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 In 1947, during the Independence, India had 571 princely states which were disjointed. All these 
states were merged to form 27 States. At that Ɵme, the States were divided into groups based on 
poliƟcal as well as historical consideraƟon instead of cultural or linguisƟc separaƟon. However, this 
division was not meant to be permanent. The States were required to be organised permanently 
based on their differences in language and culture. 

 SK Dhar, a judge of the Allahabad Court was appointed by the Government in 1948 to lead a 
commission that would ensure that the ReorganisaƟon of States is done based on language and 
culture. However, the commission desired the ReorganisaƟon of States to be performed based on 
historical and geographical backgrounds rather than linguisƟc consideraƟons. 

 Following this, in December 1948, the Congress formed a commiƩee—also known as the JVP 
commiƩee—with Nehru, Sardar Patel, and PaƩabhi Sitaramayya to reexamine the issue. 

 The JVP CommiƩee said that the Ɵming was not right for the formaƟon of addiƟonal provinces in its 
1949 report, revoking the Congress’ prior endorsement of the idea of linguisƟc provinces. 

 Language-based proposals for a separate state persisted even aŌer this. In 1948-1949, language 
independence movements were once again acƟve. 

 There was the Samyukta Maharashtra and Maha Gujarat movement, which worked to bring together 
the Kannada-speaking populaƟons of Madras, Mysore, Bombay, and Hyderabad. 

Formation of Andhra state: 
 The Congress was urged to put into effect an earlier decision in support of linguisƟc states by Telugu 

speakers. 
 They employed several strategies, such as peƟƟons, speeches, street marches, and demonstraƟons, 

to further their interests. 
 A well-known independence fighter named Poƫ Sriramulu started a fast on October 19, 1952, and 

regreƩably, he passed away on December 15, 1952, as a result of his commitment to the cause of a 
disƟnct Andhra. 

 In Andhra, rioƟng, demonstraƟons, hartals, and violence occurred as a result of the uproar caused by 
his death. 

 Violent protests against Andhra secession became known as the Vishalandhra movement. On 
December 

 19, 1952, then-Prime Minister Nehru finally made the announcement regarding the creaƟon of a 
disƟnct Andhra State. 

Formation of State Reorganisation Committee: 
 The effort to create further states along linguisƟc lines in other regions of the naƟon was sparked by 

the creaƟon of Andhra Pradesh. 
 Therefore, in August 1953, Nehru established the States ReorganisaƟon Commission (SRC), which 

included JusƟce Fazl Ali, K.M. Panikkar, and Hridaynath Kunzru, to examine the enƟre issue of the 
restructuring of the states of the Union “objecƟvely and dispassionately.” 

 The majority of the linguisƟc principle was acknowledged by the commiƩee, which also suggested 
redrawing state boundaries. 

 The State ReorganisaƟon CommiƩee’s suggesƟons were approved by the then administraƟon. 
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 In November 1956, the States ReorganizaƟon Act was finally approved by the legislature. 
 It provided for fourteen states and six centrally controlled areas. 
 SRC opposed the division of Bombay & Punjab;Therefore, Maharashtra, where massive rioƟng 

occurred, was the locaƟon with the strongest response to the SRC report. 

Later Years: 
 The linguisƟc reorganisaƟon of India was essenƟally finished aŌer more than ten years of nonstop 

conflict and popular efforts. But aŌerwards, a number of new developments emerged. 

Formation of Sikkim: 
 Sikkim was a “Protectorate” of India at the Ɵme of its independence. 
 It indicated that it was neither a full sovereign naƟon nor an independent state like other states within 

India. 
 While Sikkim’s Chogyal Monarch controlled its domesƟc administraƟon, India handled the country’s 

defence and diplomaƟc affairs. 
 The residents of the state were dissaƟsfied with this arrangement and desired a democraƟc system 

of government. 
 The Lepcha-BhuƟa community was a minority and made up the bulk of the state’s populaƟon. 
 Both the heads of the two communiƟes and the Indian government offered their support to the 

state’s ciƟzens in this cause. 
 The Sikkim Congress won the most votes in the 1974 assembly elecƟons and supported closer Ɵes to 

India. 
 The Assembly iniƟally requested “Associate State” status before passing a formal resoluƟon of 

unificaƟon with India in 1975. 
 A quick referendum that followed secured the assembly’s support of its request for integraƟon. This 

request was granted by the Indian Parliament, who recognised it as a state. 

