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ABSTRACT

English: This research paper provides an in-depth analysis of the plan presented by Lord
Mountbatten on June 3, 1947, which permanently altered the political destiny of the
Indian subcontinent. The primary objective of this research is to explore the
circumstances under which the British government advanced the predetermined
deadline of June 1948 to August 1947. The paper critically evaluates whether this "undue
haste" in the transfer of power was responsible for the unprecedented violence and
human tragedy that unfolded during the partition of India.

The research highlights the administrative and strategic failures that led to one of the
largest displacements in history and widespread communal riots. Furthermore, the
paper analyzes the provisions of the plan that left the future of the princely states in
limbo, giving rise to long-standing disputes such as the Kashmir conflict. Ultimately, this
research concludes that while the Mountbatten Plan succeeded in breaking the political
deadlock, it inflicted wounds on the subcontinent whose consequences are still being felt
by both nations today.

Hindi: I8 MY U5 Al AR gRT 3 S, 1947 ot U¥dd I T2 I9 TIST1 ol g fasiwor
T 8, o IR STHETET & ASTideh T ol RIRA ¥U ¥ Jad fear| 39 MY &1 g&4
I I Rt di ugarer oz & S dgd fefesr TRaR A 57 1948 i ga FufRa awa
AT ot TeTeRR TR 1947 R f&aT| U= # §9 91d I ATela-TcHe Hedieh fohar ma g foh aar
T gRtaRT # Rewatd 1 g ' Srafden Segarsht’ WRd & farer & SR g2 sraayd fam siik
A T & forg iR o

My & St I gmHeh 3R 0 fAtherarstt i Raiferd fovar mar 8, fSraeh sror sfag
1 T a1 fawimu ofR Fivarfies & gg1 59 SifaRexd, a8 U=t a1 & I uraer ot off
faecieor ear € foeia 3 Raradt & ufes ot areR & i o, 9 sk S9 Sdaifarn
faare I gu| Sidd:, g Ny ag sk FAehrerd 8 foh Ardeded aie STgf gah iR siifaeh
TR el e A Tther 38T, Tt gE) SR 3U SUAEIAIT i O HIa Y SRt dhiwa et off
2T TE YT 36 81

Keywords: Mountbatten Plan, Partition, Transfer of Power, Radcliffe Line, Communal
Violence, Displacement, Dominion Status, AT3eaed alstH1, fauTeH, 91 g&diarvr, Efaew

1. U&IT94T

WRART WAdT G & 3fagra & av 1947 Ta giedt fFafa o af ot g ok et ag
Y raTfeedt 3 gHeRRT SfiufFafRies e 3 Sid T Udlier o1, I8! gEt 3Tk I8 Ueh Xaarfoid
fa9TST <l AEET o1 TTarg ot ST1 39 G Ufehdn & dhg # A g (99 3 S
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i1 off shgl SITaT 8) Y, 99 9 hae 9T & gdidRuT ohl A1 URd fohar, sfesh
SUHETEIT & aitet 3R wiasy et oft Ter & forg @fiea o

Ufaere deaf ok nifaty 1946 & chfame fARM i fawhetdr & a1g, YRA H ISTHifde
LT 3R TiueRies fagy &t fRAfd Iu= gt 13 ot gfem ofi g1 'uaer serdaret fiead!
(Direct Action Day) & 3@ = 221 ohl T[egG ohl IR WR Ychdl f&aT ATI 3+ (EHI-01) &
fasaeor & SrER, fafeer TR ag THer geht off foh o1a RA UR T &1 7 af srifefes
w7 g E«‘ZIHETQc % 3R T Eﬁ Torifdes 9 @ Ia Indira Gandhi National Open University
(2005)1 g ysyf@ ¥, fafesr gumest aefide geelt 3 20 west, 1947 ! aivon &6 fh
SIUST S 1948 deh MRA BIS &1t 3R dls ddel o WIH W i AIdcs e ol Sifad argerm™
g fomar mam

