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Letter from the Secretary General

Dear Esteemed Delegates, Chairs, and Attendees,

It is with great honor and immense excitement that I welcome you all to the second edition of YDMUN! After
the success of our inaugural conference, my team and I have been working tirelessly to ensure that this
year’s edition surpasses expectations and delivers an unforgettable MUN experience.

At YDMUN, our mission is not just to organize another Model United Nations conference, but to ignite a
passion for diplomacy, debate, and leadership. We believe MUN should be more than just formal debates—it
should be an inspiring journey that leaves every delegate with new perspectives, stronger confidence, and a
deep appreciation for the art of negotiation. This is why my team and I are committed to crafting a
conference that makes people “fallin love with MUN” whether it’s your first time stepping into committee or
you’re a seasoned delegate.

This year, YDMUN is proud to present eight diverse and engaging committees: 1 General Assembly
committees, 4 Special committees ,and 3 crisis committees.

Each committee has been carefully designed to challenge, engage, and inspire. Whether you find yourself
negotiating in the halls of the United Nations, making tough calls in a historical crisis, or shaping policies in a
semi-crisis setting, every moment at YDMUN will be an opportunity to grow as a diplomat and leader.

But beyond the debates, YDMUN is about the people.lt is about the connections you will make, the
friendships you will build, and the lessons you will carry beyond the conference. My team and I are
dedicated to ensuring that every participant walks away with an experience that is not only intellectually
enriching but also deeply memorable.

As we embark on this exciting journey together, I encourage you all to speak up, stand out, and make it
count. Push boundaries, challenge ideas, and above all, enjoy the process. This is your stage to showcase
your diplomacy, strategy, and leadership—make the most of it!

On behalf of my entire YDMUN team, I cannot wait to welcome you all to what promises to be an inspiring
and extraordinary edition of our conference.

Let’s make YDMUN not just a conference, but an experience to remember!
Sincerely,

Menna Eraslan
Secretary General




Letter from Co-Under Secretary General
GEEIRVES S

Welcome,

As your Co-Under-Secretary-General, I'd like to express my sincere gratitude for your
participation. Your presence brings great value to this committee, and I’'m excited to witness the
diplomacy and creativity you’ll contribute.

Prepare yourselves; the crisis ahead will be immense, demanding quick thinking, bold
decisions, and strategic collaboration.

A heartfelt thank you to my pookie Co-Under-Secretary-General Haktan, the Secretariat,
and the Executive Team for their incredible dedication in making this conference possible.

Wishing you a memorable and enriching experience.
Warm regards,

Bashar Wesam
Co-Under-Secretary-General




Letter from Co-Under Secretary General
(Haktan Efe Ozgiir)

Hello, Distinguished Delegates of YDMUN’25!

I am Haktan Efe Ozgiir, a sophomore student at Florya Tevfik Ercan Anatolian High
School, and I am pleased to serve as the Co-Under Secretary General of the HCC.

Before we proceed, I would like to take a moment to express my sincere gratitude to our
esteemed Secretary General, Menna, for granting me the opportunity to serve as the Co-Under
Secretary General of this distinguished committee. I would also like to extend my heartfelt thanks
to my Co-Under Secretary General, Bashar Wessam, for his dedication and hard work.

Many of you are attending this conference as your first MUN conference, so we have

aimed to make this Study Guide as accessible as possible. I know being in an MUN conference can
be very intimidating at first, but in actuality, it’s not as intimidating as many make it out to be. This is
your chance to expand your social circle and improve your communication skills. I believe that we
will have three amazing days within our committee and in general. Furthermore, I would like to
remind you that there are still many other sources beyond this study guide, so I encourage you to
research more. If you have any questions regarding the study guide or any questions in general, feel
free to reach me at haktanefeozgur240@gmail.com.

