
CHAPTER VIII 

MOUNTBATTEN PLAN AND PARTITION OF INDIA 

Before arrival of Mountbatten to India, there held a debate in 

England on March 5, 1947. Cripps, defending the Government's policy,said 

"It was unfortunate that "just at the moment when the Muslim 
League was about to reconsider the situation with a view, 
possibly-/ to coming into the Constituent Assembly at Karachi, 
events in the Piaijab boiled up ... We can only hope that 
tolerance and good sense will bring about some settlement ... 
This is just another one of those factors which make it so 
difficult to predict the course of events ... in India today". 

Winston Churchill, the leader of the Conservative Party,attacking 

on the "Government of Mr. Nehru", called it a "complete disaster" and 

insisted that "it was a cardinal mistake to entrust the government of 

India to the caste Hindu". Turning to the new Viceroy, Churchill argued: 

"India is to be subjected not merely to partition/ but to 
fragmentation, and to haphazard fragmentation. A time limit 
is imposed - a kind of guillotine - which will certainly 
prevent the full, fair and reasonable discussion of the great 
complicated issues that are involved. These 14 months will 
not be used for the melting of hearts and the union of Muslim 
and Hindu all over India, They will be used in preparation 
for civil war; and they will be marked continually by 
disorders and disturbances such as are now going on in the 
great city of Lahore". 

On March 8, CWC in."an emergency session resolved: 

"The transfer of power, in order to be smooth, should be 
preceded by the recognition in practice of the Interim 
Government as a Dominion Government with effective control 
over the services and administration .., The Central Govern­
ment must necessarily function as a Cabinet with full 
authority and responsibility. Any other arrangement is 
incompatible with good government and is peculiarly dangerous". 

The CWC also resolve-S: 
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"There has been an orgy of murder and arson and Amritsar 
and Multan have been scenes of horror and devastation. These 
tragic events have demonstrated that there can be no settle­
ment of the problem in the Punjab by violence and coercion, 
and that no arrangement based on coercion can last. Therefore, 
it is necessary to find a way out which involves the least 
amount of compulsion. This necessitates a division of the 
Punjab into two provinces, so that the predominantly Muslim 
part may be separated from the predominantly non-Muslim part". 

It may be added that the above resolution was passed demanding the 

partition of Punjab in consequence of the Muslim League's bid to over­

throw the coalition government of the Unionist Party's leader,Khizar 

Hayat Khan Tiwana, riots and killings in January, 1947, and resignation 

of Tiwana on March 3, 1947, which had caused alarm among the Hindus and 

Sikhs of a Muslim League Raj in Pxjnjab. About 2,000 lives had lost in 

the commiaial riots by March, 1947. 

Attlee's Declaration for Transfer of Power 

In view of the Interim Government not working at all, the League 

boycott of the Constituent Assembly, the failure of the London Conference, 

antagonism and disagreement between the Congress and the League, communal 

orgy, arson and destruction in recurrent riots leading to a state of 

civil war in India and law and order deteriorating fast, Attlee, in the 

House of Commons on February 20, 1947, had declared: 

"The present state of vincertainty is fraught with danger 
and cannot be indefinitely prolonged. His Majesty's Government 
wish to make it clear that it is their intention to take 
necessary steps to effect the transference of power to 
responsible Indian hands by a date not later than June^1948" 
(June 30, 1948) . 

He also added: 

"If by June, 1948, a constitution was not framed by a fully 
representative Constituent Assembly, His Majesty's Government 
will have to consider to whom the power of the Centtral Govern­
ment in British India should be handed over on the due date; 
whether as a whole to some form of Central Government for 
British India or in some areas to the existing Provincial 
Governments, or in some other way as may seem most reasonable 
and in the best interests of the Indian people". 

On March 8, the Congress Working Committee, welcoming the above 

declaration, resolved calling for the partition of Pxjnjab and Bengal on 
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commiaial lines and inviting the Muslim League to direct negotiations. 

The Congress welcomed the announcement as "wise and courageous" but 

Gandhiji remarked that it would lead to Pakistan for those provinces or 

portions which may want Ir. 