HTSesed ohl STHA 3R daTReh URad Als ATdede Sid AT 1947 H ¥R 31T, af
I g A3 & foh & YRA &Y TehdT ol IHTT W@ &1 T e, Afch afe smaae gt @
favTe & foepedt IR ot iR &? | URieg sfagraeR faftm dg & SiuR, ARdede 3 Sea
& g HEgy o forar ik sl ok ofir & dfter Y @S gt <) gt g off 6 3 ure
SN AT Chandra (2009) | T8l I I@ifchd AT Agaquf & foh TAHISeREr (et 12,
WRA 3fagr & go fawg-3) ag We ot & foh 5= i 'f5-1g RAgid’ (Two-Nation
Theory) &t g&fHdr 3R USTTa g §et & WEh! f8dT A Adesled ol a1 # Smd-ga
gRade @<= WR faasr fhar National Council of Educational Research and Training
(2021)1

TISTHT chl JTh SR SR STegarosl! YLAT-T Gl Ueh HETYUl Uge] I XAIcR0T chl
faf &t S 1948 & gereR S 1947 AT 81 Ad TR U+t Hfd 'Ale sfsar d
a2 & fon ag 'Sieeamsit’ fafeyr gmrsa &Y ot Smlert @ v i va axf-gash
ot oft, arfeh @ STt TTegg o heich ¥ 9 Ah Sarkar (1983) | ATSEseA A UMHAS
Sifeerarstt 3R HrATsi & HiAien el Yaefierdr el ToR3IETS ehd §Y shadt 72 T &
iR faaare ht ufchar &t Ox1 et ot ot feram

*MTeT AT IR 3R TG TG MY UF 5T U chl URIGTUT T & foh T HISeae ST
I # AR A1t & offa gep "sifard aegiiar” ot a1 ag fefesr geifa ot e "sifad
faperar” oft? smasm Sterrer S fage 3@ uah Ot ufehar A € STat 'dhe' i e & forg
'gidt Y afer & 71 Jalal (1985) | 39 UATEHT & HTeAH & §H 39 Sifed dM-a14 &l JHgH
T TATH e [T 7 Shaet &f TET ot ST e, afes gen O AFdig Aad ot oft s
fear gt fara syfes sfagm o foret 81

1947 &1 @Ra geTeh:

Road to Partition: A Hasty Timeline
of 1947

Highlighting the accelerated pace of the transfer of power
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T (Timeline Analysis)

g TZAATE 1 Ha<t 1947 T A 1947 & &9 &t 37 Agayul Hhiedl ol qufdr &
fSigiat wRd & e &Y 71fd &t SraTfa T T a1 o fea:

1) wast 1947 (et &t giwon): fafesr gumws aeftde geett = aivom & foh
SIUST S 1948 dh YR <hl T H1U &1 | Tg 39 LMY U ol g foig @ ifen
e # 39 fafy ot 10 78 g fagenT feam mam)

2) #ATH 1947 (ATSeded T SMTHA): Al ARdeaed 3ifay aaeR™T g9 YR
3TY| IART Uik R T<T EAIARUT hl FATRAT hAT AT, wAfch Fgdl
qineTRie f&ar A ek gf¥entur &t e fea

3) #$ 1947 (78 gefae araf): 36 SR '@l dieeh’ WR == g8 3R Sidd:
HIUT T e oh o Aareii & a1 fawee & sifad ueu W ggafa s+

4) 3T 1947 (AT¥Tae giarT); snfdepiRer diR 0R "fTATsH & a1y Wesrdr
& °Ivor <t 18| g4t fa g8 T gan foh WRd e §garT ghm 3R & 9
sifafAge (YR SR urfehear) sifedea & emma |

gg I WE T ¢ foh 519 ufehar & forg 15 d8i+ (S 1948 deh) &1 a7a ad foar
T T, I haet 72 Al & sftar Feen ot fota forar man, St ane 7 g2 fiam @1 ga wigm
HRUT T