Best Regards,

Haktan Efe Ozgiir, Co-Under Secretary General of the HCC



mailto:haktanefeozgur240@gmail.com
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Introduction to the Committee

The Historical Crisis Committee (HCC) is a lively and engaging committee that mainly
concentrates on reviewing important historical events with an emphasis on diplomacy and making
decisions. In this group, participants are given the roles of significant figures from history or key
stakeholders, and they must react to changing situations as they happen in real-time. Unlike usual
committees, the HCC utilizes ongoing crisis news to create a sense of urgency and uncertainty
similar to what occurred in the past. This way, participants can alter events through working
together, diplomatic discussions, and strategic movements.

In this meeting, the group will discuss what happened before and after India's Partition in 1947.
Participants will stand for various people, such as leaders from the Indian National Congress,
All-India Muslim League, representatives from the British government, princely states, religious
heads, and other important figures. Members should be ready to handle political talks, react to
public disturbances, and take crucial decisions that might change history’s path.

This committee aims not just to comprehend the reasons and impacts of Partition, but also to
critically evaluate different possible outcomes, question beliefs, and handle a highly complex
crisis. Members should gain knowledge about the political situation in colonial India, important
personalities and philosophies involved, and the social-religious factors that led to one of the
biggest mass movements as well as humanitarian crises in recent history.

Introduction to the Partition of India

The Partition of India in 1947 was a very important time for South Asia and the world because it
ended British colonial rule and created two independent countries: India and Pakistan. The
decision to divide the subcontinent came from a lot of different reasons, including colonial politics,
growing community conflicts, and different nationalist beliefs.

By the start of the 20th century, the desire to be free from British control had grown a lot. But
ideas about what India should look like after colonial rule were very different. The Indian
National Congress, with leaders like Jawaharlal Nehru and Mahatma Gandhi at its head,
supported the idea of one unified country that would be secular. At the same time, Muhammad
Ali Jinnah, who led the All-India Muslim League, was becoming more supportive of a separate
country to protect the political and cultural rights of Muslims.

Growing suspicion between Hindu and Muslim groups, along with Britain's desire to leave India
quickly after World War II ended, helped make the decision to split the country. The Mountbatten
Plan in June 1947 made this partition official by creating the Radcliffe Line for separating the
new dominions. This division separated the provinces of Punjab and Bengal and made more than
10 million people move from their homes, which led to a lot of communal violence everywhere.
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Background

Overview of British Colonial Rule

British colonial rule in India formally started in 1858 after the East India Company was dissolved
following the Revolt of 1857 (which is also known as the First War of Independence or the Sepoy
Mutiny). The British East India Company had been controlling parts of the subcontinent since the
18th century, but the uprising was a turning point. The British Crown took direct control through the
Government of India Act 1858, which made Queen Victoria the Empress of India and started the
period of the British Raj. From that point until independence in 1947, India was run as a colonial
possession under a centralized system that was controlled from London.

British colonialism in India was driven by economic interests and imperial strategy. India was a

major source of raw materials like cotton, indigo, tea, and opium, and it also served as a market
for British manufactured goods. Infrastructure projects like railways, telegraphs, and canals were
brought in mainly to make things easier for British commercial and administrative interests. Some
modern institutions were set up during colonial rule, like universities and legal codes, but these
developments often ended up reinforcing hierarchical control and helping the colonial elite more
than the Indian population.

The social impact of British rule was profound, too. British policies disrupted traditional

economic systems by leading to widespread poverty, landlessness, and famines. Racial superiority
was often a part of British attitudes toward Indians, and English education systems ended up
creating a small elite class while leaving mass literacy aside. At the same time, colonial rule
brought India together administratively and geographically in ways that hadn't existed under
earlier empires and that ended up laying the groundwork for the nationalist resistance movements
that would come up in the 20th century.
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Political Structure and Administration in British India

The political and administrative structure of British India was hierarchical and very centralized.
The British Crown was at the top, and it was represented in India by the Viceroy (or
Governor-General). The Viceroy was helped by the Executive Council, which was made up

mostly of British officials and had the highest authority over all legislative and executive matters
in the colony. The Viceroy reported to the Secretary of State for India, who was a British cabinet
minister based in London, making sure that the final authority stayed with the British government.