As Wavell failed to implement the policies properly in order to 

solve the Indian tangle, the British Cabinet resolved to replace Wavell 

by Lord Louis Mountbatten and scheduled his arrival in India on March 22, 

1947. 

Jawaharlal Nehru, on March 9, while forwarding the resolution of 

March 8, to the Viceroy, said: 

"... we ... have also suggested the division of the Punjab 
into two parts. This principle would, of course, apply to 
Bengal also ... Recent events in the Pxmjab have demonstrated 
... that it is not possible to coerce the non-Muslim minority 
in the Province, just as it is not possible or desirable to 
coerce the others ... In the event of the Muslim League not 
accepting the Cabinet Delegation's scheme and not coming into 
the Constituent Assembly, the division of Bengal and Punjab 
becomes inevitable". 

Thus, the Congress accepted Pakistan, but including only Muslim 

majority districts. Jinnah, addressing the Muslim journalists in Bombay 
9 

on March 12, proclaimed: 

"... our ideology, our goal, our basic and fundamental principles 
... are not only different from the Hindu organisations but 
are in conflict ... There is no common ground for co-operation 
... There was a time when the idea of Pakistan was laughed at, 
but let me tell you this there is no other solution which will 
decredit and bring honour to our people ... Insha Allah (God 
Willing), we shall have Pakistan". 

There were severe riots in Lahore, Amritsar, Multan and Rawalpindi. 

Jenkins, the Governor of Punjab, estimated 1,000 dead and many of its 

multiple injured. In Amritsar, Master Tara Singh declared that the "Civil, 
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War" had already begijn, while Baldev Singh, the Sikh Defence Member, 

wrote to Wave 1}= 

"I make no secret of my conviction that Muslim League's 
onslaught on the Coalition Ministry had been engineered in 
the way it was because the League had despaired of being 
able to defeat it by constitutional methods", 

Mountbatten almost daily consulted the Cabinet in London on the 

thorny problems in India and opined that "the Indian leaders themselves 

would sooner or later realise that the retention of the Indian Army under 

central control was vital both to the external security of India and to 
12 the maintenance of internal law and order", and planned that "he would 

not allow them (the Interim Government) to use British bayonets to keep 
13 

law and order, but only to protect British lives". 

Cn March 13, 1947, V, Krishna Menon in London briefed Mountbatten 

a Congress's suggested solution on the question of Muslim League demand. 

He, proposing two "Pakistans", including the districts of East Bengal 

which were predominantly Moslem, and certain areas of Assam,partitioning 

Bengal, saia: 

"I believe that partition is the price that will have to be 
paid for any stability in Bengal .. any solution which hands 
over Calcutta to Pakistan,will be unstable and impractical ... 
On the other hand, the League has to be given a port on the 
East, and the solution is that as part of the compromise 
settlement India should build a large-sized city and port in 
Chittagong, that is, nrovide the money for it however many 
millions it may cost". 

On March 15, Woodrow Wyatt, suggesting the transfer of Central 

Government system intact to the Interim Government, said that the decision 

taken after four days of debate in both House of Parliament was Irrevocable 

and the only means to force the Indian to work out their own solution 

for themselves and that the suggestion of the Advisory Committee on 

Minorities will be binding on all the sections when approved by the 

Assembly, Regarding the granting of the right to Provincial Legislatures 

to formulate their views on the wisdom of forming group constitutions, 
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n. 3, Vol. IX, p, 912, 

11. Baldev Singh to V̂ avell, March 11, 1947, Ibid,, pp. 914-16. 

12. Cabinet Meeting, March 13, 1947, 5:14, Ibid., p. 940. 
13. Ibid. 
14. Krishna Menon to Mountbatten, March 13, 1947, Ibid,,pp, 948-49. 