2. HISEH e GISTHT & H&d Uray™

3 S, 1947 ! S ARdeste = St & ATeAd § STut Tio1 i TwoT Y| 9 TrsHT
T F IATYR HRA AT S Q-1 327 el fAdrsi o1l GHEIS3RE National
Council of Educational Research and Training (2021) @& YR, TUg o1 arad |

'SR & 1Y WAl (Freedom with Partition) T AR a&ard off | g6 W@
urgend fAefafed o

fawrer & Eigla stz sifafraw ®ew: aismn o1 urufae uaym vRa ik
OTich eI AT &1 WA SHfAE! hl RATAAT AT AT g% Indira Gandhi National Open
University (2005) & R, HAI¥CsA = T<T §&iaR0l o folq 'Sifafe €ed' &1 garma
zqfory o aifes 3ag fafesr Agdse & a1y Tey 94 |d 3R T o1 g5iaRoT aRd &9
T G9g gl uran fafesr 99 3 3 & SMYR | a1g # YR @WdAar sifafaad, 1947
arika faram
uidg faamaursit &1 fRufa: giser A s 6 ufehar &t Aterdifaies ST ugam
& forg uidia fRremasms &t afe &
o USTE IR §7Ter: 3 Uidl i frarae st at & Wi (Ffeem aga ok k-
g aget) # fawifSia gten Ader a1 a1 afe fordt oft uet 3 fAwrsH &
uel # 7a f&ar, at uid 1 deart [fgd a1 Bandyopadhyay (2004)
o Gy Ry Fi Ry &t @I gg aa o1 o1 i ag fong sifafaa F anfae
gl =gt 81
STHT 9Ug: IT-ufget dr uid (NWFP) 3R 3raw & fetge St &Y fRafa srcaferen
Gagefter oft| TS o SUR, 3 &A1 H STHHd YU el ST AT difeh ST W g 9g
R Goh foh & RA HF I 918 8 IT UTfeh&d™ H 1 Chandra (2009) IceiRg &d & foh @M
376 THFRR WH o foRktY & FTasia NWFP & SHAd S8 el 141, fSideht gera sidd:
UTfehedT &t TR @71
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T STANT &t T34 Ao &t aimiferes Rat Wit & folg Uah Tas 'diar s’
h & T UTaeH foRaT Tl 39T sregerar fofeer st faRtva RiRker Tefarw ot didt
T8I Guha (2007) U=t g&deh 'gfear stz et # foraa g fon Ysfaerth ot WiRa &t sifea
rToreR-iiifere R 1 i gd 719 78T o oiR 3% I8 &1 g1 At & forg dhaet Ui
UdTg &I T &1 T Guha (2007) |

4t fRamgal (Princely States) @1 9fasg: Akdedes gisrr 3 we fhar f&6 15
3T, 1947 ot feife<r gafeaar (Paramountcy) SATE g SITQT | TS & dgd Raradt
! Tg Wa<aT & TS b 3 orut fimifores AT ofik SHgifErdt & smyRrR R wRa ar
grfched™ # 9 fohelt Tep ol g1 of | gTetifeh, s, A9 & SR, dahsiidhl U ¥ 3 a7 ot
g Gohd! o, Ak ATSestes A 36 WE Idra-t & oft foh 3 '’ & 7161 @ Fehdll Menon
(1956)]1

g1 gxaiaur Y fafd: 59 aie o1 gag Rarrue urau™ g<r g&aidaRon & fafd
Rl 15 3T, 1947 ST T ATI Jof TU I Feitde Yeet! = S 1948 Fi fafd qa & of,
AR ARedes 7 vfAc dAr Y st & FTacE 3 & A Uge gt fiar (TReR
1983)1