Administratively, British India was split into two main categories: the British provinces that were
ruled directly and the princely states that were ruled indirectly. The provinces - like Bengal,
Bombay, and Madras were run by governors and civil servants who were appointed by the British.
The Indian Civil Service (ICS) was a bureaucracy that was mostly made up of British officers and
formed the backbone of colonial governance. At the same time, there were over 500 princely
states that kept nominal autonomy under local rulers, but these rulers were often subordinate to
British “Residents” who controlled foreign affairs and defense matters.

Efforts to introduce representative governance were limited and mostly superficial. Legislative
councils were set up through reforms like the Indian Councils Acts of 1861 and 1892, but these
bodies were mainly advisory and gave Indian representatives very little real power. The
Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms of 1919 and the Government of India Act of 1935 were meant to
expand Indian participation in governance, but they kept British control over key areas like
defense, finance, and foreign policy. The 1935 Act especially set up a federal framework that was
never fully put into practice, which shows just how limited self-governance was under colonial
rule.
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Rise of Nationalist Movements

During the late 1800s and early 1900s, Indian nationalist movements started to arise and develop.
These movements desired more self-governance at first, but ultimately complete independence
from British control. The creation of the Indian National Congress (INC) in 1885 signaled the start of
organized political opposition. At its beginning stages, Congress sought changes within British rule
by focusing on conversation, requests through letters or petitions, and gradual transformation over
time. But, as the colonial strategies kept on exploiting Indian resources and not providing true
political representation, the calls for self-governance became more powerful.

At the beginning of the 20th century, the feeling of nationalism increased a lot. The Bengal's
division in 1905 by Lord Curzon was said to be for managing purposes, but most people thought
it was an effort to separate Hindus and Muslims. This event started large-scale protests and the
Swadeshi movement that encouraged not using British products. From 1916 to 1918, the Home
Rule League Movement happened under leaders such as Annie Besant and Bal Gangadhar Tilak,
who asked for self-rule similar to the British dominions' way of governance. At that period, the
Muslim League came into existence in 1906 to voice the political interests of Muslims. Initially,
this group worked together with Congress, but later their goals started to differ.

During the years between wars, large-scale movements emerged under the leadership of Mahatma
Gandbhi. He introduced nonviolent civil disobedience as a way to resist. Some important

campaigns were the Non-Cooperation Movement from 1920 to 1922, the Salt March and Civil
Disobedience Movement from 1930 to 1934, and the Quit India Movement in 1942. These
movements brought together millions of Indians regardless of their caste, class, or religion;
however, they also showed significant social differences within society. At the same time,
revolutionary groups and leftist movements contributed to the variety of nationalist resistance

with their more extreme methods. In the 1940s, it was not only a political demand but also a
widespread agreement across the nation that independence was necessary.
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Religious and Communal Tensions

The religious and communal stress in colonial India was influenced by a complicated blend of
historical heritage, British policy actions, and changing political identities. The subcontinent
carries an extensive past of religious variety, particularly among its two major communities:
Hindus and Muslims. Coexistence with syncretism was commonly seen across many regions, but
there were times when tensions rose high; this happened mostly during the phases of political
instability. Under British colonial rule, these separations were made official. They categorized
religious communities as distinct political groups; a method often called "divide and rule."

A major instance of colonial impact on community splits was the start of distinct electorates for
Muslims under the Morley-Minto Reforms (1909). This action, aimed to provide a political voice
to minority groups, also strengthened religious identities in politics. Later reforms, including ones
under the Government of India Act of 1919 and the 1935 acts, further solidified the idea that
political representation should be given based on religion, which restricted possibilities for a
unified nationalist battle.