354 

he said that the entire argument about grouping should be opened all 

over again. He advised that the Muslim League should be "warned that 

if they no longer hold their portfolios by June of next year, the power 

will be given to the Congress Interim Government/ on which the onus would 

then fall of reaching as settlement with the Muslim League - whatever 

constitution had been produced" by the Assembly, 

Syatt further says that to emphasize the British determination 

of power, the Government should declare that the Army could not be handed 

over to anyone "but a Central Government" and further "British troops 

must be utterly isolated from further contact with commxmal disturbances" 

so that the Indians may learn that the problem of law and order had to 

be dealt with by themselves, Wyatt, regarding the partition, proposed; 

",., the British should declare xmequivocally that complete 
authority cannot be handed over to any Provincial Government 
in a province where the minority amotants to nearly half the 
total population. The Muslim League must be quickly disillusioned 
of the belief that they could capture the whole of Bengal and 
the Punjab through our good offices. On the same principle, 
which might prevent complete nower from beinq given to Congress 
at the Centre because the British cannot be a party to imposing 
a constitution on xinwilling parts of the country, the Muslim 
League should only get control of the areas where they are 
in undisputed majority". 

17 
On March 15, Attlee stated in the House of Commons: 

"India herself must choose what will be her future Constitution. 
What will be her position in the world. I hope that the 
Indian people may elect to remain within the British Common­
wealth ... The British Commonwealth and Empire is not bound 
together by chains of external compulsion. It is a free 
association of free peoples". 

Attlee also made it clear that the British Government "cannot allow 

a minority to place a veto on the advance of the majority" and any 

attempt "to persist with old methods would lead not to a solution, but 

a deadloci ^l". 
On March 18, at the time of departure of Mountbatten, the Prime 

15. "India-What Next", The New Statesman and Nation (London), 
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Minister stated: 

II It is the definite objective of His Majesty's Govern­
ment to obtain a unitary Government for India and the Indian 
States, if possible within the British Commonwealth, through 
the medium of a Constituent Assembly ... and you should do 
the utmost in your power to persuade all Parties to worlc 
together to this end ... If by October 1, you consider that 
there is no prospect of reaching a settlement on the basis 
of a unitary government ,., you should report to HMG on the 
steps which you consider should be taken for the handing 
over of power on the due date •I 

On March 22, 1947, Lord Mountbatten reached New Delhi, and on the 

same day, met with Wavell and said, "he thought there must be some strong 

authority to which (he has) to hand over (pov/er) in India, and that any 
20 

solution must be based on the Indian Army".^Mountbatten was directed by 

Attlee that the transfer of power must be in accordance with Indian 

defence requirement, impressing the importance of avoiding a break in 

the continuity of Indian army and the need of continued collaboration 

with the HMG in the security of the Indian Ocean, 

Wavell briefed *rhat had happened since the Mission left, and the 

rift inside the Interim Government, In view of the short time left for 

the transfer of power, Motmtbatten wanted some sort of solution. About 

partition, Wavell wondered whether "the partition of Punjab and Bengal 
21 

could take place inside the Cabinet Mission's Plan", As the Indian leaders 

were not realising the intensity of the problem of transfer of power, 

Wavell advised, in order to make the leaders realize the reality, "to 

have a list of awkward questions which would be put to them in all 
22 

discussions", which Movoitbatten followed to reach an early solution. 

Besides, he also kept in mind Attlee's directives that "there can be no 

question of compelling either major party to accept any plan to be offered 

and "there should be the fullest co-operation with the Indian leaders 

in all steps that are taken as to the withdrawal of British power so 

that the process may go forward as smoothly as possible". 
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Mountbatten collected an overall information abcut the political 

situation in India. The HMG had decided to withdraw from India with or 

without finding a solution to the communal tangle, which could have 

left a perpetual strife among the commtinities. To avoid this problem, 

Mosley had suggested the withdrawal "block by block. Province by 

Province" so that the "Indians would be faced with ,the responsibility 

of settling their own future and making their own peace with each 
24 

other". Accordingly, Wavell had sent a plan to Attlee, but Attlee's 

declaration appeared without considering Wavell's scheme. Moreover, 

there was great upheavel in almost all parts of India. The Congress 

Party was demanding "Quit India" and the League had proclaimed the 

watchword, "Divide and Quit". In such a circtjmstance, Mountbatten was 

sent to India. Mountbatten, later on November 14, 1968, while delivering 

the second Jawaharlal Nehru Memorial Lecture at Cambridge, revealed 

the fact that he was sent "to expedite the withdrawal" and was given 

the power to make his ovm decisions in India, and that he v;as given 
25 

"plenipotentiary powers". 