The Mountbatten Plan: Key
Administrative Provisions for Parttion

The Mountbaten Plan
3 Ium. 1947)

Provincal Decisions Referendoms Princly States

= Punjab & Bengal: * North-West Frontier Parmaountcy lapses
Vote for partition by Province NWFP on 15 Aug 1987
dividing assemblies s Svilet District on Assam | Option to join India, Pakistan

or remain independent

= Sindh: Assembly vote

Outcome: Two Dominions - India & Border Commisson (Raddiffe (Raddific) >

Simplified represetation of the complex legal legal franework for
transfer of power

TREAT: AT e TISTT T TATTHD GidT
g ATE Aeae TSI & 3 fafdies 3fiR uRmafes Tl ol Te &=ar §, S SR
R IRATT IUAGTEIY 1 farer gt fovar mami & i g amarett # faanfSa frar
ST GehdT 8:
1) widta fAofg (Decision of Provinces)
GISTHT T Ford Agaqut fg=dT idt et fawrei o
o USW 3R ST g &l 99 widl & fAg ug v fhar - fh 3
frerraret & vew o ag! (A aga 3R R-Afew ager) 7 981 afe
ferelt off T F sigaa @ farrot & uet | Aaer foha, dt S uidl e searT
Sffard =T T

o Ty ggl i Rumgy o Rty ifder fear mar foh ag @d ag aa o &
3T forg sifafaga (yRa ar urferea™) o fewar s9-T 81
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2) S9Ad 978 (Referendum for Border Areas)

3 &1 & foiu S1gt swifeeh! fAfea o ar aeifaes fRAfa st oft, 's9wa dug'!
T SAYehdiAeh HRT STU-TAT T

o SR-ufgHt dar gia (NWFP): Igf &t SHa1 @ get T fos & urfehea™ &
A gHT aTed & a1 el | (it @ 3regel THRRR @ = g9eh! foriy fhar
)|

o 9 &1 fage oA g8 o gfeem aga e o1 St srae o fewar ol
ggl ot SHa dug & J1ed ¥ g8 a9 fohar ma s 59 gdf st (urfehear)
# i forar sram)
3) <Y Rargat &t fAfa (Status of Princely States)
Tg AT ol JIORT 3R Gay fAamerue wer §:

o JISHI & AFER, 15 ™A 1947 ot foifesr "R’ (Hateadn) 8 gt
TS|

o Rurgal ot ag ey far mar & 3 srot wiimiferes fRAfT sk STHar & gwa1
& IR {Rd a7 UTfched™ & A gl

o T dgifde Tu T I7 'TWdT' T & ey oft o, dfeh Adedea 3 we
fora for uemafaen iR GRam R & QAT AT SreATagTiRes gh|

I1é T AMYUIF T8 (Significance)

g UaTehA A1¢ (Hierarchy Chart) ag 3@ifchd ehxd & foh ATSesle a1 chael Ueh
IrTifcreR TuT' gt off, afeds ag fadhdlera fAufa ufehar R smenRa ot g9 fafesr dag
& ol R fGuHayre $iR ST (S99 9Ug & q1ead @) WR A & Afdes
SRt s &

3. AISeaed ISTAT &l STAI"TcHS fasa oo

U3 TISTHT hl SMTATI-TcHeh fI2AY0T 89 MY U hl ddTReh dhe &1 39 @< | g4
3 Sfafifga et 3R 0rHifden ehl Al TRieTuT St fSg1 Yeh Saafeyd I1 g&diaRor i
Ueh qHd 3Uel 8 sca faT| dls ATdeded i TS ol 3TaRR TUeh 'Ihdl fders' & =9
7 uxgd fohar ST 8, wRg T8 SfagiRies fasawor e Wi fBdt srgaffar ok fafesr
Ty & WYY i ISR T g