During the 1930s and 1940s, there was a lot of communal tension, which became heavily
politicized. The All-India Muslim League, with Muhammad Ali Jinnah leading more frequently,
started expressing that Muslims were a distinct "nation" who should have their own state. This
stance got stronger after Congress-League cooperation failed during the provincial elections in
1937 and discussions broke down during World War II. The Lahore Resolution of 1940 asked for
separate states with a Muslim-majority in northwestern and eastern India. This formed the
ideological base needed to form Pakistan. The communal violence, notably in cities such as
Calcutta and Lahore during the mid-1940s, showed how deep the divide was. It played a part in
making partition more urgent, and tragic too.

10
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Early Political Developments

Formation of the Indian National Congress

The Indian National Congress emerged as a crucial organization in India's struggle for
independence. Established in 1885, it initially served as a venue for educated Indians to express
their concerns to the British authorities. However, when Jawaharlal Nehru began guiding them in
the 1920s, the Congress Party evolved into a powerful movement advocating for self-governance.
In 1930, the party declared the Purna Swaraj resolution. This formally called for total
independence from British governance.

The Congress Party grew into a significant movement primarily due to its inclusion of individuals
from various religions. Despite remaining secular, the party started encountering increased issues
when Muslim leaders began to question whether their needs would be addressed in an India
dominated by Hindus. This strain contributed to the growing division between Hindus and
Muslims as time passed.

As discussions of independence advanced, the party's leadership framework grew more important.
Jawaharlal Nehru became a significant leader promoting total independence while engaging in
discussions with British officials. The Congress Party's position on unity and secularism was
markedly distinct from the rising separatist movements like the Muslim League's Two-Nation
Theory.

Despite facing internal disputes, the Congress Party remained committed to achieving
independence through non-violent means. However, their perspectives on issues like separate
electorates and Muslim representation led to conflicts with newly established Muslim political
factions. This period marked the beginning of a complex connection between Congress leaders
and the political aspirations of Muslims, which would ultimately influence the partition.

11
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Emergence of the Muslim League

In 1906, the All-India Muslim League was established due to growing concerns over the
representation of Muslims in British India. Initially, it was directed by non-religious figures like
Mohammed Ali Jinnah and Aga Khan III. The primary objective of this organization was to
protect Muslim interests while maintaining India's unity. However, in the 1930s, certain Muslim
leaders began documenting occurrences where they asserted that Congress ministries were
purportedly prioritizing the interests of the Hindu majority over those of others.

With Jinnah's leadership, the Muslim League underwent significant transformations. In the
beginning, it sought a consolidated Indian federation but subsequently began documenting
grievances from Muslims and advocated for alternative political resolutions. The stance of the
League changed over time; at first, they aimed for security within a unified India but eventually
called for territorial separation based on religious demographics.

The organization of the Muslim League evolved into a more intricate and sophisticated entity,

with branches spread across British India. The party's main aim was to gather Muslim views and
build awareness about potential dangers to Muslim interests in an independent India dominated by
Hindus. This growth in the organization was very important for future discussions.

As the pressures grew, leaders of the Muslim League had difficulties keeping a balance between
diverse demands within the Muslim community. Different regional heads sometimes held varying
ideas on how to achieve independence, while the party was having a hard time setting solid
foundations in areas with a majority-Muslim population. In spite of these obstacles, the League
became the leading representative for separatist desires among Muslims.

12
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Role of Mahatma Gandhi and Non-Cooperation

Mahatma Gandhi made a significant impact on Indian nationalism with his concepts of nonviolent
resistance. His leadership transformed the independence movement by initiating programs that
refrained from cooperation and subtly violated civil laws, exerting significant pressure on British
authorities to grant self-governance. Widespread participation and moral belief were key aspects
of Gandhi's approach, forming a robust resistance to colonial domination.

In 1942, the Quit India Movement marked a significant shift in Gandhi's strategy. He desired
immediate independence but faced resistance from the Muslim League. They feared that a rapid
British withdrawal would jeopardize Muslim autonomy. This conflict highlighted growing
community issues, which subsequently influenced partition decisions

Gandhi's dedication to harmony between Hindus and Muslims faced growing difficulties as
communal conflicts intensified. His dream of a united, non-religious India was opposite to the
rising feelings for separation. Even with his hard work towards peace-making, Gandhi found it
tough to close the increasing distance between Hindu and Muslim political goals.

