capital at the forefront of the movement. 

Fig - Prafulla Chandra Roy 

 

National education 



 

 

The other aspect of this programme was the building up of a parallel and 

independent  

system of ‘national education’, which used vernacular languages, instead of 

English, as the medium of communication. Early nationalists had welcomed the 

spread of western education through English, initiated on a limited scale by the 

British government.  

 

However, the Swadeshi movement was more closely associated with an Extremist  

criticism of this system, because it neglected vernacular languages and 

‘indigenous  

values’ in education. Some sections of the leadership attacked English education 

because they believed it cultivated subservience to British authority in the minds 

of students.  

Thus, the programme of ‘indigenous education’ was also tied up with 

encouraging more radical forms of politics. Sometimes a critique of western 

education took the form of a simplistic desire to return to the early ‘tols’ 

complete with their system of caste-restrictions within education. This was seen 

in the Hindu Hitarthi Vidyalaya, 1845 and Satishchandra Mukherjee’s Bhagavat 

Chatuspathi, 1895. Rabindranath’s Shantiniketan  

had also started on similar revivalist lines, but later broadened its vision and 

became  

Viswabharati, a progressive university. For Tagore, educational reform was a 

crucial form of political activism in itself, because it would ensure that the 

movement reaches the masses.However, not all aspects of this programme were 

revivalist. A number of national institutions were set up to encourage technical 

education and this indicated an  

acknowledgement of the importance of western science and technical knowhow 

within education. A National Council of Education was set up in Calcutta in 1906 

which designed primary, secondary and collegiate courses, which would combine 

literary and scientific education with technical training. The most important 

educational institution of the movement was the BengalNationalCollege and 

School, 1906, with Aurobindo Ghosh as its principal. However, what is most 

noteworthy is the proliferation of national schools in districts and mofussil areas. 

These schools were far more politically active than those of Calcutta and caused 

great anxiety to the government as well. Aswini Kumar Dutta, a school-teacher 

of Barisal, for instance, through consistent social-work built up a strong mass-

following for the Swadeshi-boycott movement in his district.The programme of 

national education wasn’t as idyllic as one might have hoped. Most of the grants 

from the National Council was concentrated in Calcutta and didn’t find their 

into the mofussil schools. The leaders in the council were also fearful of police 



 

 

repression and thus, curbed grants to institutions that were suspected of having 

links with samitis or revolutionary organizations. For the similar reasons, the 

mofussil schools, which were politically active, also lost out on funding. Since the 

knowledge of English determined employment opportunities, vernacular 

languages were used only in the early  

school years, and the use of English dominated higher education. Furthermore, 

the  

project of ‘national education’ tended to neglect primary education, where it 

could have contributed decisively. Instead the Council busied itself with setting 

up a parallel  

university, which met with very little success as no Indian-owned national college 

broke ties with the Calcutta University. 

 

 

 

Fig-Tagore,Gandhi,Kasturba Gandhi in Shantiniketan(1940) 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

Fig- Ashwini Kumar Dutta 

 

 

Boycott and passive resistance  
In some ways, ‘constructive swadeshi’ followed from the more popular form of 

agitation – the boycott of British goods, which had a greater symbolic than real 

impact on the use of British goods. Manchester piece goods, Liverpool salt and 

foreign sugar were the main targets. While the boycott of sugar was quite 

unsuccessful and most other imports were marginally affected, sharp dips were 

noticed in the import of cotton cloth, apparel, tobacco and liquor. However, 1907 

was also a period of depression in world trade against which we need to qualify 

the evidence of a fall in imports. Boycott was carried on by strong volunteer 

groups or samitis which used picketing and social ostracism to enforce it. Its 

success was sometimes limited because indigenous substitutes were not available 

in adequate supply and they were often much more expensive than British goods.  

 

Extremist agitation led by Bipin Chandra Pal and Aurobindo Ghosh propagated 

complete political independence as their goal for the first time, and their 

agitational techniques were directed towards decisively ending British rule in 

India. While never ruling out a possible violent struggle to this end in the near 



 

 

future, they used ‘passive resistance’ asa method to ensure mass participation in 

the nationalist agitation, which had been, thus far, an elite preserve.  

 

Passive resistance meant an extension of boycott beyond British goods to include 

the  

boycott of schools and colleges, law courts, government service and legislative 

posts.  

According to Pal, it entailed a refusal to render any service to the British 

government.  

Passive resistance worked through the new organizational format of samitis that  

undertook active propaganda through songs and jatras on religious festivals, 

magic- 

lantern marches, social work during epidemics and famines, the setting up of 

swadeshi  

crafts, schools and arbitration courts, and social boycott of those who refused to 

heed  

their exhortations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Revolutionary terrorism 
 

Inspite of having developed techniques of mass agitation, the Swadeshi 

movement never became a successful mass movement, and by 1908 young elite 

nationalists turned to revolutionary terrorism instead. This revolutionary 

activity was not undertaken by organized groups but by young men who would 

commit individual acts of heroism in an attempt to arouse others to emulate their 

example. They undertook assassinations of colonial officials and ‘swadeshi 

dacoities’ to raise funds for their agitation.Physical and moral training was part 

of conspiratorial ‘secret societies’ that operated through akharas or gymnasia 

from the 1860s and 70s. Such societies proliferated by the turn of the century, 

and the Midnapur Secret Society, the Atmonnyati Samiti and the Anushilan 

Samiti (founded by Pramatha Mitra) were all founded in 1902. By 1905 akharas 

mushroomed all over Bengal, recruiting and training young men in revolutionary 

action. Militant nationalists often dominated the working of Swadeshi samitis, 



 

 

like those of Dacca and Midnapur. Important leaders who translated this 

militant theory into action include Barindrakumar Ghosh, Upendranath Banerji 

and Hemchandra Kanungo.  

Aurobindo and Charuchandra Dutta started the revolutionary weekly Yugantar 

in 1906. Khudiram Basu and Prafulla Chaki, the early martyrs of this period 

came to occupy legendary positions within the collective memory of the 

nationalist struggle in Bengal.One must remember, however, that militant 

nationalism in the period between 1905 and 1908 was strongly Hindu revivalist in 

its tone and rhetoric, and most of this activity remained confined to very elite 

young men. While they tried to forge alternative routes to freedom from the 

British, the nature of their movement evoked heavy repression from the 

government. Nevertheless, revolutionary terrorism survived beyond its humble 

roots in the Swadeshi movement, and continued as a distinct form of nationalist 

agitation till the 1930 

 

 

 
 
 

Limitations of the Swadeshi movement 
 
 
 



 

 

● Gap between the elite and the masses 

 
Sumit Sarkar’s The Swadeshi Movement in Bengal 1903-1908, gives us the most  

exhaustive historical survey of the movement, and his arguments have come to  

dominate most scholarship on the issue. One of issues that Sarkar is preoccupied 

with is the failure of the mass agitation to turn into a full-fledged mass 

movement, of the kind we see later under Gandhi’s leadership. This difference in 

the success of mass  

mobilization during Swadeshi and under Gandhi is particularly interesting since 

many  

Gandhian techniques of agitation were anticipated during the Swadeshi 

movemement. 

What stands out most, as an inadequacy in the movement, is the superficial 

relationship between the elite leadership and the masses. The early Moderate 

leadership was almost averse to mass participation in the nationalist movement, 

and believed that the educated elite were the ‘natural leaders’ of society. 

Extremist leaders however, wanted to arouse mass support and participation for 

their agitation, and fell out with the Moderates over this issue. In fact the success 

of techniques like boycott and passive resistance was predicated on mass 

participation. However, in spite of having developed effective techniques, the 

Swadeshi movement could not transcend its elite character, an extension of its 

elite leadership. 

 

● Techniques of mass agitation 
Swadeshi leaders took to speaking and writing in vernacular languages, 

leaders like Pal and Surendranath Banerji toured the countryside to make 

speeches, samitis carried on constructive social work in periods of famine 

and epidemics – much of this was directed to popularizing the movement 

amongst the masses. Virulent campaigns were carried out both in the 

English and vernacular press as well as through periodical journals and 

pamphlets, where the issue of poverty was regularly taken up for 

discussion by the intelligentsia that contributed to these. To reach out to 

uneducated masses songs, plays, jatras, melas, patriotic festivals and rites 

like raksha-bandhan were used to spread the swadeshi spirit. But most of 

this cultural discourse was couched in a strongly Hindu-revivalist 

vocabulary, which, it was believed, would have greater appeal for stirring 

the  



 

 

imagination of the masses. Bipin Chandra Pal, in the context of village-

work, said:“patriotism must be converted into a religion, with its own 

symbols, images, vows and ceremonies”. 

 

 

● Ineffectiveness of the mass programme and alienation of 

the Masses 
Extremist leaders seem to have assumed that religious rhetoric would draw in 

the  

masses while the ‘high’ politics of logical arguments about economic issues would 

only appeal to elite groups. This supposition was possibly a flawed one and what 

in fact seems to have been missing in the leadership’s vision of mass participation 

was any genuine incorporation of the economic grievances of the peasantry, and 

contact with the countryside remained confined to humanitarian work by samitis 

and national volunteers.While a number of labour strikes in Bengal coincided 

and occasionally intersected with the Swadeshi movement, except for a few 

leaders like Aswinicoomar Banerji, most others had, at best, a tenuous 

relationship with workers’ protests, when they did not actively criticize them 

.The reason for this distance may be sought in the fact that many Congress 

nationalist leaders themselves had interests in land and industrial production, 

and focusing on the condition of the peasantry or labour would mean 

empowering them to recognize the relationship of subservience they had with 

Indian employers or landlords as well. The techniques of boycott and swadeshi 

also tended to alienate the poor. Only the affluent could set up swadeshi 

enterprises, and this discouraged the emergence of a leadership from amongst 

the masses. The boycott of British goods meant that the poor were often forced to 

buy indigenous goods which were far more expensive. Moreover, the recalcitrant 

were punished through social ostracism enforced through the use of mechanisms 

of power inherent in traditional caste hierarchies in the countryside. 

