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Power and Space Relationship

● Richard Peet 

//* Power means control, by 
a person or an institution, 
over the minds, livelihoods 
and beliefs of others.

Power accumulates into 
systems. 

With the term ‘geography of 
power’ refers to the 
concentration of power in a 
few spaces that control a 
world of distant others.//*

● Anne L Clunnan

//* “Ungoverned spaces” - a key 
threat to the U.S. government 
and its interests throughout the 
world. 

These spaces are synonymous 
with failed states unable to 
effectively exercise sovereignty.

A primary goal of U.S. defense 
strategy now is to improve 
“effective sovereignty” in such 
areas in order to deny 
sanctuary to terrorists.//*



  

Global Governance
Richard Peet <<
GG means regulation, management and control of national 
economic policy by institutions that are, at best, indirectly elected 
(i.e. through governments). 
In this undemocratic context, policy is legitimized as true and 
correct more by science and expert opinion than by electoral 
consent. 
More critically, scientific, humanitarian governance may be read as 
a new, kindly faced version of Western imperialism.
The world cities where governance institutions congregate, and 
experts comingle, display landscapes imbued with the trappings of 
Western power – locating the headquarters, and much of the 
bureaucracy, in such centres lends the policies they prescribe the 
aura of Western authority. 
Second, this ambient content is released as ‘power effects’ as 
policies extend over space, from power centres to dependent 
peripheries, and are adopted, under varying conditions of 
compulsion, in capital cities all over the world.



  

Frontiers, Boundaries & Sovereignty

● Prescott & Triggs
● //*International frontiers and 

boundaries separate land, 
rivers and lakes subject to 
different sovereignties. 
Frontiers are zones of 
varying widths and they were 
common many centuries ago. 
By 1900 frontiers had almost 
disappeared and had been 
replaced by boundaries that 
are lines.//*

● Boundary-’fication’ of Greece

The war between Russia and 
Turkey in 1877 presented Greece 
with an opportunity to claim the 
Greek provinces in Turkish Europe.

The peace treaty signed by Russia 
and Turkey at San Stefano on 3 
March 1878 contained no territorial 
gains for Greece. 

European powers were dissatisfied 
with this treaty and it was revised at 
the Congress of Berlin, attended by 
all the major powers in June and 
July 1878. 

Britain persuaded Turkey to make 
concessions to Greece along their 
common land boundary. 



  

Agnew << 
Uneven geographical development is a marked and continuing feature of 
the modern world. This reflects a perennial search by businesses for 
higher rates of return on capital invested and consequent disinvestment 
elsewhere on the part of global- and national-oriented business 
enterprises. 
The modern world-economy is differentiating in its effects more than 
equalizing. But place also retains importance because of the differential 
reaction of people in different settings
to uneven development. 
To insist on the continuing importance of place, therefore, is not to deny 
that processes beyond the locality have become important determinants of 
what happens in places. 
But it is still in places that lives are lived, economic and symbolic interests 
are defined, information from local and extra—local sources is interpreted 
and takes on meaning, and political discussions are carried on. 

Significance of Place



  

Legal Disclaimer
Maps are for graphical purposes only and no geo-graphical contestations can be made on 
these graphical representations. They do not represent a legal survey. There can be no liability 
for any errors or omissions in the data.

This disclaimer is consonance with the United Nations System of Disclaimer on Use of Maps

Home»Disclaimer on Use...[https://www.unsceb.org/content/disclaimer-use-maps]

The designations employed and the presentation of material in this tutorial does not imply the 
expression of any opinion concerning the legal status of any country, territory, area, city or 
area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. 

The material of maps refers to the depiction and use of boundaries, geographic names and 
related data shown on the map and included in lists, tables, documents, and databases used 
in this tutorial, and are not warranted to be error free nor do they necessarily imply 
endorsement or acceptance. 

Teacher is not accountable for the data and cannot guarantee that they are correct, accurate 
or comprehensive. Nor the teacher suggests the use of this material in any form.



  

The Making of Indian Union

Clive securing the Diwani rights of Bengal after the Battle of Plassey

Source: https://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/mar/04/east-india-company-original-corporate-raiders



  



  



  



  

The Beginnings

● The the War of Indian Independence in 1857, 
the British Parliament adopted the Government 
of India Act 1858 that allowed British 
Government to takeover the administration of 
India.

● The Indian Council Act of 1861 and Indian 
Council Act 1892 were passed by the British 
parliament to enact laws that would administer 
the territory and governance of India.



  

MINTO MORLEY REFORMS

● Also known as the Indian Council Act 1909 / Government of India Act 1909.