Gandhi's movement had a touch beyond politics, it affected social changes and economic growth
as well. He focused on self-dependence and local industries which played a role in creating
national awareness, even though his idea of the economy was criticized by the modernizers inside
the Congress Party. This internal discussion showed wider conflicts within the freedom struggle.

13
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The Lahore Resolution and the Two-Nation Theory

The Lahore Resolution of 1940 was a significant moment in the history of India. During
this time, the Muslim League officially requested separate states for Muslims residing in
Northwestern and Eastern parts of India. Muhammad Ali Jinnah stated that the conflicts between
Hindus and Muslims in India are obviously an international problem, suggesting they are two
different nations each requiring their own special political answers.

The Two-Nation Theory became very important as the main idea for making Pakistan.
This theory suggests that Hindus and Muslims are different nations, each having their own unique
habits, traditions, art forms, building styles, literary interests and lifestyles. This concept laid
down the basis for the Pakistan Movement and was officially supported by the Muslim League.

Lahore Resolution went through major obstacles, mostly in setting territorial borders. The
Boundary Commission under the guidance of Cyril Radcliffe struggled to divide areas such as
Punjab and Bengal due to their mixed and varied populations. In the end, these partitions caused
big shifts in population and unmatched movement of people.

The results of the division were very harmful, with guesses indicating that between

200,000 to 2 million people lost their lives and around 15 million people had to leave their homes
because of religious fighting. This conflict created long-lasting hate between India and Pakistan
which still influence their connection in our present time. Problems about the land like those
involving Kashmir continue to affect peace in this region.

14
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British Responses and Reforms

1. Morley-Minto Reforms (1909)

The Morley-Minto Reforms of 1909 marked a significant turning point in British India's
constitutional development. Named after Secretary of State John Morley and Viceroy Lord Minto,
these reforms introduced limited Indian participation in governance while establishing the
principle of separate Muslim electorates. The reforms enlarged legislative councils at both the
central and provincial levels, raising the Central Legislative Council from 16 to 60 members and
each provincial council to 50 members.

The introduction of separate electorates for Muslims was the most debated part of the reforms, a
demand made by Muslims in 1906 via the Simla Deputation. This action effectively divided the
electorate by religion, creating separate electoral zones for Hindus and Muslims. While the
reforms enhanced Indian participation in legislative councils, they maintained British control by
securing an official majority in the Central Legislative Council and retained full veto power over
all legislation.

The changes had extensive effects on Indian politics. They created a system where Muslim
members were elected exclusively by Muslim voters, dividing the electorate along religious lines.
This provision would later influence the development of Muslim separatist politics and ultimately
contribute to the partition of India. The changes also resulted in the selection of the initial Indian
member of the Viceroy's Executive Council, Satyendra P. Sinha, signifying a minor advancement in
Indian representation in senior administration.

The establishment of distinct electorates was notably important, as it formalized communal
representation within Indian politics. This system was intended to stem the growing tide of
nationalism while protecting Muslim interests, but it ultimately contributed to the political
divisions that would shape India's future. The reforms represented the first major attempt at
constitutional reform in British India, though they fell short of Indian demands for
self-government and were criticized by the Indian National Congress as an imperial attempt at
control through divide-and-rule politics.

15
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2. Montagu—Chelmsford Reforms (1919)

The Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms of 1919 represented a more ambitious attempt at
constitutional reform, aiming to introduce self-governing institutions gradually in British India.
Named in honor of Secretary of State Edwin Montagu and Viceroy Lord Chelmsford, these
changes were detailed in their 1918 report and executed via the Government of India Act 1919.
The modifications established a dual governance structure, known as diarchy, that divided
provincial power into "reserved" and "transferred" classes.

The reforms led to a significant rise in Indian participation in governance. At the provincial level,
legislative assemblies gained a majority of elected members, with nation-building departments
assigned to Indian ministers responsible to the legislature. However, key departments like finance,
law and order, and police remained under British control through executive councilors. The
reforms also established the Imperial Legislative Council as a bicameral body, consisting of the
Central Legislative Assembly and the Council of State.