● Muslim elite politics 
The more tragic result of Hindu revivalist politics was the alienation of Muslims 

and a  

parallel development of revivalist and separatist movements among them. 

Orthodox,  

revivalist trends in Islam represented by the Wahabis and Deobandis were being  

preached by maulvis in the countryside, supported by Nawab Salimullah of 

Dacca. Sir  

Syed Ahmed Khan stood for a different sort of elite Muslim politics which 

encouraged loyalism amongst educated Muslims to garner greater employment 



 

 

in the colonial government. Differential treatment meted out to the elites of both 

communities by the   

colonial government created a hostile and competitive situation. The partition of 

Bengal, part of such divisive politics practiced by the colonial state, held out the 

prospect of a Muslim-majority province where educated Muslims would enjoy 

greater privileges, and this idea appealed to some sections of the Muslim 

educated elite. 
 
 
 

Cultural swadeshi 
 
After a thorough enumeration of the limitations of the movement, it seems 

difficult to  

fathom why it continues to be such a celebrated episode in Indian history. As we 

have  

mentioned earlier, the Swadeshi movement was crucial because it helped imagine 

the  

nation as a cultural category, which would then be mobilized in a political 

movement  

against imperialist Britain. The Bengali elite was in search of a national identity. 

As it  

became clear that nationalism could only flourish after a complete breach with 

the British had been achieved, this search invariably led some of them to revive 

pre-British traditional religious or linguistic loyalties. 

Therefore this period was uniquely characterized by a dynamic intellectual and 

cultural efflorescence. This cultural upsurge articulated itself in literature, 

theatre, songs, poetry,art and contained within it the tensions of the age and a 

desire to explore indigenous artistic and aesthetic traditions. Besides the 

numerous essays that were written in newspapers and journals on the theme of 

swadeshi, Rabindranath Tagore’s novels Goraand Ghare-Baire are seen as 

critical literary material to grasp the complexities of the age. An interest in folk 

traditions and Bengal’s literary history was also revived. In Thakurmar Jhuli, 

for instance,Dakshinaranjan Mitra Majumdar compiled numerous fairy tales. 

Historical and scientific research progressed in the colleges burgeoning with 

bright young graduates. Akshay Kumar Maitra wrote biographies of 



 

 

Sirajoddoula and Mir Kasim and founded the journal Aitihasik Chitra and the 

Varendra Research Society. The scientific achievements of P. C. Ray and J. C. 

Bose’s discoveries in Plant Response Became the source of great patriotic 

pride.Indian art in the late 19th century had come to be characterized by 

Victorian naturalism. However, artists like Abanindranath Tagore, 

Rabindranath tagore and Nandalal Bose made a conscious break from Western 

aesthetics by borrowing from Japanese artists and exploring indigenous Mughal, 

Rajput and Ajanta  

traditions. A lot of this art was also often overtly political in content. 

 
Fig- Bharat Mata by Abanindranath Tagore 
 



 

 

 
Fig- Portrait of a Lady by Rabindranath Tagore 

 
Fig- Radha's Viraha by Nandalal Bose 



 

 

Conclusion 
The social composition of the Swadeshi movement was such that it belies easy  

characterization on the basis of class. While sympathy from zamindars or 

landlords was much talked about, it was the mid-level tenure holder who was 

more active. Historian R. P. Dutt has argued that Swadeshi was reflective of the 

grievances of the petty bourgeoisie, but Sarkar has shown that trading 

communities and the industrial  

bourgeoisie were in fact indifferent or hostile to the movement. The movement 

did  

belong to the Bengali middle class, but this middle class had no links with 

capitalist  

industry or agriculture, unlike its British counterpart. The only element that 

distinguished the early nationalist leadership was western education, and 

consequently their attraction to nationalist ideology. The category of bhadralok 

was therefore more of a social category referring to men of education rather than 

a particular class and yet they were mostly well-off. Their nationalist ideology 

was one which sought to reach out to the masses, but its limitations were 

determined by their class position, and that constituted the failure of the 

movement. 

 

In his enormously influential monograph on the Swadeshi movement in Bengal, 

Sumit  

Sarkar has argued that as the first nationalist mass-movement, Swadeshi was 

clearly a  

failure. This is borne out by the fact that mass agitation had stopped by 1908, 

and anti- 

imperialist protest now took the form of revolutionary acts of violence carried 

out by  

small groups of educated young men. Mass politics would however reappear in a 

more  

effective way under Gandhi’s leadership in the 1920s. In fact, Gandhi went onto 

revive and give a new lease of life to tactics like non-cooperation, passive 

resistance and civil disobedience that had been the backbone of the Swadeshi 

movement. This may lead us to conclude that perhaps the socio-political context 

wasn’t ripe for a successful mass movement in 1905. One might even argue that 

the tactics and lessons learnt during the Swadeshi movement paved the way for 

future successful mass politics in a later stage of the national movement. 
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Introduction  

With the emergence of various associations at national, provincial and district level 

and the growing awareness about country's situation, an idea of an idealistic country 

drew a heavy favour amongst the majority which helped in strengthening the 

National Movement that was taking place since the formation of the Indian National 

Congress in 1885. The changes introduced by the British in the administrative, 

judicial, economic and intellectual life of the country also prepared the ground for 

the rise of a new class of restless and dynamic leaders. The latter gave the needed 

leadership to the movement. The constitutional agitation through petitions which 

they began since 1885, of course, gradually yielded place to a new aggressive 

demand for political privileges from early twentieth century, more particularly from 

1905. With the discontent and disillusionment among the people coupled with the 

partition of Bengal moved them for an unprecedented struggle for freedom from 

foreign yoke in the twentieth century. The Swadeshi movement emerged  as an 

agitation against the Bengal partition in 1905, which Lord Curzon had designed as a 

means of destroying political opposition in Bengal province.  

 

Partition of Bengal and the Miscalculations 

The British Government of India on July 9th, 1905 announced that the Bengal 

Presidency would be divided into two with effect from October 16th , 1905. The 

outward argument in favour of this was administrative consideration, lightening the 

administrative burden upon Bengal. But, the real motive was to curb the growth of 

national feeling in the politically advanced Bengal by driving a wedge between the 

Bengali speaking Hindus and the Muslims and destroying the solidarity of 78 million 

Bengalis by dividing them into two blocks. It was a master plan of Viceroy Curzon 

to destroy the nascent nationalism of which Bengal had become the nerve centre. 

The partitioning of the homogeneous Bengali speaking area led to outburst of public 

indignation all over Bengal. It was opposed by the various sections of the society. 

The officials, the educated Muslims and the Muslim peasantry of Bengal condemned 

the partition of Bengal from the outset. Even the Indian National Congress opposed 

this division and passed resolutions against it at its meetings.The Curzonian scheme 

to partition Bengal took a concrete shape gradually from the time the Viceroy wrote 
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his minute on Temtorial Redistribution on 1 June, 1903 to the day the final scheme 

of division was despatched to the home authorities in London for sanction on 2 

February, 1905. On 19 July, 1905 the Government of India announced its decision 

to form the new province of "Eastern Bengal and Assam", comprising the 

Chittagong, Dacca and Rajshahi divisions, Hill Tippera (Tripura), Malda and Assam. 

The province came into existence on 16 October, 1905, by breaking up Bengal and 

its 41.5 million Bengali speaking people. 

 

 

 

While dividing Bengal Curzon and his men made their own calculations about the 

kind of resistance, they may have to face. They knew about the worries of the ‘babus'  

in Eastern Bengal over the prospect of clerical jobs. They were also aware of the 

difficulty the Bengali Zamindars (having estates in both eastern and western parts) 

had to face over the increased expenses for engaging two sets of agents and pleaders. 

They also knew how Calcutta nationalists might feel disturbed on account of the loss 

of a considerable portion of their audience and following. But they expected all of 

this to subside in course of time, or at the most, to lead for a while only to protest 

meetings and processions that could easily be tolerated and ignored. The 

Government had no idea whatsoever of the stormy political movement which the 

Partition would cause, breaking it away from traditional ways of respectful 

resentment, generating unprecedented militancy and turning it rapidly into a battle 

for swaraj (self- rule). The authorities grossly underestimated the Bengali dislike for 

Mahatma Gandhi Using the Charkha  

(Source : 

https://pcsstudies.com/tag/main-

motive-for-the-partition-of-bengal/ ) 



 

 

5 

authoritarianism which had been produced among them by their long history of 

virtual independence from nominal central powers. 

 

The Era and Impact of Swadeshi Movement  

The partition was a turning point in the history of Bengal. The birth of intense 

national feeling caused reverberations throughout India. A strong wave of protest 

movements was launched in Bengal to pressurize the Government to annul the 

partition. From 1903, the partition proposals became publicly known. So, during the 

1903-1905 period, moderate techniques of petitions, memorandum, speeches, public 

meetings and press campaigns held full sway. But despite the widespread protests, 

the decision to partition Bengal was announced on 19th July, 1905.The Congress 

leadership then made the final proclamation of the Swadeshi Movement on 7th 

August 1905, in a meeting held at the Calcutta Town Hall. Then in the same year, 

the Annual Congress Session, which took place at Banaras took up the Swadeshi call 

under the presidentship of Gopal Krishna Gokhale.The people were urged to boycott 

foreign cloth and the shops selling foreign goods were picketed. The Ganpati and 

Shivaji festivals popularized by Tilak became a medium of Swadeshi propaganda. 