● The British Parliament passed the Act of 1909 with much expectation to 
secure its influence among the various Indian communities. Lord Morley, 
the Secretary of State for India pointed out that “The Act of 1909 opened a 
new chapter in Indian Constitutional reforms”. The Act of 1909 
recommended for

● (i) The inclusion of an Indian members in the Executive Council of the 
Governor General

● (i) An enlarged Central legislative Council

● (i) An enlarged Provincial Legislative Council

● (iv) It also enlarged the scope of the subjects to be debated in both Central 
Legislative Council and Provincial Legislative Council

● (v) Communal reservation both for the Hindus and Muslims



  

MONTAGUE-CHELMSFORD 
REFORMS (The Act of 1919)

● The Secretary of states for India, Lord 
Montague visited India on November 1917 and 
discussed his scheme of reforms, with the 
Viceroy Lord Minto and Indian leaders. A 
committee was constituted consisting of Sir 
Wiliam Duke, Earl, B N Basu and Charles 
Robert together with the Viceroy Lord 
Montague.



  

The Government of India Act, 1919

● It was the latest in a series of acts passed by the British 
parliament to define the structure of government and 
administration in Great Britain's chief colony, India.

● A total of sixteen other Government of India Acts were 
passed by Parliament. The chief purpose of the 1919 act 
was to allow the people of India greater participation in their 
own government.

● The committee prepared a draft which was published in 
July 1918 and is known as Montagu-Chelmsford Report. 
On the basis of this report, the Government of India Act 
1919 was drafted.



  

The Provincial Government

● The Act introduced Dyarchy or dual government 
in the Provinces.

● It provided for a Provincial Legislature called 
Provincial Legislative Council.

● Strengths of the Provincial Legislative Council 
is varied from state to state.



  

The Act of 1919, 

● It laid down in its Preamble the principles on which the reforms were to 
be progressively carried out in India.

● An analysis of the Preamble brings out hat
● British India is to remain an integral part of the British Empire.
● Hindus started to elect Hindus and Muslims elected Muslims and also 

there was communal representation.
● The act of 1919 did not introduce federalism in India.
● Governor General in council got the power and authority to decide 

whether a particular subject was central or provincial subject
● After the genesis of Acts, Indian Roundtable Conferences were held in 

1930-1932.
● Through the three Round Table Conferences, British India and the 

Princely States could be integrated into the federated Dominion of India.



  

Lord Linlithgow

● After that, the British government let the Joint 
Committee, of which the chair was Lord Linlithgow, to 
formulate the new Act of India. The Committee 
comprised of both members of the House of Commons 
and House of Lords and representatives from British 
India and the princely states.

● The Committee came out with the draft Bill on February 
5, 1935 and the House of Commons reviewed it.

● Finally, the Government of India Act 1935 was 
proclaimed in July, 1935



  

Government of India Act 1935
● The “Government of India Act 1935“ was originally passed in August 1935 and is said to have been 

the longest (British) Act of Parliament ever enacted by that time. Because of its length, the Act was 
retroactively split by the Government of India (Reprinting) Act 1935 into two separate Acts:

● The most significant aspects off the Act were:
● The grant of a large measure of autonomy to the provinces of British India (ending the system of 

dyarchy introduced by the Government of India Act 1919).
● Provision for the establishment of a “Federation of India”, to be made up of both British India and 

some or all of the “princely states”.
● The introduction of direct elections, thus increasing the franchise from seven million to thirty-five 

million people.
● A partial reorganization of the provinces:
● —Sindh was separated from Bombay.
● —Bihar and Orissa were split into separate provinces of Bihar and Orissa.
● —Burma was completely separated from India.
● —Aden was also detached from India, and established as a separate colony.
● —Membership of the provincial assemblies was altered so as to include more elected Indian 

representatives, who were now able to form majorities and be appointed to form governments.
● —The establishment of a Federal Court.



  

The Indian Independence Act 1947

● The Indian Independence Act 1947 was the legislation 
passed and enacted by the British Parliament that officially 
declared the Independence of India.

● The Parliament of the United Kingdom passed the Act which 
partitioned British India into two separate and independent 
countries, India and Pakistan.

● The legislation of Indian Independence Act was designed by 
the Prime Minister Clement Attlee as Indian Political Parties 
agreed on the transfer of power from the British Government 
to the independent Indian Government and the Partition of 
India.



  

The main provisions 

● A. Partition of India:-On 15th August 1947, after the 
partition of India, two independent kingdoms, India 
and Pakistan would be established.

● B. Eastern Bengal, Western Punjab, Sindh and North-
West Frontier Province would be included in Pakistan.