Liberation of Goa: 
 In 1947, the BriƟsh Empire’s conƟnuous reign came to an end. Portugal, who had held Goa, Diu, and 

Daman since the sixteenth century, steadfastly resisted leaving these areas. 
 Portuguese misgovernance repressed the people of Goa and deprived them of fundamental civil 

rights. AddiƟonally, forced religious conversions were pracƟced by the Portuguese. 
 The Indian government iniƟally made an effort to persuade the Portuguese to leave these areas and 

take into account the locals’ popular uprisings. 
 Eventually, on December 18, 1961, as part of OperaƟon Vijay, Indian forces crossed the border into 

Goa, and on December 19, 1961, the Portuguese finally submiƩed to them. 
 In 1987, Goa was admiƩed as a state to the Indian Union. 
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Reorganisation of States in Modern Times: 
 Due to further demands of inhihabitants of various areas , other new states were formed. 
1. UƩarakhand 

 The 9th of November 2000 saw the separaƟon of UƩar Pradesh into UƩarakhand, formerly known 
as UƩaranchal, which became India’s 27th state. 

 The 70-year struggle by the inhabitants of the hilly area for an independent state had finally been 
successful. 

 Lack of development in a geographically disƟnct region 93% of the land is hilly, and 64% of the 
overall area is forest and rising unemployment sparked the long-standing call for a separate state. 

 The process began in 1930 when hill area people filed a moƟon by majority vote requesƟng an 
independent state of UƩarakhand. 

 The UƩarakhand Rajya Parishad was established later in 1973 and served as a venue for the fight 
for statehood. In 1979, this changed became UƩaranchal KranƟ Dal. 

 Later in 1994, the then-CM Mulayam Singh Yadav established a commiƩee to assess 
UƩarakhand’s demands. The commiƩee was in favour of the state’s establishment. 

 On November 9, 2000, UƩaranchal, which would later be renamed UƩarakhand, became the 27th 
state of the union. 

2.   Jharkhand 
 The aspiraƟons for autonomy persisted in Jharkhand, the tribal region of Bihar that included 

Chhota Nagpur and the Santhal Pargana. 
 Numerous significant tradiƟonal tribes, like the Santhal, HO, Oraon, and Munda, are concentrated 

in this area. 
 In the late 1930s and early 1940s, a push for a separate state began as educaƟon and 

contemporary acƟvity extended throughout the tribal area. 
 The demand for a separate state was later advanced by other tribal organisaƟons and 

movements, including the Jharkhand MukƟ Morcha, led by Shibu Soren. 
 Finally aŌer prolonged struggle for their separate state demand, the central government made 

Jharkhand-28th state of India on November 15th 2000. 

3.   Telengana 
 Telangana and Hyderabad state were combined to form the Indian Union on September 17, 1948. 
 It is well known that the States ReorganizaƟon Commission (SRC) opposed the concept of 

combining Telangana with Andhra Pradesh and offered a number of protecƟons to preserve the 
interests of the local populaƟon for some Ɵme. 

 In 1956, Telangana and Andhra were combined to become Andhra Pradesh. The Telengana Praja 
SamiƟ, led by Marri Channa Reddy, started an agitaƟon in the area in 1969. Long periods of Ɵme 
passed during the conflict with no breakthrough. 

 Telangana finally became the 29th Indian state in 2014, puƫng an end to years of delays. 
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Conclusion: 
 There are sƟll unmet requests for state formaƟon based on a variety of factors, including ethnicity, 

lack of development, and administraƟve difficulƟes. 
 Demands for separate states on a variety of grounds demonstrate that there are other means of 

bringing people together besides language. 
 Following years of indifference and backwardness, some people now desire the preservaƟon of their 

ethnic culture in the form of a separate state, while others desire improved development. 
 

Question: 
Q.1 Consider the following statements about the States Reorganisation Commission and Act? 

(This question was previously anked in MPSC 2019 Prelims Paper 1 official paper) 
a.  The commission was appointed in December 1953. 
b.  The commission was headed by Fazal Ali and two members of the commission were H.V. Kamath and 

Govind Ballabh Pant. 
c.  The commission submitted its report on September 30, 1954. 
d.  The States Re-organisation Act was enacted on August 31, 1956. 
e.  The States Re-organisation Act came into effect on January 1, 1957. 
Which of the statements given above are correct? 
(a) a, b and c 
(b) b, c and 
(c) b, d and e 
(d) a and d only 

Answer. D 
 
Mains: 
Q.2  The political and administrative reorganization of states and territories has been a continuous 

ongoing process since the mid-nineteenth century. Discuss with examples. (UPSC 2022) 
 
Introduction: 
 Prior to 1850s, India was divided into self-rule states along with some states which were under the 

control of the BriƟsh East India Company’s policies such as Subsidiary alliance or Doctrine of Lapse. 
AŌer the revolt of 1857, there was a reorganisaƟon of states and territories under the BriƟsh Crown 
directly and later under the Independent government. 