First, he had to resolve the budgetary crisis. On March 24,1947, 

the Lord was sworn in. He met Nehru and Liaquat Ali Khan, who were the 

greatest rivals on the question of taxing policy. He could reach an 

agreement and the tax was substantially reduced. To solve the second 

problem of bringing about a truce betveen the Congress and the League 

for peaceful transfer of power. Lord Mountbatten had already written 

to Gandhiji and Jinnah in New Delhi. Gandhiji came, but Jinnah was ill 

in Bombay. Moxintbatten asked Nehru about his estimates of Jinnah.Nehru 

gave a negative assessment, which showed his hatred against Jinnah. 

Nehru, submitting the Congress resolution, explained at length the 

need for the partition of the Pxjnjab and Bengal, and the new Viceroy 

assured Nehru "to approach the problem in an atmosphere of stark 
26 

realism". While Nehru was talking with the Viceroy, Gandhiji, in Bihar, 

was declaring before 50,000 men aid women: "he could not give consent 

e" 

because the partition would make the communal trouble a permanent feature, 

24. Leonard Mosley, The Last Days of the British Raj (London: 
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Next came Liaquat Ali Khan to meet the Viceroy. The Viceroy 

charged that the league was involved in disturbances in several 

provinces in order to advance their demand for Pakistan and warned 

him that "in their own interests they should either resign or refrain 

from taking any active part in the Committee of Action". On the 

Viceroy's question, whether the League would agree to the Cabinet 

Mission Plan, if the Congress adherence would be forthcoming, Liaquat 
28 

Ali smilingly replied: 

"Since my dealings with the Congress Members of the Interim 
Government, I have come to realise that they are utterly 
impossible people to work with, since there is no spirit of 
compromise or fair play in them, and the majority are thinking 
only of ways and means by which they can do down the Muslim 
League and improve their own position". 

Liaquat Ali also explained that in view of the extreme communal 

strife, there was no chance of any united effort under the Cabinet 

Mission Plan. Regarding the smooth transfer of power, Liaquat Ali 

repliec M. 
"I consider the position now so intolerable that if your 
Excellency was only prepared to let the Muslim League have 
the Sind Desert, I would still prefer to accept that and 
have a separate Muslim State in those conditions than to 
continue in bondage to the Congress with apparently more 
generous concessions". 

The Viceroy, from the disgusted expression of Liaquat, realised 

that the Muslim League's greater Pakistan could be reduced to its 

appropriate size. It seems Liaquat Ali 'Khan was impressed by the 

Viceroy's personality and expressed acceptance of Pakistan even that 

of 'the Sind Desert'. Had Jinnah was interviewed before Liaquat Ali 

Khan, the impression could have been reversed, as Jinnah might have 

demanded the larger Pakistan including the six provinces ̂and Calcutta, 

and Liaquat Ali had to follow suit. 

Mountbatten inf ormed the situation to the Secretary of State, 

who cautioned him that he had to face the toughest Jinnah "whose 

Pakistan Day message suggests that even in the new circumstances he 

28, MB 191, Interview No. 26, Liaquat, April 3, 1947. 
29, Ibid, 
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does not contemplate a conciliatory move, at any rate in the first 

instance" and in view of the information being received about the 

desirability of the partition of Pakistan as partition of India, he, 
30 

giving him the green signal, said: 

"... it seems to me that, in spite of its grave practical 
difficulties and dangers, the partition of the Punjab to 
such degree and in such form as will satisfy the rival 
nationalisms in the Province is really unavoidable from the 
political point of view of the transfer of authority in 
June 1948. If, however, we were to go for partition in the 
Pxanjab, we should, I think, have to go for it also in 
Bengal for broadly similar reasons". 

Pethick-Lawrence anticipated that if Calcutta would be given to 

Hindustan, perhaps the Muslim League would not accept the solution. He, 

therefore, suggested the Viceroy to consult the Governors of Punjab 

and Bengal and from the leaders with an All-India point of view. 