"HETH Segaretl’ 3 yrrafae farerar: i it @ad e sirertaHT g8 993-
T ot iehe hl ST 81 ATSesled = |1 §&iaRuT <l fafdr &l S 1948 & gerey 3Rd
1947 @ f&@m| Sarkar (1983) & JUR, g 10 HEM ol ehdidl fehelt TR deh wR
g1, gfceh AIdesed & afaiTa 318 3R ffesr TR &Y SR @ ™ &Y gsast )
SR ot | 37 79 G0 | 40 RIS AN b 9, TT & dedR, I, ol 3R Tgl dah
foh ST feehal o fATST T Taed AT STEE T Sarkar (1983)1

TsfRTw QT T S1TTd ST dar SmanT & sreger RARker i & yRa &
WIS 3R TERIA &I =T FH ATI Guha (2007) foad § o TefeRrts = el wk St @R
df, & 7ial, == R gl Ik o el &t T & wedt ffl q9d sngdeHa ik
ST foig g ¢ o diaT 3@T &t 9wun 14-15 SRR deh ATdsii-ich gl ehl 718 ot
TIHISSIRE & SR, AT I8 Sd &1 el & ok 3 fohg &1 3 MR §, o< SRIsTehdT
3R f&4r @t Ferar e National Council of Educational Research and Training
(2021)1
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fafesr ' ot (Exit Strategy) @1 @ref: sfagraeR Jalal (1985) T adh
& foh Adedes TivT aRda & YRA &t Gfdd St &t gisrr gl off, afeh ag e &
R AfYh gra & ot o "I AR’ AfYa e a1 o o1 ST ot g
35T I8 AP T o1 fh fawre= & a1g ot & &1 AgHSA (Commonwealth) a1
e a4 32 arfes feg AeramR # fafesr amies fgd grfea 8 Jalal (1985)1

famadt & ufa srerear: gisHr = 565 <t Rargatl &t 'sifdedter’ (Paramountcy)
& gufg & 9 ﬁ@ﬁiﬁ &g T Wdd @3 i g% Indira Gandhi National Open
University (2005) & R, Ig UIGY™ YRd & 'dTech1h0l (BIe-B1¢ gehel H ge)
T SIfeH GeT ehear ATl gletifch ATdeded 3 Raradt sl WRA a1 urfehed™= & anfae gia &
Terg &, Ak ST SRuedT 3 R, SFAFTE ok gaxrane Sieft grwarsit et &= e,
ST €21 3t oft IuHETE U S W 8l

e &1 gafgam @ | fawerar: g Singh (1987) & AR, ATSesed = aran
forar o1 foh & Tequra 181 g1 &7, @feh arafderar g fauda @1 e & asr &
SIS chl YRETT o foIQ opls o1 A8t ST 71T UT| UST S13a! s (PBF) ohT o
§gd &R ¥ 3R A Fear # foar ma, Sit & il bt A g =g s1e™ g g8 Singh
(1987)1

Terifae Aqa o1 gagarn: sTataes gt 9 ag ft d@r s anfey o wRda
g (i ofR =) = 39 Sorgof gt Bt et WieR AT Chandra (2009) &1 A &
o AT A Ao o) gan 'eraRerd sR1E" & w0 & iR fhar d1feh Tegsg Y Akt o
oh 3R Yok AT che oh AT AT & ol ST Fh Chandra (2009)1
arfersT 1

qiferet 1 ATesed ISTHT — &1d §-H aredfdadT (Critique Table)

fasdwor & foig
gug T

(Deadline)
f&ar v g

fafesr wamga/a<dedes &1 2@ (A) o arafaadr/ufkoma (B)
ST 1948 &I 5718 15 A 1947 hrawa A 72 AT <l Gog Hr 3 gemafics 95 ot v
T 9 I TS arfes "Ses gAETEE" PAehe | f&ar| dufat a1 sear sieRT 38 T
AT Sl STaT: "H IuTd ol o W1, SA8Td o Hed R REER; USTe SR dMea H 53 10
Hym s g1" G AT AR T4