● C. It was not obligatory on the part of both the nations 
to accept the membership of the British 
Commonwealth of Nations. The choice was left to 
India and Pakistan.



  

Schwartzberg, Joseph E. A 
Historical Atlas of South Asia

 
http://dsal.uchicago.edu/reference/s

chwartzberg/



  



  



  



  

State Reorganisation in India

● Despite disinclination of Central leaders to accept the linguistic basis, they 
had to bow down to the local pressure with the creation of Andhra 
Pradesh. 

● The creation of Andhra Pradesh gave a strong fillip to the inner linguistic 
urges. 

● It gave momentum to the demand for reorganisation of States.
● the SRC stated that “ the task of redrawing the political map of India must, 

therefore, now be undertaken and accom plished without any avoidable 
delay, in the hope that the changes which are brought about will give 
satisfaction to a substantial majority of Indian people.”

● The Central govern ment appointed a three-man Commission called the 
‘State Reorganisation Commission’ to examine objectively and dis 
passionately the reorganisation of Indian Union.



  



  

The Commission toured the entire country and interviewed 
over 9,000 persons. It examined over 1,52,250 memoranda 
and submitted its report on 30th September 1955.

Basis of Reorganisation

The Commission while framing its recommendation was 
guided by the following considerations:

1. Preservation of unity and security of India,
2. Linguistic and cultural homogeneity.
3. Financial, economic and administrative considerations,
4. The successful working of the national plans.

Basis of Reorganisation



  

Challenges

Mahatma Gandhi had also 
once warned against narrow 
provincialism. “ If each 
province began to look upon 
itself as a separate sovereign 
unit, India's Independence 
would lose its meaning and 
with it would vanish the 
freedom of various units as 
well.” Thus the fore  most 
task was to foster the sense 
of Indian nationalism among 
all regions.

The growth of regional 
languages helped to develop 
a common social and 
political understanding of the 
people in each region. Thus, 
“ the smooth working of 
democratic institution will 
require a common language 
in the State and this is one 
reason that goes in favour of 
accepting the linguistic 
principle for reorganisation of 
political boundaries.”



  

Other factors

● Other factors like financial, economic, geographical con tiguity and 
administrative convenience were also given due importance but as 
Commission observed “ no proposal for reorganisation shall be 
determined on single test.

● The Com mission stated: Part ‘C' States with the adjoining States is 
the only solution of their problem”. The Commission, after examining 
the cases put forward by each Part ‘C’ States, merged some of them 
to adjoining States and others were designated as ‘Territories’. The 
Commission merged Ajmer in Rajasthan; Bhopal and Vindhya 
Pradesh in M.P. Himachal Pradesh in Punjab,21 Coorg in Mysore, 
Kutch in Bombay and Tripura in Assam of the Part ‘C’ States and the 
remaining Delhi, Manipur and the Andaman and Nicobar Islands 
became ‘Territories’ under the Central control.  



  

State Reorganisation Act

The Bill was formally passed in July 1956 and was known as State 
Reorganisation Act, 1956 which came into force from November 1, 
1956. To incorporate the changes the Constitution needed an 
amendment, which was done by Constitution (Seventh Amendment) 
Act, 1956. Thus from 1st November 1956, the following Union 
Territories emerged—Delhi, Himachal Pradesh, Manipur, Tripura, 
the Andaman and Nicobar Islands and the Laccadive, Minicoy and 
Amindive Islands.



  

One Unit Plan in Pakistan



  



  



  

Conflict and Federalism in Sri Lanka



  

Four Perspectives in Sri Lanka



  

Federalism in South Asia

Comparative study of India and Pakistan



  

Defining Federalism

Katherine Adeney <<

many motivations behind the creation of a federation can be 
identified.
• to achieve administrative efficiency for reasons of size or 
complexity, especially in territorially large countries;
• to bring previously independent states into one political unit, for 
economic, political or military reasons;
• as an ideal in itself, connected to other ideological features of 
government (Verney 1995: 83), such as the desire to increase 
'democratic functioning', and;
• as an attempt to reconcile diversity within the structure of a single 
country.



  

Objective of Federalism

● Analysis of federalism as a national and ethnic 
conflict regulation mechanism

● Why Federalism is not a mechanism for 
regulation of religious conflict and control?

●



  

Comparative Federalism

● India and Pakistan at the time of independence were ethnically 
heterogeneous, and products of the same colonial regime and similar, 
although not identical, institutional frameworks. 

● They aimed at economic development, state-building and nation-building.
● These reorganisations were both designed to manage ethnonational 

diversity.
● India’s reorganisation of states was based around linguistic identities, 

denying those based on religion. 
● Pakistan rejected the recognition of language as the basis of identity, and 

through the adoption of the One Unit Plan fused the Western wing into one 
provincial unit. 