The implementation of diarchy began in 1921 across major provinces including Bengal, Madras,
Bombay, the United Provinces, Central Provinces, Punjab, Bihar, and Orissa, and Assam. The
system was later extended to the North-West Frontier Province in 1932. The reforms resulted in
the creation of elected local councils in rural regions and the democratization of city municipal
corporations.

The reforms encountered substantial resistance in India, especially because of the simultaneous
enactment of the oppressive Rowlatt Acts in 1919. Numerous Indians, who had backed Britain
during World War I, felt deceived by these actions. The situation culminated in the Amritsar
Massacre of 1919, which further inflamed nationalist sentiment and led to widespread protests
against British rule. Muhammad Ali Jinnah resigned from the Legislative Council in protest,
marking a significant moment in the growing divide between Muslim and Hindu political
aspirations.

16
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3. Government of India Act (1935)

The Government of India Act of 1935 represented the most comprehensive constitutional reform
in British India before independence. The Act built upon the foundations laid by the Montagu-
Chelmsford Reforms and was developed through three Round Table Conferences held in London
between 1930 and 1932. The Act established a federal government structure, which included a
central authority and provincial autonomy, while maintaining British supervision in essential areas
like defense and international affairs.

The Act contained extensive regulations, creating an All-India Federation that would include both
British India and the princely states. It created provincial autonomy, with chosen governments
accountable to their particular legislatures. The Act also featured distinct electorates and reserved
positions for minorities, despite encountering resistance from the Indian National Congress.

The implementation of the Act faced significant challenges, particularly regarding the proposed
federation. Even though provincial autonomy was implemented, the federal component of the Act
was never realized due to the inability to secure the participation of the princely states. The Act
remained in effect until India's 1947 independence, serving as the basis for India's first
constitution after independence.

The Act's provisions for separate electorates and minority representation generated considerable
debate, leading to the Communal Award of 1932. Mahatma Gandhi took part in the Second Round
Table Conference in 1931 to address these arrangements, but ultimately, the British government
upheld separate electorates despite Congress's opposition. This decision would have lasting
impacts on Hindu-Muslim relations and the eventual partition of India.

The Act represented the final major attempt at constitutional reform in British India prior to
achieving independence. Even though it facilitated greater Indian participation in governance
relative to previous systems, it still maintained sufficient British control to prevent total
self-governance. The Act's provisions would ultimately influence the structure of independent
India's constitution and the nature of its federal system.

17
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Road to Partition

Cripps Mission and the Quit India Movement

The Cripps Mission in 1942 represented a pivotal point in the fight for India's independence. Sir
Stafford Cripps came to India with a suggestion that granted dominion status to India post-war,
allowing the possibility to withdraw from the British Commonwealth. However, the conditions and
limitations of the proposal led to its rejection by both Congress and the Muslim League.

The failed Cripps Mission directly led to the Quit India Movement, which was launched by
Mahatma Gandhi in August 1942. The slogan of the movement, "Do or Die," emphasized the
resolve of the Indian populace to secure prompt independence. The Muslim League resisted the
movement, worrying that instant independence would threaten Muslim self-governance.

The Quit India Movement resulted in the detention of numerous Congress leaders, including
Gandhi, Nehru, and various prominent figures. The act marked a significant escalation in the
struggle for independence, leading the British to respond aggressively to suppress the uprising.
Throughout this period, alternative leadership arose within Congress, and the Muslim League's
influence grew.

The influence of the movement reached further than just short-term political effects. It fostered a
new wave of leaders in Congress and showed the strong public backing for independence. The
British government's severe reaction further diminished their legitimacy in the eyes of Indians,
complicating efforts to uphold control.

18
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Failure of the Simla Conference

The Simla Conference of 1945 was an unsuccessful effort at reconciling after the war. Hosted at
the Viceroy's summer residence in Simla, the conference assembled the leading Indian political
figures to deliberate on the makeup of the Viceroy's Executive Council and the foundations for a
forthcoming constitution.