SEET e T 1.5 RIS AT bl ' SeheATa’ SR 'STeRA" fa=mu

garm| R gHET oSt off Uk HET B

T FRrafor e fAsaer dar s (FefmTew) grr LEfARTtR Rl TR T S T T | AT 3@ ht giwon
(Radcliffe Line) A fAuTS= &l arer| HTSTTEl & 2 fo ame (17 9rma) gs, fored Wit
3RTSTehdT thefl |
T afed faer ufshar (Accession) &1 &R, SIATTG 9 gavmae # SifAfgyadr dar g3 1 eri
Y| faare smret oft gferor o 6 T It gRam g 8|
=g qreT 'OSTe IS8t B (PBF) & ant fAifd BT T T WY JiVEIAeh YR UR fI9TeT gt 71,
A & [T gafe ghft g 3 & ot Aepnt # T8 e 318 B

4. AfereT T AHTE AR fagzor

gg difelchl 39 MY UF & & dh it [Rig dhdl & foh Ardeded a1 "aeiTeg

EXIIARUT' & ST Ueh 'STURTIH | foham T g ot
1) wsmafe srgRafiar: arfere & uge foig @ e @ fos wwg dr &t germr
IS ASTHIdeh STaTehdl Tal, dfceh e TR Fi ot ARt & s==
Y IfART | Sarkar (1983) & AR, "Tg STeaaTsil &I chl JUeht & oIy
TgY, afcen ST &l <l i e § = & forg ot
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2) YT & AHTG: ISRTE 37aTs hl TIYoT H &3 (17 3ATK) A ST AN bl
37eR H Aeehl f&aT| T ST &t gt & foh 15 3vRa ot & fohg S & 41 38 €1
39 "I AT A Bl heelSTTH ol gy 31 Feran |

3) qreT fawerar: arferen @ sifam foig qerfar & o St ares (I41) &1 8t fasis
o f&am T, at & STar 6 e B HA? Jalal (1985) 39 fafesr geifa &
gaq J8! Afdeh R AT 81

5. YRdIT ISUHEIEIY UR dTchIfeleh URUTTH

LM U T Yg TS AR TISHT & fehdTedd & d1¢ I0= g5 S AR 3R
gRadaRl geei o1 fasdvur a=ar g, st wRda Suragigu & amifSie sk
e &R @ RaTeR W@ R ARcde GioT & aF] 81a & SUNEIAT Ueh Siage
IYeT-gdel & R | Uaer &R AT g% Indira Gandhi National Open University (2005)
% TR, Tl T Seotrd 2fTer gt faHTe Y Y | F8et 711 34k dichifcreh gRumd
fafafed &1 § 3@ S 9 &

3fae™ &1 98 37 fAwmua 3R oYt Gene: TiSHT o1 9 varag aRomg
ST T AT SR g RIMaRr A1 TAASSRE & 3fihel & SR, TTHT
1.5 @RI AN et - SUT SIS hl BISH WHAT IR ST TR HSTR 8141 UST| Ig AT
ST T 379 dch ohT & J8T faeAToe o) SRonfat & forg gfaandt giaersit ar srma
3R SrfAfga ufasg 3 gep Eedarrferes amTfSies ok snfefer Hare dar & e National