People tied rakhis on each other's hand as a symbol of unity of two halves of 

Bengal.Rabindra Nath Tagore also made huge contribution in the movement. He 

made public speeches, wrote essays, short stories, poems inspiring the Bengali mind. 

His patriotic songs swayed the Bengali heart, touching a chord within and filling 

them with love and pride for their country.  

 

Mahatma Gandhi Marching with his 

followers  

(Source : 

https://www.indiatoday.in/education-

today/gk-current-affairs/story/cbse-

class-12-history-crashcourse-non-

cooperation-movement-1435748-

2019-01-21 ) 

https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/cbse-class-12-history-crashcourse-non-cooperation-movement-1435748-2019-01-21
https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/cbse-class-12-history-crashcourse-non-cooperation-movement-1435748-2019-01-21
https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/cbse-class-12-history-crashcourse-non-cooperation-movement-1435748-2019-01-21
https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/cbse-class-12-history-crashcourse-non-cooperation-movement-1435748-2019-01-21
https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/cbse-class-12-history-crashcourse-non-cooperation-movement-1435748-2019-01-21
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Women came out of their homes for the first time and joined processions and 

picketing. During the movement, even the moderate leaders like Surendranath 

Banerjee toured the country urging the people to unite and boycott British made 

goods. The partition took effect on 16th October, 1905. On this day, people fasted 

and no fires were lit at the cooking hearth. In Calcutta, 'hartal' was declared. On this 

day, Anand Mohan Bose and Surendranath Banerjee addressed two huge mass 

meetings. However, the partition instead of dividing and weakening the Bengalis, 

further united them through the anti-partition agitation. The Curzon administration 

had ignored the emerging Bengali identity which cut across narrow interest groups, 

class, as well as regional barriers. The famines and epidemics of the 1890s had also 

shattered the faith in the providential British connection. The narrowing 

opportunities for the educated Bengalis, the rising prices fuelled by bad harvests 

made life miserable for the middle-class. At this juncture, the partition instead of 

dividing the Bengali society, brought into existence a swadeshi coalition by further 

consolidating the political alliance between the Calcutta leaders and their east 

Bengali followers, which according to Rajat Ray, was "nothing less than a revolution 

in the political structure of Bengal society." 

 

 

Conclusion  

Swadeshi movement marked a total reversal of the earlier nationalist approach of 

“petitioning and praying" to the Raj for concessions, as well as a virtual rejection of 

the moderate political programme. It set before the Indian people the goal of Swaraj 

or Independence and committed them to the task of doing away with Britain's 

imperialist stranglehold over India. For attainment of swaraj, it chartered out for the 

nation the path of "passive resistance" or civil disobedience of British authority, and 

relegated constitutionalism to a secondary position. The success of such resistance 

being conditional on extensive participation of the masses, the Swadeshi movement 

struggled hard to gain a popular base, and, despite, its failure to become a full-

fledged mass upsurge, it nevertheless succeeded in leaving behind for the posterity 
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the ideal of wide-spread mass struggle. With all these, and also with its scheme for 

"constructive swadeshi", the movement clearly anticipated the Gandhian mass 

struggles of the post-first world war period. Barring the principle of non-violence, 

Gandhi’s inspiring call from 1920 onwards for achieving swaraj through "non-

cooperation," "civil disobedience" and "constructive programme" resembled closely 

with "boycott", "passive resistance" and "constructive swadeshi" of the Bengali 

political scenario preached and practised fifteen years ago. The Swadeshi movement 

had put-up the stiffest Indian resistance to the Government of an arch-imperialist 

like Curzon, and after  his departure from India in November 1905, to the succeeding 

Government of Minto. It came a contributing factor in the resignation of Fuller, the 

Lieutenant Governor of East Bengal and Assam, in August 1906, and forced the 

authorities eventually to annul the partition and re-unify Bengal in 191 1. However 

there were hardly its major achievements in the larger nation-wide context. Its chief 

success lay in giving Indian nationalism a new imaginative direction, and in raising 

the state of nationalist unrest to the high plane of bitter anti-imperialist struggle. It 

also successfully left its deep marks on the cultural and intellectual activities of 

Bengal; with their fallouts spread over different parts of the country. Apart from a 

rich crop of patriotic compositions, playwritings and dramatic performances, it 

generated the Bengal School of Painting under the leadership of Rabindranath 

Tagore, kindled scientific enquiries under the supervision of Jagadish Chandra Bose 

and Prafulla Chandra Roy, revived interest in the folk traditions through the labours 

of Dinesh Chandra Sen and invigorated historical research with the help of the 

findings of Rakhaldas Bane ji, Hariprasad Shastri and several other noblemen. 
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Introduction 

 

Pic1- Map showing the Partition of India 

      In August, 1947 the British quit their Indian empire, dividing it into two nations. As a part of 

that historic division, Bengal and the Punjab, the largest provinces of British India in which 

Muslims were a majority, were partitioned between the successor state of India and Pakistan. 

Roughly 2/3rd of the territory of Bengal was carved out to create the province of the East Bengal 

in Pakistan. 

          Bengal’s partition in 1947 had enormous consequences of partition for West Bengal and 

for independent India. The political partition of India caused one of the great human convulsions 

of history. Never before or since have so many people exchanged their homes so quickly. In 

space of about two months, about 12million people moved between the new, truncated India and 

the two wings- East and West of the newly created Pakistan. 

          Urvashi Butalia is seen commenting that when we look for materials written on Partition, 

there is no dearth of it, and if they were believed then the Partition was something that happened 

in the August of 1947 and was preceded by a series of events. She adds, that the ‘history’ of 
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Partition seemed to lie only in the political developments. The other aspect- like what happened 

to the millions of people who had to live through this time, how families were divided, how 

friendships endured across borders, how people coped with the trauma etc, find little reflection in 

written history. However modern research does focus of this aspect. 

          In this project, thus, we shall focus on the Bengal experience of the partition with a little 

backstory of the political background of the event.  

 

Political Backdrop of The Partition 

                                                       

          Pic2- Cyril Radcliff                                                                        Pic3- Radcliff Line 

            As freedom came with the pain of Partition, the immediate concern for everyone was Sir 

Cyril Radcliff who had no experience of India and was entrusted with the responsibility of 

drawing the international boundary within a short span of time The deciding factor would of 

course be religious demography of each district, but other factors such as rivers, administrative 

units, economic viability, railway and road connections etc. were all taken into consideration. 
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The Hindus, Muslim prevented their case, but the Sikhs complicated the situation as they were 

scattered throughout the region, and demanded that all the holy shrines should be in India. 

          Rational decisions were sacrificed for considerations and boundary lines were drawn 

hastily, which left many people unhappy. West Punjab which went to Pakistan received 62,000 

square miles of territory and with 15,800,900 people of which the maximum were Muslims. East 

Punjab remained in India with 37,000 square miles of area and 72,600,000 people, of which 

4,375,000 were Muslims. 

         In the east, West Bengal, that remained in India got 28,000 square miles and East Bengal 

which would constitute as East Pakistan received 49,400 square miles. Following a referendum 

in July 1947, the district of Sylhet was transferred from Assam to East Bengal and the district of 

Khulna which with a Muslim population of 49.3% was given to Pakistan for no apparent reason, 

as were the primarily tribal regions of Chittagong Hill Tracts. On the other hand, largely 

populated Muslim majority areas of Malda, Nadia and Murshidabad were added to West 

Bengal.  

      Shekhar Bandhyopadhyay opines that freedom had different meanings for different people 

in the subcontinent. To the political elite of Pakistan, Partition itself was freedom, that is, 

freedom from the political dominance of Hindu majority. In India- while a few rejoiced the 

arrival of freedom, others- the refugees and the minorities paid the heaviest price. As long 

caravans of thousands of refugees began their uncertain journeys across the borders, rival groups 

took revenge on one another. 
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Bengal Experience 

 

Pic4- Overcrowded train transferring refugees during the partition of India,1947. 

         The partition of the subcontinent into India and Pakistan on the basis of religious divide, 

left millions of Hindus, Sikhs and Muslims on the ‘wrong’ side of the fence and led to an exodus 

unparalleled. Joya Chatterjee opines that the experience of Bengal refugees, is a subject that 

still has to engage the growing community of scholars who study refugees in other places.  

 

Pic5- Vultures and corpses in the street of Calcutta, 1946 

 

          In the new state of West Bengal, the Muslims were reduced from a ruling majority to a 

vulnerable minority. Conversely, in East Bengal, the 11 million Hindus became a part of 
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independent Pakistan. What made this a fearsome vivisection was the memory of the recent 

slaughter of Hindus by thousands in Noakhali and Tippera and the murderous riots in Calcutta. 

Every individual and every family of Hindus in East Bengal and Muslims of West Bengal had to 

make this choice.  

        In East Bengal, most of the stronghold was with the Hindu chieftains who belonged to 

higher class whether Brahman or Kayasthas who lived mainly around Barisal, Dacca and 

Bikrampur. But most Hindus, perhaps a million from these regions belonged to much lower 

status, namely the Namasudra, Pods and Jalia Kaibartas. In other regions of Rangpur, Dinajpur, 

the Rajbangshis, and Santhals, the Chakmas in Chittagong Hill Tracts, Tippera and 

Mymensigh were in considerable numbers. Most of these were returned as Hindus in 1941 

census, even though their place in the Hindu caste was quite tenuous.   