Patel and Azad were the other very important Congress figures. 
31 

Vallabhbhai Patel, on March 4, 1947, had already written: 

"If the League insists on Pakistan, the only alternative 
is the division of the Punjab and Bengal. They cannot have 
the Pxmjab as a whole or Bengal ... I do not think that the 
British Government will agree to division. In the end, they 
will see the wisdom of handing over the reins of Government 
to the strongest party. Even if they do not ... a strong 
Centre with the whole of India - except Eastern Bengal and 
a part of the Punjab, Sind and Baluchistan - enjoy full 
autonomy under the Centre will be so powerful that the 
remaining portions will eventually come in". 

While Sardar Patel and Hehru had agreed to the partition inevitably, 

Maulana Azad still hoped that there was any possibility of a united 

India under the Cabinet Mission Plan and requested Mountbatten to try 

"deflating Mr. Jinnah, partly by flattering him and partly because he 

really has nothing to stand on". Mountbatten, finding division of 

opinion among the Congress leaders, was mentally perplexed. He had also 

heard of Gandhiji's Patna speech of March 13, in which he had opposed 

30. MB 176, SS to Mountbatten, April 3, 1947. 

31. Vallabhbhai Patel to Kanji Dwarkadas, letter dated March 4, 1947, 
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32. MB 191, Interview No. 14, Azad, March 27, 1947. 



359 

the partition. He thought that Gandhiji, like Jinnah, would be a hard 

nut to crack, in view of the 5,000 casualties alone in Rawalpindi riots 

and League's 'Swordam' being continued with a vengeance against the 

Non-Muslims, which was an eye opener that in case the Hindus and Muslims 

would be put in a coxmtry in which a fighting situation had deeply 

strengthened and in that case the Muslims would not be less weaker to 

revenge, in one province, and the Hindus in a number of provinces.Jinnah 

had shown the League's strength and Gandhiji was indulged in watering 

down its ill-effects. Thus, Jinnah was sacrificing the Muslims for 

achieving Pakistan and Gandhiji was sacrificing the Hindus by not 

accepting the partition as early as possible to end the communal riots. 

The Viceroy wondered that even in such a critical situation, Gandhiji 

and Azad still persisted for a united India. 

Gandhiji arrived in New Delhi on March 31, to meet Lord Mountbatten. 

Maulana Azad went to see him, Gandhiji remarked: "Partition has now 

become a threat. It seems Vallabhbhai and even Jawaharlal have surren­

dered. What will you do now? Will you stand by me or have you also 

changed". Azad replied: 

"I have been and am against partition. Never has my opposi­
tion to partition been so strong as today. I am, however, 
distressed to find that even Jawaharlal and Sardar Patel have 
accepted defeat and in your words, surrendered their arms. 
My only hope now is in you. If you stand against partition, we 
may yet save the situation. If you, however, acquiesce, I am 
afraid India is lost". ' 

Gandhiji said: 

"What a question to ask? If the Congress wishes to accept 
partition, it will be over my dead body. So long as I am 
alive, I will never agree to the partition of India, Nor 
will I, if I can help it, allow Congress to accept it". 

The opinion of the Congress leaders was changing fastly.Sardar 

Patel, who had, addressing a public meeting in Lucknow, once observed: 

"The earth may split and the heavens may fall, but India will not be 

33. A.K. Azad, India Wins Freedom (Calcutta: Orient Longmans,1959), 
pp. 186-87. 
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divided", had falleri in line with the partition group, but Maulana 

Azad felt, "instead of removing communal fears, partition would 

perpetuate them by creating two states based on communal hatred".Why 

Azad favoured a united India reflects his far-sightedness. He visualised 

that the non-Muslim majority areas in Bengal and Pimjab would never 

agree to be included in Pakistan and,if forcibly included, would revolt 

and, thus, in the circumstance, Pakistan would be a weak and small 

country. Therefore, he preferred to live in India along with the 

nationalist Muslims to tie the Congress tongue to charge the Muslims 

disloyal to the Congress Government, 

Chiefs of Staff on Defence of India and Pakistan 

The Prime Minister on February 20, 1947, had also said:"Although 

the final transfer of authority may not take place until Jtme, 1948, 

preparatory measures must be put in hand in advance. It is important 

that the efficiency of the civil administration should be maintained 
38 

and that the defence of India should be fully provided for",Considering 
the defence implications of the Partition scheme, the Chiefs of Staff 

39 (India), on April 1, 1947, resolved: 

"(a) We consider that if Pakistan and Hindustan are to have 
separate defence forces the combined total of these forces 
must inevitably be greater than that of Defence Forces 
designed to serve India as a whole, since the administrative 
overheads' must be duplicated and there is no flexibility. 