The conference fell apart due to the Muslim League's demand to nominate every Muslim member
to the Executive Council. The Congress Party dismissed this appeal, contending that it would
disenfranchise representation for various Muslim communities and people. This disintegration
emphasized the increasing societal split that would ultimately result in partition.

The conference's inability to succeed resulted in major repercussions. It suggested that the rift in
the community had grown unbridgeable, rendering a united India increasingly difficult to attain.
The inability of the British government to broker a deal between the factions diminished their
credibility as intermediaries.

The outcomes of the Simla Conference led to increased political fragmentation. The Muslim
League's position grew increasingly rigid, whereas the Congress Party became more resolute in its
pursuit of independence, free from communal divisions. This period marked an essential turning
point in the journey toward partition.

Post-War Political Crisis

The end of World War II brought new dynamics to Indian politics. The 1945 British parliamentary
victory of Clement Attlee's Labour Party, which had promised to provide India with
independence, opened up new opportunities for political transformation.

This period saw rising tensions between Hindus and Muslims, as the Muslim League pushed for
"direct action" to achieve Pakistan. This culminated in the Great Calcutta Killing on August 16,
1946, resulting in numerous deaths and signifying a major shift in communal relations.

The crisis worsened as violence extended from Calcutta to additional regions. The British
government experienced increasing pressure to address the issue, while Indian leaders fought to
retain influence over their individual communities. This time showed that the community split
had grown too wide to reconcile.

The political turmoil underscored the shortcomings of British policy in India. The failure to keep
order or negotiate a political agreement among Indian factions highlighted that British governance
could not persist forever. This realization would influence the timing and nature of the eventual
transfer of power.
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Cabinet Mission Plan

The Cabinet Mission of 1946, made up of Pethick-Lawrence, Cripps, and Alexander, suggested a
complicated three-level framework for India. The plan sought a flexible confederation in which a
central authority oversaw defense, foreign affairs, and communications, allowing provinces to
maintain significant autonomy.

The proposal received initial approval from both Congress and the Muslim League, though they
each interpreted it differently. The Muslim League endorsed it "generally," while Congress agreed
to it "completely." Still, the League's focus on province clustering and Congress's quest for a
strong central power resulted in insurmountable gaps.

The execution of the plan encountered prompt difficulties. The Muslim League's retraction of
approval in July 1946 signified a critical point in the partition process. The establishment of a
temporary government by the Congress Party, excluding League involvement, added further
complexity to the situation.

The collapse of the Cabinet Mission Plan had extensive repercussions. It signified the final
significant effort to preserve a united India and illustrated that partition was unavoidable. The
failure of the plan resulted in Lord Mountbatten being appointed as India’s final Viceroy.

Direct Action Day and the Calcutta Killings

The Direct Action Day, proclaimed by the Muslim League on August 16, 1946, represents one of
the bloodiest events in India's history. The incident, referred to as the Great Calcutta Killing, led
to numerous fatalities and extensive devastation.

The violence quickly escalated throughout Bengal, with retaliations happening in both city and
countryside locations. The degree of violence showed that communal tensions had escalated
significantly, complicating peaceful coexistence.

The result of the murders caused a total collapse of trust among communities. The failure of both
British and Indian leaders to stop or manage the violence emphasized the breakdown of civil
order in key Indian cities. This period marked a crucial shift towards partition as the only viable
resolution.

The Calcutta Killings had a major impact on Indian politics for many years. They demonstrated
that collective violence could rapidly intensify and that the existing administrative systems were
inadequate to maintain order. This insight influenced the ultimate decision to partition India and
the swift transition of power.
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Mountbatten’s Arrival and the 3 June Plan

Lord Mountbatten arrived in India in March 1947 as the last Viceroy of the British Empire. He
had explicit instructions to oversee the decolonization of India and was given wide freedom to
determine the terms of British withdrawal.