              In contrast to Punjab’s post-partition killings the violence in East Bengal was much 

contained. Nevertheless, Hindus in East Bengal, [ perhaps two million] fled to West Bengal in 

threat of violence and also because of the Noakhali and Tippera riots of 1946 and Khulna riots 

of 1950. But Joya Chatterjee maintains that the people left East Bengal for variety of reasons 

and not just because of violence. At the end of a study of refugees in Nadia state stories about 

how Muslims stole their harvest, cow and goats. Thus, she opines those subtler forms of 

discrimination and sometimes general malaise about the new dispensation were enough to 

persuade some Hindus to pack and leave. 

        Most of the East Bengal bhadraloks had somewhere to go to in West Bengal: they had 

property, owned ‘town houses’ and had relatives who could give shelter to them. In contrary to 

that, majority of Hindu sharecroppers, peasants, agricultural laborers found emigration difficult 
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as they were illiterates and few had connections in West Bengal. Similar reasons and patterns 

were seen for the Muslims moving from West Bengal to East Bengal. 

 

Pic6- Refugees in Calcutta. 

            The data where the refugees chose to settle in West Bengal revealed three districts: 24 

Parganas, Calcutta and Nadia. Four other districts, West Bengal, Dinajpur, Cooch Behar and 

Burdwan absorbed the remaining. The refuges chose places where they had kins and where they 

thought they could find work, as they had to start from scratch. Inevitable, the educated middle 

class chose large towns of Calcutta, 24 Parganas and Burdwan. For similar sort of reasons 

artisans too were attracted to cities. 

          The huge increase in West Bengal’s urban population after partition was not a direct result 

of ‘adding on’ the 5/6 million Hindus. The population of West Bengal increased geometrically 

due to the influx of refugees. This extraordinarily demographic surge caused severe problems 

like scarcity of food, land and inflationary prices. Unemployment rose as the population of West 

Bengal exploded. Joya Chatterjee writes, “Calcutta had become a veritable powder keg, but so 

too had Bengal’s other towns, ready at any time to explode from one another of the sparks flying 

about in its armories of discontent.” 
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 Women of Bengal:-    

 
Pic7- Abandoned and Abducted women refugees getting education. 

       Ashok Gupta, one of the social workers working for rehabilitation of refugees, has 

pointed out that the neglect of Bengal camps. She submitted a report to the government 

according to which, doles for women of Bengal were much less than those in Punjab 

there were also no separate women homes and latrine as well as no training centers to 

help them to stand on their own. Through the interviews of the inmates of the PL camps 

Subhashri Ghosh and Debjani Dutta it can be heightened that the plight of inmates 

continued on decades after the Partition. 

          The hardships of Partition left many women alone with their husbands and the        

women who were earlier confined to their homes were now compelled to enter public 

sphere and earn their living. Their jobs ranged from actresses, nurses, teachers to bidi 

rollers and mill workers. Economic independence also paved the way for women to take 

a social and political decisions. 

         The developments also had effects. On one hand, refugee women were thrown into    

completely different surroundings from lush green countryside where their life comprised 

mainly of the inner confines of their home, to a crowded city where they had to start from 



Page 11 of 16 

 

scratch. It also altered the lives of the women of minority community. The women lost 

their men and the trauma of communal riots was very disturbing. 

        Thus, partition was life changing for women who suffered in their homes, thrown 

into an unknown world or completely isolated and alienated from social life and most 

importantly successfully adapted to their difficult circumstances.  

 Some First Hand Interviews of People Experiencing Partition:- 

a. Anjali Das 

 

Migrated from- Chittagong, Chittagong Division, Bangladesh. 

Migrated to- Burdwan, West Bengal, India. 

Interviewer- Deborshi Chakraborty 

Camera Person- Deborshi Chakraborty 

Her Story- She was recollecting the fact that she had relatives on the other side of 

the border and hopes that one day she would possibly go there. Anjali Prabha Das 

was born in the year 1947, in Aziz Fazilpur in Feni subdivision of Noakhali 

District, Bengal. Immediately after she was born, Partition took place and her 

family decided not to migrate to India. She recalls that there was a deep sense of 

distress between different communities, which had been present since 1996 riots. 
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Young Mrs. Das had seen many tragic incidents for which the police seldom took 

any actions. 

        Though they had friends from many circles they lived in constant fear. She 

was also afraid of ate ding school as a woman of minority community. She was 

married early and moved to Chittagong from where her husband migrated to India 

for a job in 1968. When her second child was 6 months and first child five, she 

migrated to India. She crossed the borders at night, with the help of others. She 

took refuge at a relative’s house in Agartala and flew to Kolkata and came to 

Burdwan where she has been living since. 

         She has not visited her in-laws and relatives on the other side of the border 

since she migrated. She could not attend the funeral of her parents and lives with 

the hope to go on the other side of the border one day. 

b. Abdul Ali:- 

 

Location- Basirhat, West Bengal, India. (Did not migrate) 

Interviewer- Debraj Banerjee 

Camera Person- Debraj Banerjee 

His Story- Sheikh Abdul Azim was born in 1941 in Saipal in Basirhat district, 

West Bengal. Mr. Ali’s father was a businessman who owned a departmental 
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store in Basirhat. Mr. Ali’s paternal forefathers hailed from Basirhat division of 

undivided Bengal. 

         Recalling the situation before 1947, he mentions that he would often see 

both communities chanting slogans, and very often there would be conflicts 

pertaining to which country’s territory would Basihat fall. After the partition his 

mother’s familial home fell into the territory of East Pakistan. He recalls visiting 

there after 1971 and interacting with the people. He was a member of the Muslim 

Laegue and when asked about the relationship between both the communities, Ali 

says that the children never felt any communal tensions although the adults did 

feel it. 

        Mr. Ali was six when the Partition took place. He says that in Basirhat, the 

situation was peaceful with little no riots, so they too decided to stay back after 

1947. However, during the Holi festival of 1950 there were rumors of upcoming 

danger and few reports were given about some lumpen elements had set fire to 

their shops. As a measure safety Mr Ali, and other family members took torches 

and sticks and hid in nearby bushes. He says after this incident the Muslim 

community decided not to stay any more. 

Conclusion 

              After the Partition took place, different people had different aspirations and the politics 

of West Bengal took a turn. The Muslims who were a minority turned to Congress and became a 

major vote bank. All parties put up Muslim candidates in constituencies where Muslim voters 

played a key role. Joya Chatterjee opines that in constituencies which came to be seen as 
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‘Muslim’ seats, the political agenda and language of electioneers came to be stridently and 

unabashedly communal. Thus, according to her, in West Bengal at least the separate electorates 

and reserved seats abolished by India’s constitution seem to have re-emerged with a vengeance 

in another guise. 

        Politics on one side, the personal experience of people puts the negative and atrocious side 

before us. The Partition left thousands without a home and many more to suffer in many ways. 

The Partition was the handmade of the political leaders, but the people in a precarious situation 

and left many to suffer. 
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INTRODUCTION 
The Swadeshi movement was part of the 

Indian independence movement and 

contributed to the development of 

Indian nationalism. After Partition of 

Bengal Swadeshi movement was 

formally started from Town Hall Calcutta 

on 7 August 1905 to curb foreign goods 

by relying on domestic production. 

Swadeshi was a focus of Mahatma 

Gandhi, who described it as the soul of 

swaraj (self-rule). The movement took its 

vast size and shape after rich Indians 

donated money and land dedicated to 

Khadi & Gramodyog societies which 

started cloth production in every 

household. It also included other village 



industries so as to make village self 

sufficient and self reliant. Indian 

National Congress used this movement 

as arsenal for freedom struggle and 

ultimately on 15 August 1947, a hand 

spun Khadi ‘tricolours ashok chakra’ 

Indian flag was unfurled at ‘Princess 

Park’ near India Gate, New Delhi by 

Pandit Nehru. Swadeshi Movement 

emanated from the partition of Bengal, 

1905 and continued up to 1908. It was 

the most successful of the pre-Gandhian 

movements. Initially the partition plan 

was opposed through an intensive use of 

conventional ‘moderate’ methods of 

press campaigns, numerous meetings 

and petitions, and big conferences at the 



calcutta town hall in March 1904 and 

January 1905. The evident and total 

failure of such techniques led to a search 

for new forms – boycott of British goods, 

rakhi bandhan and arandhan. Two major 

trends can be identified in the Swadeshi 

(Swadeshi) Movement- ‘constructive 

Swadeshi’ and political ‘extremism’. 

‘Boycott’ was the weapon to make 

Swadeshi movement successful. 

Constructive Swadeshi was the trend of 

self-help through Swadeshi industries, 

national schools and attempts at village 

improvement and organisation. This 

found expression through the business 

ventures of Prafulla chandra roy or 

nilratan sarkar, national education 



movement laid down by Satishchandra 

Mukherjee, and constructive work in 

villages through a revival of the 

traditional Hindu samaj sketched out by 

Rabindranath tagore. Swadesh Bandhav 

Samity of Aswini kumar datta also played 

a major role in the effort for 

reconstruction. Rabindranath called such 

a perspective of development 

‘atmashakti’ (self-strengthening/ 

confidence). 

The emergence of Samitis was an 

achievement of the Swedeshi age. By 

1908, most of these Samitis were quite 

open bodies engaged in a variety of 

activities – physical and moral training of 

members, social work during religious 



festivals, preaching the Swadeshi 

message through multifarious forms, 

organising crafts, schools, arbitration 

courts and village societies, and 

implementing the techniques of passive 

resistance. The Swadeshi movement 

indirectly alienated the general Muslim 

public from national politics. They 

followed a separate course that 

culminated in the formation of the 

muslim league (1906) in Dacca. But it 

also helped to give a new dimension in 

the Indian nationalist movement by 

giving the anticipations of Gandhian 

mass satyagraha without the dogma of 

non-violence. 