(b) Pakistan covers all the important land frontiers of India 
and the Army and Air Forces reqxiired to defend Pakistan from 
external aggressors are virtually the same as those required 
to defend India as a whole, 

(c) It will be impossible for Pakistan to maintain defence forces 
of the proper size .., 

(d) Hindustan could raise and maintain the forces she needs for 
her own purposes without difficulty,except in the case of 
the higher rates in the RIN, 

(e) We consider that the proposal to have separate defence forces 
for Pakistan and Hindustan in economically wasteful and 

36. D.C. Gupta, Indian National Movement (Delhi: Vikas Publications, 
1970), p. 267. 

37. A,K, Azad, n, 33, p. 185. 

38. Statement made by Prime Minister Attlee in the House of Commons, 
February 20, 1947, Clause 11, 

39. I.A. Sherwani (ed.), Pakistan Resolution to Pakistan, 1940-1947 
(Delhi: Daya Publishing House, 1985), pp. 220-21. 
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quite impracticable, since Pakistan is in fact quite 
incapable of maintaining the forces required". 

These were the points which echoed in Menon's mind and he had 

proposed its solution, which later became the foundation stone of the 

partition. However, Menon added the concept of Dominion Status for 

two sovereign countries - Hindustan and Pakistan. 

Moimtbatten talked with Gandhiji for over ten hours in private 

at five separate meetings from March 31 through April 4, during which 
40 

the Mahatma put forth the suggestion he had made a year ago: 

"Mr, Jinnah ... be given the option of forming a Cabinet ... 
If Mr, Jinnah accepted this offer, the Congress would 
guarantee to cooperate freely and sincerely, so long as 
all the measures that Mr. Jinnah's Cabinet bring forward 
are in the interests of the Indian people as a whole ... 
sole referee of what is or is not in the interests of 
India as a whole will be Lord Mountbatten .. Mr, Jinnah 
must stipulate, on behalf of the league ... that, so far 
as he or they are concerned, they will do their utmost to 
preserve peace throughout India ... There shal3 be no 
National Guards or any other form of private army ... 
Within the framework hereof Mr. Jinnah will be perfectly 
free to present for acceptance a scheme of Pakistan, even 
before the transfer of power, provided, however, that he 
is successful in his appeal to reason and not to the force 
of arms which he abjures for all time for this purpose. 
Thus, there will be no compulsion in this matter over a 
Province or part thereof ... If Mr, Jinnah rejects this 
offer, the same offer to be made mutatis mutandis to Congress", 

The Viceroy staggered on this proposal and asked whether Jinnah 

would agree to it, Gandhiji replied that he was entirely sincere in 
41 

his suggestion. Surqly, Jinnah might have dismissed this proposal 

immediately, but Gandhiji's this King Solomon solution could have 

appealed Jinnah's ego. However, as the proposal involved the replacement 

of Nehru as Premier with the Quaid-i-Azam, he was shocked and told 

Mountbatten that the proposal was "unrealistic" as Gandhiji was away 

40, Annex II to Mountbatten's "Personal R'̂ port", No, 2, April 9,1947, 
India Office Library, London, L/P.0/433/31 (Mountbatten's 
Personal Report). 