Council of Educational Research and Training (2021)]1

gireRie féar s awEeR: a1 gxdiazur &I afd s+t dia oft & FrE-cgewn
FHTY G 319G 81 TT| Sarkar (1983) Il hid & foh GoTd SR SiTel # 'ITdg! g
STl ol A | Henasfe It @Y1 SIgAMA: 5 A ¥ 10 A1Rg &RT FiuGTieh fgar ot ¥e a¢
Q| Afgarst & Raere fEar 3fiR STugRor 59 ATE I Tad hiell e AT, St foh Idsft
gerferdm = ST MYwRes pfaal # fodR & Farr @ Butalia (1998)1

urfS i @< Rywrer FY sfearand: ardese aier = haa fF o 7&l, afch
Wﬁﬂ"qﬁ?ﬁ, 3EUﬁ, iaa,m@maﬁaﬁ?uﬁazﬁﬁs@mamﬁﬁrwwﬁml Menon
(1956) & AR, T T i¥eTeh MYR W AT T Sifem =1 rd o) gfoart
3R GHTEAT & Fear A ST AaeiTd LT S ST deehlel STAYT di (IR @al & &, fSraa
YA WaT <l fRAFY Ia= 81 18 Menon (1956) 1

Y faradt a1 gehien?ur 3R faare: g grT fafesr gaterdr i ganfiy 3 Raraal
I Ieh-iIch! &0 ¥ W B fear U1l gTdfifch TRER Uee & Ada 7 ifdrenizr Rarar o
WRd H faera gt M, «ifch ST, gaves 3R fatve sy-sherR 6t fRfa faemerag
81 TE1 Guha (2007) AT dch ¢ foh ATSTse gRT hHR He, ohl TYe T H o ST ohl TAT8
J Ueh "drchiferes aRomy’ @t "wureft dud’ § e f&ar Guha (2007)1

3fde SIfRAzAr: e A IumgTgiu & enfdfes uiRkfRAfad 0 ot 78 &R fear =t
A1eT & Hid (S S¢ 3R U &) Uk 331 | Tt Y, Safch URiaheoT el @R 331 & @
g1 Chandra (2009) & R, 39 37ffer &g A a1 &N # @rer Here 3R Harbifa
&t ST f&aT Chandra (2009)1
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et &t " Ta (1941-1951)

Human Cost of Partition:
India-Pakistan Enduring Conflicts

Human Cost of Partalies and
Dispalerement (1947-1951)

F700,000 12,000,000

TE00,0:00 14,000,000

£
E )
= 500,000 8,000,000
a2
5
“_é 200,000 0 Displaced Persons
=
:E 200,000 500,000
-
500,000 -
0
Punjab Bengal Delhi
J & = Blue allies
e ii) sp I ed Violation:
Source: Census of India (1441 & 1951), Various Historical Estimates,

Iustrates the disportivnate impact of the partition on Punjab
and Bengal

ET (Analysis of the Chart)
g ATt AT TISTT & fehaT=<ra o a1 I g3 URIai-es fatherdr et ifeuhia
g 9 g w=are:
1) USATE ST AHTAT: TTh H TSI I IR TaY ST 8, St Ig ST & foh fasres
o1 Fag Hu0T TR St Uid TR goTT| gl YSfeRTth @1 A | dhdel STHIA @l
ier, afeh & THerl & 9 Tegg St fRafd der &
2) feeetY: Uan sRomeff reR; feeet & IR @ U TE glaT & foh Y WRd Y STt
R7A1-1a Teh fasmer RumeT fAfR F sger 718 ot 1941 3R 1951 & ST=RTOMAT
& i feoett Y ST & Smar v IBTer 34 faATu=T vt gRUT 27|
3) sTel 1 AT e | fowras dSiTe i g 7 et e ot dfche ag
i I9G dh T (1950 o 21k deh) | TTth I8 it fzard & foh dsma ht germ
#H §TTeT # dTchlfereh Heg &= H oY, wifch faeama= a1 4T agd srgt
g iRy =07 MYy U3 o I dch ohl GE ohdT ¢ foh ATScsied atoHT A 'Saawn
F AT AR & IR & IS 3G Uae gl fhar ATl ST 1951 & Siichs 39
3G ATHE!' Tl TATHE ¥ &d &, 18 Shaet el H i a1 his g1