 
PHASES OF REORGANIZATION: 
 1857-1935 

 Non-interference of BriƟsh as no new territories were occupied. India was divided into poliƟcal 
provinces and princely states. 

 Bengal was divided on communal lines and the capital was shiŌed to Delhi. 
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 1935-1947 
 Princely states became part of the Indian federaƟon with equal poliƟcal parƟcipaƟon under the 

Government of India Act, 1935. 
 Under the Cabinet mission, the Indian states and territories are organised into three categories 

(A, B and C) for administraƟve convenience. 
 1947-1956 

 Post-Independence reorganisaƟon started with the ReorganisaƟon act of 1956 (Fazal Ali 
CommiƩee recommendaƟon) where 14 new states were created. 

 1960-2000 
 For administraƟve convenience, the states of Maharshtra and Gujarat were created. 
 On linguisƟc and developmental reasons, the states of Punjab, Haryana and HP were created. 
 For integraƟng foreign territories, Sikkim and Goa were given statehood. 
 In the 1970s three new states in the northeast were carved out to give reflecƟon to ethnic 

diversity. 
 2000 onwards 

 For administraƟve and developmental concerns three new states UƩarakhand, Jharkhand and 
ChhaƟsgarh (in 2000) were carved out. 

 Statehood of J&K was withdrawn and reorganised it into the Union Territory of Jammu & Kashmir 
and UT of Laddakh.  

Conclusion: 
 The process of reorganizaƟon is yet not completed and there are demands for the creaƟon of new 

states such as Saurashtra, Harit Pradesh, Bodoland, Purvanchal etc. 
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ANGER, SEPARATION, AND THE AFTERMATH 
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Mains Subjective: 
 It is oŌen not fully appreciated that except a few States in the geographical centre of our Republic, 

majority States are organised on a linguisƟc basis. If the underlying organising principle of language 
is unlikely to hold them together as units, giving greater force to economic, poliƟcal, historical and 
other fault lines, an alternaƟve principle will have to be formulated sooner rather than later. Does the 
Indian Republic eventually have to look for an organising principle other than language? (280w/10m) 
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FEWER WOMEN ARE BEING HIRED FOR LEADERSHIP POSITIONS 

 
Q.3 Fazl Ali Commission identified four major factors that can be taken into account in any scheme of 

reorganization of states:  
1.  One-Language One-State  
2.  PreservaƟon and strengthening of the unity and security of the country  
3.  Financial, economic and administraƟve consideraƟons  
4.  Planning and promoƟon of the welfare of the people in each state as well as of the naƟon as a whole 
Which of the statements given above is/are correct?  
(a) 1, 2 and 3 only  
(b) 1, 3 and 4 only  
(c) 1, 2, 3 and 4  
(d) 2, 3 and 4 only 
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Answer: D 
Notes: 
 The creaƟon of Andhra state intensified the demand from other regions for creaƟon of states on 

linguisƟc basis. This forced the Government of India to appoint (in December 1953) a three-member 
States ReorganisaƟon Commission under the chairmanship of Fazl Ali to re-examine the whole 
quesƟon. Its other two members were K M Panikkar and H N Kunzru. It submiƩed its report in 
September 1955 and broadly accepted language as the basis of reorganisaƟon of states. But, it 
rejected the theory of ‘one language– one state’. Its view was that the unity of India should be 
regarded as the primary consideraƟon in any redrawing of the country’s poliƟcal units. It idenƟfied 
four major factors that can be taken into account in any scheme of reorganisaƟon of states: 
1  PreservaƟon and strengthening of the unity and security of the country. 
2  LinguisƟc and cultural homogeneity. 
3  Financial, economic and administraƟve consideraƟons. 
4  Planning and promoƟon of the welfare of the people in each state as well as of the naƟon as a 

whole. 

Q.4 Consider the following statements: 
1.  The Dhar commission had recommended the reorganisation of states on the basis of linguistic factor. 
2.  JVP Committee had rejected language as the basis for reorganisation of states. 
3.  Fazl Ali Commission had broadly accepted language as the basis of reorganisation of states. 
Which of the above statement(s) is/are correct? 
(a) Only 1 and 2 
(b) Only 2 
(c) Only 3 
(d) Only 2 and 3 

Answer: D 
 The correct opƟon is D Only 2 and 3  
 The Dhar commission had recommended the reorganisaƟon of states on the basis of administraƟve 

convenience rather than linguisƟc factor. 