Importance of the Swadeshi 

and Boycott Movements 

The Swadeshi and boycott movements 

were India’s first 20th century 

movements that encouraged mass 

participation in modern nationalist 

politics by a large section of society. For 

the first time, women came out of their 

homes and joined processions and 

picketing of foreign-made goods shops. 

The Swadeshi and boycott movements 

also changed the character of the Indian 

National Congress (INC) from being 

driven largely by moderates to the main 

agenda now being set by the ‘ Extremists 

‘ who gave the Congress’s 1906 Calcutta 



session’s call for ‘ Swaraj ‘ or self – 

government. The ideas of non – 

cooperation and passive resistance, 

successfully applied many years later by 

Mahatma Gandhi, found their origin in 

early 20th century Swadeshi and boycott 

movements. 

 

Rise of the Radical Nationalists: 

The Extremists (or the Garam Dal) 

gained a dominant influence over the 

Swadeshi Movement in Bengal after 

1905 till 1908; it is also known as the 

“Era of Passionate Nationalists”. Lala 

Lajpat Rai, Bal Gangadhar Tilak and Bipin 



Chandra Pal (Lal-Bal-Pal) were important 

leaders of this Radical group. 

The reasons for the same were: 

Failure of the Moderate-led Swadeshi 

movement. Divisive tactics of the 

governments of East Bengal and 

Western Bengal. 

Violent measures of the British to 

suppress the movement. 

In addition to boycotting the Extremists 

gave a call for boycotting government 

schools and colleges, government 

service, courts, legislative councils, 

municipalities, government titles, etc. 

Tilak gave the slogan “Freedom is my 

birthright and I shall have it”. Students of 



the Schools and college’s students were 

the most active participants of the 

movement. Student participation was 

visible in Bengal, Poona (Maharashtra), 

Guntur (Andhra Pradesh), Madras and 

Salem (Tamil Nadu). The police adopted 

a repressive attitude towards the 

students. The students found guilty were 

fined, expelled, beaten, arrested and 

disqualified for government jobs and 

scholarships. Women: Traditionally 

home-centered women too took active 

part in the movement. Stand of Muslims: 

Some of the muslims participated, 

however, most of the upper and middle 

class muslims stayed away. They 

supported the partition on the belief 



that it would provide them a Muslim-

majority East Bengal. 

Impact of Swadeshi Movement 

Decline in Imports: It resulted in 

significant decline in the foreign imports 

during 1905-1908. 

Growth of Extremism: Movement 

resulted in growth of extreme 

nationalism amongst youth which took 

to violence and wanted to bring an 

instant end to British dominance. 

Morley-Minto Reforms: It forced British 

dispensation to offer some concessions 

to Indians in forms of Morley-Minto 

reforms in 1909.Gopal Krishna Gokhale 



played an important role in framing 

these reforms. 

Establishment of Swadeshi 

Institutions: Inspired by 

Rabindranath Tagore’s Shantiniketan, 

the Bengal National College and a 

number of national schools and colleges 

in various parts of the country were set 

up. In August 1906, the National Council 

of Education was set up to organise the 

national education system. A Bengal 

Institute of Technology was set up for 

technical education. 

Growth in Swadeshi Industries: It led to 

establishments of swadeshi textile mills, 



soap and match factories, tanneries, 

banks, insurance companies, shops, etc. 

It also revived the Indian Cottage 

Industry. Indian industries saw 

regeneration with reawakening of use of 

indigenous goods. Boycott of Buyers 

and Sellers: The foreign goods including 

clothing, sugar, salt and various other 

luxury items were not only boycotted, 

but they were also burned.The Swadeshi 

movement also led to social boycott of 

not only buyers but also sellers of 

foreign goods. 

The Gradual Suppression of 

the Swadeshi Movement 



The British had seeded the seeds of 

communalism quite deep into India’s 

social fabric, and the Swadeshi 

movement was unable to gain support 

from the Muslim masses, especially the 

Muslim peasantry, which in large parts 

of Bengal was in an inverse class 

relationship with the Hindu zamindars. 

By mid-1908, the Swadeshi and boycott 

movements mass character had nearly 

ended and the repression of the 

government took full force. Student 

participants were expelled from 

government schools and colleges at 

public meetings, processions that were 

banned. The press was subjected to 

severe controls. It was used by the police 



to break up public meetings and 

meetings. At the Surat session, the 

Congress split in 1907, further 

weakening the Swadeshi movement. 

The government moved quickly against 

the movement’s leaders, including 

Ashwini Kumar Dutt, Krishna Kumar 

Mitra, Lokmanya Tilak, Ajit Singh, Lajpat 

Rai, Chidambaram Pillai, making it 

leaderless. Bipin Chandra Pal retired 

from politics with Aurobindo Ghosh. 

Government Repression: By 1908, the 

Swadeshi Movement was almost over in 

an open phase due to government’s 

violent repression. Absence of Leaders 

and Organisation: The movement failed 

to create an effective organisation. It 



was rendered leaderless as most of the 

leaders were either arrested or deported 

by the time. Maintaining the high 

intensity of such a mass movement was 

a difficult task in absence of effective 

leaders. Internal Conflicts: The internal 

conflicts and difference in ideologies 

among the leaders did more harm to the 

movement than good. Limited Extent: 

The movement failed to reach the 

peasantry and was confined to the upper 

and middle classes only. 

 

Conclusion 

A Boycott Resolution was passed in 

Calcutta City Hall on August 7, 1905, 



where it was decided to boycott the use 

of Manchester cloth and salt from 

Liverpool. In the district of Barisal, the 

masses adopted this message of boycott 

of foreign-made goods, and the value of 

the British cloth sold there fell sharply. 

Bande Mataram became the boycott and 

Swadeshi movement theme song. 

Among the movement’s various forms of 

struggle, it was the boycott of foreign-

made goods that encountered the 

greatest visible success on the practical 

and popular level. Boycott and public 

burning of foreign clothes, picketing of 

shops selling foreign goods, all became 

common in remote corners of Bengal as 

well as in many major cities and towns 



across the country. Another form of 

mass mobilization widely used by the 

Swadeshi movement was the corps of 

volunteers (samitis). Ashwini Kumar 

Dutt, a school teacher, set up the 

Swadesh Bandhab Samiti in Barisal was 

the best – known volunteer organization 

of all of them. The Shivaji and Ganapati 

festivals in Western India (Maharashtra) 

were organized by Lokmanya Tilak to 

spread the swadeshi message and 

boycott movements among the masses. 

The Swadeshi and boycott movements 

placed great emphasis on ‘ Atmasakti ‘ 

or self – reliance as a means of 

reasserting national dignity in different 

fields. 



 

In the field of national education, this 

emphasis on self – reliance was most 

evident. The National College of Bengal 

was founded as its principal with 

Aurobindo. Numerous national schools 

have been established throughout the 

country in a short period of time. The 

National Education Council was 

established in August 1906. In Indians 

entrepreneurial zeal, self – reliance was 

also evident. The period saw an 

explosion of textile mills, factories of 

soap and match, tanneries, banks, 

insurance companies, shops, etc.  

In the field of culture, Amar Sonar 

Bangla, written by Rabindranath Tagore 



in protest against Bengal’s partition, 

became a rallying point for the Swadeshi 

and boycott movements and later 

inspired Bangladesh’s liberation struggle. 
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Introduction 

The Quit India Movement was the last of the great nationwide movement 

launched by Congress and established the nationalist credentials of a whole 

range of leaders for years to come. The resolution was passed by Gandhi 

without the usual policy of law escalation following the declaration to break the 

law to achieve freedom. The movement was a result of the steady 

disillusionment of Gandhi with British policies during 1942 and the gravity of 

the Japanese threat to the security of the country. 

Gandhi believed in ahimsa but preferred violence to cowardice. After the 

failure of the Cripps Mission, Gandhi wrote in 1942 "leave India to God, if that 

is too much then leave her to anarchy". The All India Congress Committee 

(AICC) adopted the Quit India Movement resolution on 8th August 1942, 

proposed to begin this mass civil disobedience, if power was not immediately 

handed over to the Indians. On this occasion, Gandhi delivered his famous 

speech of "Do or Die" arguing that this was the final battle – a "fight to finish".  

 

 Gandhi delivering his famous speech 

of “DO OR DIE” 



A revolutionary period from Tamluk in the Midnapur district of Bengal claimed 

to have a message from Gandhi where he vehemently spoke against the Raj's 

scorched-earth policy in Bengal to resist probable Japanese invasion which 

resulted in the commandeering all means of communication, war-time peace, 

black marketing, and profiteering. Gandhi remarked it was "just like the 

violence of the mouse against the cat". 

 It was moderate in the eastern districts as the Congress was opposed to the 

demand for Pakistan to which the Muslim League had organized its cadres and 

supporters against the movement considering it a ‘declaration of war against the 

Muslims’ and also the steady weakening of the Congress on one hand, and on 

the other, the ascendency of the Krishak-Praja Party (KPP) since the late 

1930s under the leadership of A.K. Fazlul Huq.  

 

 

 

Nevertheless, there were considerable mass mobilizations into the Quit India 

Movement in many places of Bengal.  

A.K. Fazlul Huq 



Quit India Movement in 

Bengal 

While the Quit India Movement in the rest of Bengal started as a movement of 

the educated middleclass ‘bhadroloks’ it was in Midnapur that exhibited the 

distinction of mass involvement in its crucial struggle against the British rule. 