41. Record of Mountbatten-Gandhi Interview, April 1, 1947, in 
N, Mansergh and E.W.R. Lumby, n. 3, Vol, X: The Mountbatten 
Viceroyalty, Formulation of a Plan 22 March - 30 May 1947 (1981), 

p. 69, 
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42 
for four months and was out of touch with current events at the Centre, 

When the talk between Mountbatten and Gandhiji was going on^ 

Nehru met the Viceroy on April 1, 1947, and reiterated the Congress 

partition plan. In response to the Viceroy's apprehension of heavy 

bloodshed in case of implementation of partition plan, Nehru described 

the continued commxmal tension and riots, the League's dangerous 

activities across the borders of Bengal into Assam and Abdur Rab 

Nishtar's active role being played as part of the 'Direct Action' policy, 

He argued that "a decision which was acceptable to most Indians and 
43 

communities was the only viable one at that hour". Further v/hen Azad 

met Moimtbatten after Gandhi ji, the Viceroy said: "If Congress accepted 

Gandhiji's suggestion, partition could still be avoided", but Nehru 
44 

and Sardar Patel forced Gandhiji to withdraw the suggestion, as a result 

Gandhi ji wrote to Mountbatten on April 11, 1947, rejecting the proposed 

plan: 

"I do know that, having failed to carry both the head and 
heart of Pandit Nehru with me, I would have wanted to carry 
the matter further. But Panditji was so"good that he would 
not be satisfied until the whole plan was discussed v/ith the 
few members of the Congress Working Committee who were 
present, I felt sorry that I could not convince them of the 
correctness of my plan from every point of view. Nor could 
they dislodge me from my position although I had not closed 
my mind against every argument. Thus, I have to ask you to 
omit me from your consideration. Congressmen, who are in the 
Interim Government are stalwarts, seasoned servants of the 
nation and, therefore, so far as the Congress point of view 
is concerned, they will be complete advisers". 

However, Mountbatten talked with Gandhiji on the line of Nehru's 

argximents, Gandhiji did not object to Mountbatten's cunning suggestion 

for transfer of power "to the areas in accordance with the wishes of 

the majority of the residents in those areas". And "Broadly speaking 

this could make a Hindu India with a Congress Government in Delhi, a 

trtjncated Pakistan, f̂ nd the large States like Mysore, Travancore, Kashmir, 

42. Ibid., p. 70. 

43. MB 191, Interview No. 20, Nehru, April 1, 1947. 

44. A.K. Azad, n. 33, p. 187. 

45. U.N. Pyarelal, n. 31, pp. 79-84. See also MB 82, Gandhi to 
Mountbatten, April 11, 1947. 
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Hyderabad and groups of States, each having separate pov̂ er turned 

over to them, owing allegiance to a Central authority for Defence, 

External Affairs, communications, and possibly food". Thus, Gandhiji 

was also convinced to the idea of partition^ but he persisted to say 

that whatever the decision be talcen should be implemented as early as 

possible. In subsequent meetings, the Viceroy referred Gandhiji's 

acceptance of partition and told Azad that the Mahatma was not against 

partition. Azad was shocked to see that Gandhiji "began to repeat the 
47 

arguments which Sardar Patel had already used", "For over two hours", 

Azad writes, "I pleaded with him but could make no impression on him". 

On April 5, 1947, Mountbatten met Jinnahand found him "most 

frigid, haughty and disdainful". At the time of photograph in the garden 

between the Lord and Lady Motmtbatten, Jinnah's comment, "A rose between 
50 two thorns" shows his mind working faster than the Viceroy. On April 6, 

the Viceroy invited Jinnah and his sister at dinner. Jinnah,giving a 

fearful account of "Muslim massacres by Congress Hindus",said that 
51 

the Congress could do anything to "deprive me of Pakistan", Jinnah also 

said that if India was not divided there will be an unending riots and 

complete breakdown of law and order. This possibility was backed by 
52 

reports received from the Viceroy's Secretary. Thus, the most popular 

and strongest argument of Jinnah was "violence" and "riots", which 

proved the reality of the "Two-Nation Theory" and conflict between two 

cultures - the two hostile and antagonistic communities. Further, Jinnah, 

afraid of being deprived of Pakistan, kneeled down before the Viceroy 

forgetting that Christianity is the sweet poison of Islamic Faith and 

the same blunder is being committed by Pakistan wholly relying on the 

US assistance, through externally good, but internally most harmful. 