Mountbatten quickly concluded that the differences between Congress and Muslim League were
irreconcilable in the near term. He believed that speed was essential due to the risk of civil war
and that partition was the only expedient option for independence. The Mountbatten Plan was
announced on June 3, 1947.

The plan proposed dividing British India into two dominions: India and Pakistan. The Boundary
Commission, led by Cyril Radcliffe, was tasked with demarcating the borders, particularly in
Punjab and Bengal. The commission faced the impossible task of dividing provinces with
complex demographic distributions.

The plan's implementation was rushed, with the deadline set for August 15, 1947. The assets of
the British Indian Empire had to be divided within a single month, and the borders were not
published until August 17, two days after independence. This timing created chaos and confusion
among the population.

Indian Independence Act (1947)

The Indian Independence Act, enacted by the British Parliament on July 18, 1947, officially split
British India into two separate dominions. The Act required the boundary between India and
Pakistan to be established by midnight on August 14-15, 1947, and stipulated that the division of
the empire's resources should occur within a month.

The enactment of the Act resulted in record levels of human displacement. Around 15 million
Hindus, Muslims, and Sikhs crossed the newly defined borders, with numerous individuals
compelled to walk in refugee groups that extended for miles. These columns became frequent
ambush sites, resulting in horrific communal violence.

The legacy of the Act remains impactful on South Asian politics. The territorial conflicts,
especially concerning Kashmir, have resulted in several wars between India and Pakistan. The
allocation of assets and the rushed establishment of Pakistan resulted in major difficulties,
eventually leading to the split of East Pakistan (currently Bangladesh) in 1971.

The Act signified the official conclusion of British governance in India, yet its execution led to
enduring difficulties. The violent character of the partition fostered a climate of animosity
between India and Pakistan that still influences their relationship in the present day.
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Characters

Jawaharlal Nehru
A visionary leader and India's first Prime Minister. Key figure in the Indian National Congress
Party.

Mr. Ram
Grassroots activist with deep rural outreach. Serves as a district leader in the Indian National
Congress.

Mr. Ashuk
Young political strategist with a modern outlook. Member of the Indian National Congress think
tank.

Mr. Raju
Seasoned campaigner and orator. Senior leader in the Indian National Congress Party.

Mrs. Sunita
Women'’s rights advocate and community mobilizer. Holds a leadership position in the Indian
National Congress.

Mr. Ajay
Youth leader focusing on educational reform. Indian National Congress spokesperson for
student affairs.

Mrs. Rita
Social welfare expert with a passion for public health. She is a policy advisor in the Indian
National Congress.

Mr. Amitabh Bachchan
Celebrity influencer with political endorsements. Honorary cultural ambassador for the Indian
National Congress.

Sir Paxton Davidson
Veteran legal advisor in colonial governance. Senior member among British Advocates.

Sir Leroy White
Known for his strict adherence to British law. High-ranking legal officer in British colonial
administration.
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Sir Will Goodwill
Diplomatic liaison during the colonial transition. Served with the British Advocates’ negotiation
board.

Sir Harry Winston
Arbitration expert in empire-related legal matters. Represented British legal interests in India.

Muhammad Ali Jinnah
Founder of Pakistan and key political visionary. Supreme leader of the All-India Muslim League.

Mr. Abdul
Religious scholar turned politician. Regional leader for the All-India Muslim League.

Mr. Eshti
Grassroots mobilizer focused on minority rights. Active member of the All-India Muslim League.

Mr. Pakigreen
Progressive voice for Muslim youth. Policy reformist under the All-India Muslim League banner.

Mr. Islam
Political analyst and party strategist. Works with the All-India Muslim League leadership.

Mr. Amir
Charismatic speaker and youth mobilizer. Holds a mid-level post in the All-India Muslim League.

Mr. Abhishek
Cross-cultural liaison and dialogue facilitator. Emerging leader in the All-India Muslim League.

Mr. Abrar
Community organizer with legal expertise. Legislative aide in the All-India Muslim League.
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