The movement was most vibrant in Tamluk and Contai subdivisions of 

Midnapur, but in 1942 the other areas of Bengal such Burdwan, Birbhum, 

Dacca, Murshidabad, Rajshahi, Barihal , Calcutta and in the districts of  Hugli, 

Bankura, Purulia, Dinajpur etc showed innumerable reports exposing the 

repressive character of the bureaucracy that had changed an unarmed people to 

“leonine violence”, also provided convincing evidence of the extent of damage 

done by the retaliating mob upon public properties. 

Sumit Sarkar in his book ‘Modern India’ identified that the movement passed 

through three phases from August 1942 to March 1943. The first phase in 

Bengal lasted for one month from 8th August to 27th September as it was 

massive but quickly suppressed, was predominantly urban and included hartals, 

strikes and clashes with police and destruction of Government institutions. 

Calcutta witnessed hartals from 10th August to 17th August. 

From 28th September to the end of October marked the second phase of 

concrete and aggressive action. The focus shifted to the countryside with 

militant students fanning out of centres like Midnapur which also saw the 

installation of a number of local ‘National governments’. The best available 

account of a rebel 'national government' comes from Tamluk sub-division of 

Midnapur, the chroniclers being local Congress leaders like Satis Samanta the 

first Sarbadhinayak of the Tamluk Jatiya Sarkar. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Sumit Sarkar characterized the third phase by violent activities involving 

sabotaging of war efforts. The movement from about the end of the September 

entered its longest but also least formidable phase. This was marked by 

terroristic activity by educated youth directed against communication and 

police and army installation. 

 As remarked by Hitesranjan Sanyal “national movement had by 1930 

become a part of the popular culture among peasants”. The districts of Bengal 

showed wide participation of Santhal and dalit groups like Rajbansis and 

Paliyas.  

The Cover Depicts ‘Biplabi’ the 

newspaper published by Tamluk Jatiya 

Sarkar 



The Midnapur case study 

Midnapur district and the Tamluk sub division along with other coastal areas of 

Colonial Bengal were declared an emergency area with the fall of Pearl Harbor 

and Singapore by the invention of Japanese troops. The District Magistrate 

issued an order that all boats of the entire Contai sub-division, the Nandigram 

Thana and Moyna Thana of Tamluk sub-division must be removed. In April 

1942, the government burned hundreds of boats and destroyed thousand rupees 

of worth valuable property. Thus in matter relating to ‘Denial Policy’, the 

government failed to realize the untold suffering into which thousands of 

people were thrown and the discontent was about to follow. 

After 9th August, local Congress leaders started organizing Volunteers Corps. A 

large number of volunteers were raised in Sutahata and Mahishadal, as ‘Bidyut 

Bahini’ with Suhil Kumar Dhara as a Commander and ‘Bhagini Sena 

Sibir’ in Tamluk with trained women volunteers. Many prominent leaders of 

the Congress Working Committee such as Dr Prafulla Chandra Ghosh, Dr 

Suresh Chandra Banerjee, Panchanan Basu paid visit to the sub-division 

and inspired the people from preventing exports of rice and to launch 

constructive works in rural Midnapur 

With police brutality for the August Movement, complicated by general price 

rise and stringent procurement policy, on 16th October Midnapur witnessed 

devastating cyclone and tidal wave. The local district officer refused relief as a 

retaliatory measure. 

In the time of the August Movement sub-divisional Congress established 

‘Mahabharatiya Yuktarashtra Tamraplita Jatiya Sarkar’ on 17th December 

1942 against the ruthless British rule. Satish Chandra Samanta, a veteran 

Congress leader was appointed as the Sarbhadhinayaka by the Committee.  

Various initiatives such as many ‘Tamluk Thana Jatiya Sarkar’ have been set 

up on the four thanas of Tamluk, Mahishadal, Sutanata and Nandigram from 

26th January 1943 and also published a paper Biplabi that carried the news of 

activities of Tamralipta National Government. 



 

 

Students and women took an active role in the movement. They joined the 

hartals (strikes), organized meetings and processions. Huge number of women 

such as Kumudini Dakua, Giribala Das,  Laxmimoni Hazra, were member 

of ‘Bhagini Sena Sibir’ joined the Bhagini Sena. But the most remarkable 

contribution that goes without saying was the role played by Matangini Hazra. 

In 1942 at the age of 72 she led a procession of 6000 to ransack a local police 

station. She took heroic death with tri-colour national flag in her hand when the 

police opened fired as they were approaching the destination. 

 

 

Satish Chandra Samanta 

The Picture Depicting the heroic Death 

Scnene of Matangini Hazra 



The East Bengal Case 

study 

For a number of reasons, the mass mobilization in the Quit India Movement in 

Eastern Bengal was moderate. Firstly, the dominant political party of this 

region, Muslim League was opposed to the movement. Secondly, KPP, the 

other dominant political party, was running the provincial government of 

Bengal in coalition with Muslim League and did not support the Quit India 

Movement. Thirdly, Eastern Bengal in general and its south-eastern parts, in 

particular, were under continuous threats of Japanese attack since the fall of 

Burma in March 1942. In the face of continuous Japanese threats, the British 

government had deployed a large number of soldiers and war amenities and 

maintained tight security in these regions which, perhaps, squeezed the scale of 

the Quit India Movement.  

Fourthly, Master Da Surya Sen and his revolutionary forces were brutally 

suppressed in the mid-1930s. It is true that his revolutionary activities were 

confined in Chittagong but the revolutionaries from other parts of Bengal were 

greatly influenced by his leadership. However, after the suppression of Surya 

Sen and his comrades, the majority of the revolutionaries of this region had 

joined the Communist Party of India (CPI) which was opposed to the 

movement, was rather fighting ‘the All-People’s war against fascism and for 

world liberation’. Yet, the Quit India agitation took a violent turn in many 

urban places resulting in burning down and looting of revenue offices, police 

stations, railway lines, post offices, telegraph wires and poles, government 

buildings etc.  

It is evident in some British secret documents that the Jugantor Party and 

Anushilan Samiti took active participation in the Quit India agitations in the 

eastern districts. Jugantor’s plan was to recruit and trained bands of young men 

to wage guerrilla warfare for the independence of India. 

 



 

 

School students were prominent in organizing hartals in Dacca, Narayanganj, 

Faridpur and in some other districts of Eastern Bengal. On 13th August, the 

Munsif’s court of Dacca was attacked and burnt down by a large crowd. A 

police outpost and six post offices were also attacked and records were burnt 

down. Telephone, telegraph, and the railway lines were cut and roads all around 

Dacca were blocked. There were strikes in the Dhakeswari Cotton Mills, 

Chittaranjan Cotton Mills and Laxmi Narayan Cotton Mills in Dacca. 

In Barisal, the Jugantor Party, under the guidance of Sudhir Aich, Kanti 

Chatterji and Nayananjan Das Gupta were working to spread the movement 

to various parts of the district and to get the Namasudras to take part in it. With 

this purpose, Nayananjan Das Gupta had received some explosives from Sudhir 

Ghosh. Police had seized patrol from the house of a member. In December, two 

members from Barisal were reported to be in Calcutta trying to buy explosives 

from a member of the Khadi Group. The local members had stolen acids from 

the college. But they were not successful in their plans in the face of heavy 

police attacks. The District Congress Committee of Bakerganj issued their own 

course of action and there were attacks on defenseless post offices and 

telegraph weirs in Bakerganj. 

However, the Quit India agitations in Eastern Bengal came to an end by 

December 1942.  

The Crest of Anushilan Samiti 



 

Conclusion 

Though Gandhian influence had limited influence on Bengal, the Quit 

India Movement assumed a violent turn in most of the districts. People 

from many urban places of Eastern Bengal, especially the students were 

mobilized into this movement and they had accepted all the brutal 

suppressions and sacrificed many lives for the independence of India. 

 In terms of achievement, this movement failed because of government’s 

crackdown, weak co-ordination and the lack of a precise course of action. 

But the martyrs of this movement with enormous popular support had 

forced the British Raj in India to fall back on its coercive foundations. The 

ultimate impact of the Quit India Movement was pivotal towards the 

freedom of India. However, the most interesting part of this movement was 

that the leadership was passed on to peasants, rickshaw-pullers, ekka-

drivers and ‘illiterate’ villagers. Sekhar Bandyopadhyay argues that when 

the dalit peasants and other poorer classes participated in the Quit India 

Movement, their motivation was different from those of the educated 

youth and the middleclass peasants. They were not even organized either 

by Congress or the Communist. But the commonly shared dominant tone 

was of anti-imperialism that united them and, in the villages; it even 

overshadowed the existing anti-feudal tendencies. Aruna Asaf Ali has 

rightly viewed that it is the general people who had shown the way in the 

Quit India Movement. 
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INTRODUCTION:- 
The 1947 partition of India set in motion the largest human migration in 

history, skewering notions of nationality, citizenship and identity and 

further subjecting migrants to shocking violence and exploitation as they 

became refugees within their previously unified state. The effects of 

partition were, and remain to be, ubiquitous, resulting in a vast overhaul 

of society from the realms of high politics to the grass root community. 

The Radcliff Line implemented 

under British colonial authority 

created two new independent 

sovereign nations with 

membership of the British 

Commonwealth. On withdrawal, 

Britain left in their wake a crisis 

which led to the uprooting and 

displacement of over eight million Indian and Pakistani refugees. 

Communal tensions ran high as ‘humanity was attacked’ and partitioned 

states the Punjab and Bengal suffered the worst effects of migration. 