46. Ibid,, No. 23, Vide Viceroy's Discussion v;ith Gandhi, April 2,1947. 

47. A.K. Azad, n. 33, pp. 186-87, 
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49. "Top S e c r e t " , In t e rv i ew, MotJntbatten-Jinnah, Apr i l 5-6, 1947/ see 
N. Mansergh and E,W,R, Liomby, n , 41 , Vol , X, p . 137. 

50. S tan ley Wolpert, J i nnah of Pak i s t an (New York: Oxford U n i v e r s i t y 
P r e s s , 1984), p . 317. 
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Hal l L t d . , 1951), p . 56. 
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Mountbatten recordsj 

"Mr. Jinnah claimed that there was only one solution -
a "surgical operation" on India, (titherwise India would 
perish together ... He gave me an account (which worries 
me a great deal) about his previous negotiations with 
Mr, Gandhi ... He emphasized, and tried to prove from 
this account/ that on the Muslim side there was only one 
man to deal with, namely himself ... But the same was not 
true of the representatives of Congress ... there was no 
one man to deal with on their side. Mr. Gandhi had openly 
confessed that he represented nobody ... had enormous 
authority with no responsibility. Nehru and Patel represented 
different points of view within Congress - neither could 
give a categorical answer on behalf of the party as a whole 
... Pie also spo'ke of the emotionalism of the Congress 
leaders ... He accused Congress leaders of constantly 
shifting their front ... They would stoop to anything...". 

On April 6, Lord Ismay wrote: "We are still running round like 

squirrels in a cage and are certainly nowhere nearer a solution than 

when we arrivec %••. 

On. April 7, Jinnah met again with Mountbatten, while Lord Ismay 

joined the discussion. The Viceroy tried "by every means" to get Jinnah 

accept "the Cabinet Mission Plan and enter the Constituent Assembly", 
56 

but Jinnah remained adamant, and said: 

"That was impossible. It was quite valueless entering the 
Constituent Assembly or trying to go back to the Cabinet 
Mission Plan since the whole basis of that plan was 
co-operation and mutual trust. Now a year later, the 
atmosphere, far from improving, had taken a serious turn 
for the worse and it was clear that Congress had no 
intention of accepting either the spirit or the letter 
of that plan", 

Jinnah proposed the Viceroy to hand over the power as soon as 

possible "preferably Province by Province, and let the Provinces 
57 

themselves choose how they formed into groups". 

53. N. Mansergh and E.W.R, Lumby, n. 41, Vol. X, pp. 138-39. 
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On April 8, Moiintbatten asked Jirjnah as to what he would adopt 

if he were in the Viceroy's place, Jinnah immediately said that he 

would have accepted the demand for Pakistan and the splitting of the 

Defence Forces. The Viceroy/ trapping Jinnah in the web of his own 

doctrine, pointed out that "his remarks applied also to the partition 

of the Punjab and Bengal, and that by sheer logic if I accepted his 

argxjments in the case of India as a whole, I had also to apply them in 

the case of these two Provinces". These words to Jinnah came like a 

bolt from the blue and shook him. He became extremely dismayed and 

distressed, but abruptly appealed to Mountbatten "not to destroy the 

unity of Bengal and the Punjab, which had national characteristics in 

common: common history, common ways of life; and where the Hindus have 

stronger feelings as Bengalis or Punjabis than they have as members of 
59 

the Congress". He also said: "this demand for partitioning the Punjab 

and Bengal was a bluff on the part of Congress to try^and frighten him 

off Pakistan. He was not to be frightened off so easily". Jinnah left 

Viceroy's residence at 8.00 PM quite disturbed and distraught state 

of mind as a horrible shadow loomed over his grand vision of Pakistan, 

while the Viceroy was feeling relief that he was succeeded to mend a 

totally vmbending Jinnah. Jinnah, however, could not feel rest and on 

April 9, frantically appealed to the Viceroy "not to give him a moth-

eaten" and "truncated" Pakistan". The Viceroy replied: 

"I simply could not visualise being so inconsistent as to 
agree to the partition of India without also agreeing to 
partition within any Provinces in which the same problem 
arose". 

Mountbatten continued to say that only to meet his (Jinnah's) 

wishes, he was going to meet the tragedy of giving up his dream of a 

united India, Painting a rosy picture of the greatness of India, 

Mountbatten sala: 
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