A ENGER KL

AT Il 3R ITch TRUMTHEFY gU a9 4 R IUAEIGIT IR QIR
TSI, ASHIfdeh 3R GHike 919 B3 &
o T AT IR FHIHR fAaTe: Fie i T Tt Qefentferes fAtherar ek
e, T FHTY A & g1 oY1 Guha (2007) & SER, Raradt & faeg &t
et mifehar A 9TRA SR UTfched™ & &9 IR 98 ggi ik MRex I faarg
&t 519 f&@r Guha (2007)1
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o  inaRe TSiHifa &1 ggtnurn: fAvem 3 Surerdiu 7 seasead’ ok
'IgEeHe’ i ISHITA et RITT s f&@T) National Council of Educational
Research and Training (2021) & faswor & @R, 1947 <t fgar i
wferat 7 g1 32rf & sridRes Treifaes famst & giverAdar @i e wia aa
&1 f&ar National Council of Educational Research and Training (2021) |

o B=ftezor otz ety ufareayf: sfevor g @1 o S R sier I,
I EHT T ohl & IR 9RY @ o o forg AeteR fhani Jalal (1985) deh
&ait € foh urfened™ bl IsTifa # ST o Srcaferen a<iea St gRam SrgRen &6
TG T URUTH o7 Jalal (1985) 1

o &g ggahT F 91T AScsed o A ol it 39 ag farfSia fohan foh
37T &feyor i fay o T A Tehlepd &3t A & Teh 81 9Teh (SAARC) S
! <l fatherdt & die fawre i efagiies wgarge & 7 aruT 8l

7. frsand

3fufaferes g o1 siq ot fohar, tig IuHETEIU o Widsy &l T 3R faeumos &t @met &
fora feam g9 ity U & A1enw @ ag TE gid1 & foh 3 S <l A1 haet 9T & g&did=oT
&1 At gl off, afcs gg fafesr sy &t st SeiRal @ g e
(Honourable Exit) &Y Ueh Gie-gusft Jorifa off|

37EhTG (Heh TRANUT oIl ﬁ?g’ilndira Gandhi National Open University (2005) &
UTSIYEh! B IeeiiRad &, ATScsies hl JoT = 39 THY i uRerd uRfEIfadl ot TR
& i e qnf AW F8] @ AT AT| gTeAiich, 3T MY T ATAITHD A=Awor I8 &g
&at g foh Chandra (2009) & dehl & AR, fawem @d & 341 g@e T8l o1 [ foh
3G fAHTSH ot AN e T fedaen ofiR sreafedd asienr |
e ey
1) Sieedrsit i ATTE):; <1 g&diaruT di fafY ot <9 789 uget fegemT T
Ot Jurifeh gep off, [ vemafAes dF ent Ui & A ofk AT ST ot
g fAvfa 9 o1 gug T8t
2) AFE™ Hed: National Council of Educational Research and Training
(2021) 3R It gerferar & My I8 WE ad g o Aede aien |
"HHET GREM' (Human Security) @l STifdeh @1 o 31T 7107 I@1 41,
g aRummreeRey 3fdgra & gad e fwra gal
3) 3rquf GehteRvor: Ftoir A Rardl @l R &l sl ®u @ ree sis far,
fSrerenT uRume ek faarg o & & srret +ft aferor gfwar i fRRaT ot g
g @Il
sifa o= sidd:, ag gl ST Uohdl & foh ATSesed TSI Uoh '3HTaTeh SRTS'
(Necessary Evil) & ®U & WierR i 78 off | If& ATSesler A S 1948 deh Uciter chl gidl,
N Taa: iuerie STl ht dierdT 3R IR i SreaeT o sgaR & ¥ UeEfad forar s
TehdT UTI Tg ST STgl Yok SR frufafes i o1 anf s, a6t g9+ wRd IuHgrgiu
Sl Tep Ut HiMifeien SR AR fawTsTen @1 U &l foies °1a 311a geren! arg off ot
%G el MR UTY B
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