Problems in Bengal remained largely neglected, prolonging identity 

crises as migrants renegotiated local and state loyalties. The prolonged 

refugee crisis and extended period of migration ebbed and flowed over 

several decades with significant social effects, completely undermining 
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how individuals defined themselves in relation to the nation and state, to 

their race and ethnicity, to their religion, their family and neighbors, and 

finally to themselves. Partition politicized identity, establishing labels 

which created inflexible boundaries that were enforced upon individuals, 

restricting and oppressing individual character and destroying traditional 

means of assimilation.  

REFUGEES:- 

 

The partition of Bengal resulted in great numbers of Bengali citizens 

crossing the international border to return to what they considered their 

national homeland, territory they believed they had an intrinsic right to 

live on and belong to. The sheer number of migrants from East Bengal 

led to an overwhelming refugee crisis, whose dependency on the state 
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enforced the need to limit government responsibility through the 

articulation of an official refugee definition. On 28th May 1948, the 

Government stated that: 

‘A refugee is a person’: 

❖ Who, being displaced from any area outside India on account of 

civil disturbances, has settled and is engaged or intends to 

engage in any business or industry in India; or 

❖ Who, having had his business, industry or property, wholly or 

partially outside India, has lost, wholly or partially, such 

business, industry or property on account of civil disturbances 

and who is engaged or intends to engage in any business or 

industry in India’. 

The West Bengal Government further maintained that persons crossing 

into West Bengal after 25th June 1948 would be denied refugee status, 

this was due to the changing rationale behind migration which moved 

from fear of communal persecution to the hardships suffered under the 

failing economy of East Pakistan. Entitlement to government aid was 

ascertained by the first scientific survey in May 1948 which questioned 

refugee families on issues such as age, sex and marital conditions of 

family members, caste group and access to economic resources.  

There are no universally accepted statistics for the number of refugees 

who migrated following the partition of Bengal however many estimates 
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have been made. The exodus began prior to formal partition, following 

the 1946 Noakhali disturbances and continued beyond the formation of 

Bangladesh in 1971. Dr Manesh Deb Sarkar estimates in Geopolitical 

implications of partition in West Bengal that by June 1948 1.1 million 

refugees had crossed the border into West Bengal. He suggests that by 

1951 this number inflated to at least 3.5 million refugees, a figure which 

rose by a further million in the following decade. A total of over six 

million Bengalis were uprooted with 3,964 citizens reported missing in 

1951, 1,004 of whom remained unrecovered in 1961. The Government 

of West Bengal’s Refugee Rehabilitation Committee estimated that 

the uprooted accounted for one-sixth of the total state population of 

Bengal, illustrating the pervasive social affects felt across the state. 

Refugee numbers were simply staggering and did not account for those 

who lost their lives crossing the border, many of whom were assaulted, 

pillaged and raped. 

Government policies restricted refugee autonomy through the 

established perception of migrants as foreign aliens unentitled to assisted 

recovery and citizenship. The Central Indian Government maintained the 

belief that as conditions following partition settled, refugees would 

return to their ancestral homes regardless of the politicized boundary. An 

attempt to prevent continued migration was made through the 1950 

Nehru-Liaquat Pact which pledged to protect minorities and 

encouraged repatriation of refugees. Nehru opposed government 



Page-5 

 

endorsement regarding migration, suggesting that it may lead to 

‘disastrous consequences’. The Pact failed to ease migration as 

protection was not adequately extended to minorities in Bengal who 

faced dangers.  

 Nehru continued to demonstrate gross misunderstanding of the situation 

suggesting, ‘if they have migrated, they should be invited to go back 

to their homes’. However the Central Government occupied by the 

Punjab, delegated responsibility to the state government and refused to 

accept responsibility until 1955 when it finally became clear that the 

refugees were not going to return to East Bengal. 

The introduction of passports on 15th October 1952 formalized 

citizenship entitlement and legally solidified refugee identities. Prior 

to 1952, borders between the two Bengals had remained open as central 

powers did not want to restrict movement between the localities, failing 

to anticipate the mass exodus which was to follow partition. News of the 

initiative proceeded formal introduction of passports, and created mass 

panic as identities became geographically aligned and incited those who 

found themselves on the ‘wrong’ side of the border to migrate whilst the 

opportunity remained. Hindus in East Bengal fled over the border for 

fear of the government ‘plugging the escape route to freedom.’ 
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Women as Refugees- 

 

Refugee women were among the worst affected demographic group. 

Deschaumes estimates that around 100,000 women were ‘abducted, 

raped, killed, sold into prostitution, taken as wives and married by 

conversion’. Women were marginalized, subjugated and compromised. 

Traditional social structures dictated that women were identified in 

accordance to a male relation within the dominant familial role. 

Traditionally, women had little autonomy therefore notions of identity 

were constructed and defined by a male presence to create an otherness. 

Sheila Sengupta, a relief worker in the wake of partition commented that 

women ‘were in tremendous trauma, because their men folk were 

slaughtered, they were raped, and the men just left them and ran 
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away’. Fears over the safety of Hindu women in East Bengal became 

one of the most prominent reasons for migration to West Bengal. For 

those who committed such atrocities, religion was seen as the 

fundamental rite: 

‘Killing women was not violence; it was saving the honor of the 

community. It was not violence; it was maintaining the purity of the 

religion’. 

Women who had been molested were considered impure and became 

social outcasts, disowned by families and caste groups. For some women 

however, this dissolution of traditional bonds created opportunities to 

become agencies of their own future and to eventually formulate their 

own identities. Increased numbers of women became involved in the 

workforce with a significant number of female refugees becoming 

teachers, nurses and clerks. The refugee crisis represented a break 

with tradition and created a multitude of opportunities, which 

invested women, for the first time ever, with significant economical 

power. 

 

 Altering Everyday Life- 
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The migration process created a psychological change within many 

refugees. The realities of refugee life failed to satisfy idealized 

expectations of life in West Bengal, resulting in feelings of frustration 

and fear, compounded by a crisis of identity. Following an escape from 

the atrocities of East Bengal, migrants often had high hopes of what life 

in West Bengal could offer, which many assumed would include a warm 

reception and freedom from persecution. However the reality was far 

from ideal, refugees were faced with a ‘hell-hole’ in the midst of a 

crisis, and ‘the heartless city went about its way, careless and 

indifferent’ to the flood of migrants. The very foundations of 

identification were shaken as the Promised Land failed to materialize. 

Refugees were tolerated, not welcomed, stigmatized by their dependence 

on the state and set apart by their suffering. Almost overnight identities 
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were overhauled as expectations were disappointed and refugees were 

met with indifference and rejection. Traditional kinship bonds perished 

as ‘the same people were suddenly different’. Refugees experienced a 

deep-seated psychological change which had an irreversible impact on 

social identity and the perception of self. 

The psychological state of refugees was most significantly impacted by 

the deplorable living and healthcare provisions. In 1946 a statistical 

survey classed sixty percent of refugees in the city as in ‘distress’ or 

‘want’, with the figure rising to seventy percent in rural localities. 

Refugee camps had appalling living conditions which verged on the 

inhumane. Camps consisted of ‘Nissen huts’ which lacked adequate 

sanitisation and were often overrun with vermin. Huts were dangerously 

overcrowded, with a staggering 70,000 refugees sheltered in the largest 

refugee camp. Crowded conditions lead to an increased spread of 

diseases such as cholera and dysentery, made worse by the scarcity of 

water. Food provisions were severely limited and refugees were forced 

to survive on a meager dole as refugees were forbidden to find gainful 

employment outside the restrictive camp borders. Refugees were forced 

to regress into a ‘Hobbesian state of nature’ wherein life became 

‘nasty, brutish and short’. Hundreds of refugees died as a result of the 

grossly uninhabitable conditions and for those who survived, the 

psychological impact was resonant. Refugees crossing the border on the 

border on foot were also hit by a desperate lack of necessary supplies 
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due to the government failure to mobilise an effective response. For 

refugees arriving by train, conditions were no better, a reporter for the 

Amrita Bazar Patrika commented on the state of refugees at Sealdah 

station, Calcutta: 

‘Imagine, young women taking their bath in the open with thousands 

of people. Imagine, again, sleeping in a place a few feet away from a 

room which is used by thousands as a latrine… Imagine, again, 

cooking your food on three bricks with rubbish as fuel on the street 

along which pass hundreds of motor cars’. 

Refugees were placed in unimaginable conditions and as they discovered 

the realities of life in West Bengal, many were gripped by a desperate 

nostalgia for the homes they had left behind. 

REFUGEE IDENTITY:- 

Refugee identities underwent a significant transformation dictated by the 

changing landscape of West Bengal. The geographical division of land 

drew a political boundary through a previously unified people creating 

social divisions and a reformulation of loyalties. The formation of a 

national identity drew into question existing relationships and local 

affiliations and loyalties through the political construct of new 

dominions disputing citizenship and loyalty. India’s leaders proclaimed 

that regardless of the creation of Pakistan India would remain a secular 
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state; however religion increasingly became the dominant identity-

marker. Independence created an overarching national identity for its 

citizens, categorising and simplifying social variants. In political and 

statistical terms the cursory reduction of complex identities to ostensibly 

superficial categories may have been deemed necessary to attend to the 

situation on a national scale. Identity markers included linguistic, 

regional, religious, familial and caste identities. Different identities were 

evoked during different situations; however no one classification was 

dominant, but dependent on changing contexts. The imposition of a 

national identity was government initiated, but proved difficult to filter 

down to affect every day lives. As Gyanendra Pandey suggests, ‘no 

nation, no state is natural’, and to suggest that one facet of identity 

defines a person politically and socially is disingenuous. 
The effects of partition bring into question changing notions of refugee 

identity and loyalties. Identity reformulation was often a product the 

uncontrollable effects of partition and hence refugees had little authority 

over the reshaping of their everyday lives and loyalties. Refugee 

identities were fluid and malleable, adjusting to changing conditions and 

landscape. Identity was not static, but a ‘mode of being’ subject to 

continuous re-negotiation and adjustment. Partition led to unprecedented 

uncertainties and a conflict of past and future loyalties. Identities were 

re-ordered on a day to day basis and became increasingly politicised as 

refugees adjusted to the parameters of the new nation state. For many, 
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‘those whose bodies were whole had hearts that were splintered’. Many 

were torn from their ancestral homes and had difficulty in redefining 

their roles both locally and nationally. The transformation of 

relationships was tested at social, economic and political levels as 

communities and individuals sought to redefine their social positions. 

Processes of assimilation were delicate and complicated. Recovery was 

subject to state expectations and necessary survival. Border assigned 

identities implemented by the Central Government were often contested 

on the ground as irrelevant. However, the extreme difficulties of the 

situation meant that rights, loyalties and notions of belonging were 

constantly re-evaluated. 

RELIEF AND REHABILITION:- 
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Government policies regarding the influx of refugees were implemented 

two-fold on the basis of relief and rehabilitation. The Indian Government 

initially denied responsibility for migrant persons who they considered 

to have migrated out of choice and the refugee ‘problem group’ became 

an increasing liability. At a density of over 9000 people per square mile 

Calcutta now suffered from severe overcrowding which grew worse with 

the daily influx of refugees. 54% of the total population of West Bengal 

lived on just 13% of the state land in and around the urban centre of 

Calcutta. The Indian Government reacted to the growing crisis with 

ambivalence, and further, the State Government naively presumed that 

refugees would return to East Pakistan once the situation had calmed.  

The government first and foremost encouraged the repatriation of 

refugees and refused to consider relief and rehabilitation as fundamental 

refugee rights. The State established itself as a ‘benevolent despot’ and 

made decisions regarding refugee rights accordingly.[119] Central 

powers were concerned with putting an end to the influx which they 

understood to consist of migrants fleeing economic difficulties, attracted 

to West Bengal by the generous policies of relief. They did not account 

for the delicacies of migrants who were rushing to escape religious 

persecution and a culture of hatred. Nehru commented that ‘relief and 

rehabilitation were more complex than the creation of Pakistan itself’. 

Uditi Sen outlines three distinct phases of rehabilitation; from 1947 – 

1950 the government denied all responsibility for refugees, from 1950 – 
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1952 responsibility was shifted from the centre to the state, and from 

1952 the government began to shut down all refugee camps. The 

growing number of refugees forced the government into accepting its 

responsibility for the provision of relief, and up until 1955 

administration of relief became the government’s sole policy in dealing 

with the crisis. On 7th September 1948, the Central Relief Committee 

passed a resolution in favour of the implementation of refugee relief 

policies in Bengal. The main authority on the provision of relief was the 

West Bengal Government who was limited to relying on central 

government for financial assistance. The approach to providing relief 

was at best ad hoc. In 1948 Nehru stated that relief in West Bengal was 

‘not being carried on very satisfactorily. Money doles given and little 

attempt made to make refugees work’. Refugees were forced to take 

shelter in government run relief camps which were subdivided into 

relief and transit camps, permanent liability camps and colony 

camps to determine the different levels of relief necessary. The 

government maintained that permanent rehabilitation was unnecessary 

and only offered limited access to the dole, granting unconditional relief 

for just one week. Further restrictions were enforced and relief was 

denied to all able-bodied men who were regarded as fit to work. Nehru 

complained, that ‘This relief business is becoming too great a burden 

on India to bear and there is a great danger of our having to give it up 

simply because we just cannot afford it’. As early as July 1949 the 
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Indian government announced that it intended to close all relief camps in 

West Bengal by the 31st October 1949, later extended to the 31st 

December, claiming that it had satisfied their responsibilities. Finally, in 

1955, eight years after the partition of Bengal, the Indian Government 

recognised that the overwhelming percentage of refugees were not likely 

to return across the border and began to amend their approach through 

the implementation of long-term policies. 

From 1955 the government shifted its focus from policies of relief to 

prioritise refugee rehabilitation. The government incorporated refugee 

rehabilitation into a wider state development programme, necessitated 

by low resources and a struggling state infrastructure which threatened 

total collapse. The government initiated a ‘no-workno-help’ policy to 

ease the burden of state dependency and encourage refugees to find 

gainful employment. Various government loan schemes were set up for 

refugees to equip themselves with tools and training to become 

selfemployed and ease rehabilitation. Ajit Prasad Jain, the Central 

Rehabilitation Minister for India stated that rehabilitation incorporated 

not only the provision of shelter and employment but was ‘the process 

of economic recovery of displaced persons leading ultimately to the 

disappearance of all distinction between them and other nationals’.  

The Central Government invested in and encouraged Free State 

Education for refugees, with a particular focus on child development 
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and the importance of educating the future generation ‘thus building up 

the youth of the nation’. 

 Dangerous levels of overcrowding led the government to attempt to 

rehabilitate refugees through the displacement of persons to areas 

outside of West Bengal such as Bihar and Orissa. Such initiatives failed 

due to the reluctance of neighboring states to absorb the refugees and 

the unwillingness of refugees to move outside of the Bengalis peaking 

region for fear of becoming linguistically and culturally isolated. This 

unwillingness to move outside of the West Bengal state borders limited 

government agency and intensified pressures on land, resources and the 

state economy. 

Many refugees did not rely on the state for rehabilitation and took the 

initiative to rebuild their lives without government assistance. Refugees 

established their own squatter colonies through the seizure of vacant and 

idle land introducing a semblance of refugee power and agency. 

‘Cooperative’ activities included land reclamation, the construction of 

houses and schools and the introduction of small-scale cottage 

industries. They aimed to build themselves a life by rooting themselves 

to the land and focusing on education as a means for future material 

improvement. The refugees became increasingly organised, forming the 

United Central Refugee Council in 1950 under Communist auspices. 

This launched an articulation of refugee demands which were 

increasingly verbalized through umbrella organisations which appealed 
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for equal political and economic rights and autonomy over their 

rehabilitation. The refugees demanded an increased standard of living 

through the implementation of free education and healthcare, better 

sanitisation and increased employment opportunities. Refugees 

demanded to no longer be stigmatised but treated as equal citizens with 

equal entitlements.  

The role of women was overhauled through the process of rehabilitation, 

opening up new opportunities for education and employment, made 

necessary by the failing economy and struggle to make ends meet. This 

led to a significant rise in female literacy rates and increased social 

mobility granted women greater independence and economic power.  

 However, for many women the process of rehabilitation was far from 

positive or progressive. The recovery of women who had suffered 

assaults or abduction was painful and prolonged. Social rehabilitation 

was a complicated process which courted tradition and many women 

who had been victims of sexual abuse were shunned from society and 

rejected by their kin for sins of sexual impurity. Congress leaders 

actively and publicly campaigned for the reacceptance of affected sisters 

and daughters stating that ‘to castigate these girls for having fallen 

victim to the lust of some monster was less than human’. Some women 

could not be traced or recovered and Bengali contemporaries have 

suggested ‘it was thought that after brutal torture, after being raped, 

they had been killed’. The process of recovery often took several years 
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and of those who were successfully traced many did not want to return 

to their former homes, having built a new life and formed new loyalties. 

Largely, women did not want to be returned because of fear of social 

rejection or because they no longer felt displaced and had become settled 

in their new territory. Many women had married and had children, 

complicating claims to citizenship and nationality and producing a 

generation ‘born of mixed unions’. Forced rehabilitation of women was 

not rare and many families pressed for the recovery of their sisters and 

daughters, even against their will.  

Policies of relief and rehabilitation therefore had a massive impact on 

the construction of identities in everyday life. A new identity emerged as 

Muslim migrants crossed the border to the east and Hindu refugees were 

assimilated into the West Bengali state, the formation of which 

established new parameters in which identities were ‘produced, 

consumed, regulated, sustained and invalidated’. Rehabilitation was a 

continuous process that required constant re-evaluation of roles and 

identities within the newly emerging social order.  

CONCLUSION:- 

Indian Independence and the following creation of Pakistan marked a 

watershed in the history of India as it moved towards the creation of two 

separate nations. Such a vast political change had resounding economic 
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and social effects which pervaded the country and its people. The 

portioning of lands led to a partitioning of minds, seemingly destroying 

any organic unity which existed within the locale of West Bengal. 

Individuals were suddenly encouraged to define themselves in relation to 

the great nation, and pledge allegiance to their place within it. Identities 

became increasingly fixed following the outbreak of the refugee crisis as 

millions flooded to claim entitlement to relief and rehabilitation. In an 

attempt to limit their accountability, the government introduced a system 

of classification to restrict eligibility for government aid. This formal 

categorisation of refugees failed to reflect the intricacies of refugee 

identities which were complicated by conflicts of interest and a complex 

layering of character. Identities were thus simplified and homogenised in 

order to be recorded and understood by the state, whereas in real terms 

they remained in a constant state of flux shaped by the inescapable 

impact of government policies regarding citizenship and entitlement. 

Partition changed the landscape, the politics and the people of Bengal 

forever, creating in its wake both an economic and humanitarian crisis 

which shook India and the state of West Bengal to their very core. The 

events following the demarcation of the state were to change the 

parameters of self-perception forever, forging a new history, people and 

nation.  
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