● Paradoxically, that decision set off a bipolar antagonistic relationship against 
the linguistically homogeneous Eastern wing (today’s Bangladesh).



  

Notes

● Adeney further puts forth
● (a) Federalism’s bad track record in regulating conflict in 

ethnically divided societies has been primarily due to the 
nature of the federal design;

● (b) When groups are territorially concentrated, 
homogeneous provinces are better than heterogeneous 
provinces in ameliorating conflict;

● (c) The creation o f homogeneous states by itself is not 
sufficient to re duce conflict.



  

Dangers of Territorial Division of 
Power

● Adeney further writes,
● Increased danger of ethnonational conflict. The resources and legiti 

macy that homogeneous groups gain from a governmental power 
base is said to enhance the identity o f the group and make them 
more likely to secede. 

● Maurice Vile (1982: 222-3) argues that, ‘[i]t is clear that where the 
boundaries of the member states are drawn so as to coincide with 
communal divisions the likelihood is that the problems o f operating 
the machinery of federalism will be exacerbated.’

● This ignores the fact that federalism may be successful. If the 
security of the ethnonational group (as they define it) is promoted, 
the motivation to secede is diminished. Once security is enhanced, 
the national institutions themselves often attract loyalty, creating a 
dual identity.



  

Multiplicity of governannce

● Federalism necessarily divides governmental structures and thereby 
multiplies jobs (Burgess and Gagnon 1993: 19). It also provides new 
political arenas to contest power within. In a homogeneous provincial 
unit this increases intra-ethnic competition and is likely to reduce 
conflictual relations with the centre. 

● All previously proposed plans had been con cerned with 
accommodating within a parliamentary democracy the fact that the 
majority of the population of Pakistan resided in the EasternWing 
(55%). 

● The final settlement of the One Unit Plan not only merged the 
Western Wing into one federal unit, it also created the rationale for 
an equal representation of both wings in the National Assembly, 
thereby preventing a Bengali majority in the unicameral parliament.



  

Problem of scession

● Homogeneous provinces increase pressures fo r 
secession: (a) by imbuing territorially concentrated ethnic 
groups with resources, legitimacy and a power base, and 
(b) through the creation o f separate loyalties. 

● The creation of a homogeneous province can increase 
group security and therefore reduce the motivation for 
secession. Secession is never the easy option, but to 
reduce the likelihood of a secessionist movement 
appearing from a homogeneous unit, either a normative 
commitment to the unified state has to be created, or the 
benefits of staying have to be increased.



  

Is Confederation a solution

● Pakistan it is arguable that it was the denial of the Awami 
League’s demands for a more equitable federal 
relationship between East Pakistan and the rest of the 
Pakistani federation that prompted the demand for a 
confederation rather than the homogeneity of the 
province.

● It was the invasion o f East Pakistan after the elections of 
1970-1 and the subse quent brutality (three million dead) 
that increased the demand to that of secession, as well 
as the denial of the democratic mandate— although the 
Bengali political party, the Awami League, won the 
majority o f seats in the 1970 election,



  

Intra-ethnic competition

● Homogeneous units do not provide opportunities for inter-
ethnic elite co-operation. When homogeneous units are 
created and cultural gains are assured, intra-elite 
competition emerges (Mitra 1996: 31). Once the Telugu 
state of Andhra Pradesh in India was created, the 
linguistic con flict between the Telugus and the Tamils o f 
the former state of Madras was superseded by the 
conflict between the Kamma and Reddi castes over the 
control o f the state (Horowitz 1985: 66). 



  

Federalism and Border Politics

● Bengal and Bangladesh
● KP and Afghanistan
● Kerala and Sharjah
●



  

The Sultan on trade and commercial cooperation and presenting a road map 
on joint projects between Kerala and Sharjah, Chief Minister Pinarayi 
Vijayan announced at a convocation ceremony of the Calicut University to 
confer a D.Litt on the Sultan that the ruler had agreed to release 149 Indian 
prisoners from Sharjah jails. Sharjah may aid three Kerala proposals. 
Although traditionalists may argue that foreign affairs are in the exclusive 
domain of the Union government, the successful outcome of a request made 
by the Kerala Chief Minister has been widely applauded. The visit of the 
ruler was in response to an invitation by the Chief Minister, who was 
impressed by the warm hospitality and the good words the Sultan said about 
Keralites when he had visited Sharjah earlier. Moreover, the Sultan has 
special ties with Kerala. 

http://www.thehindu.com/opinion/lead/st
ates-in-indian-
diplomacy/article19803262.ece



  

http://indianexpress.com/article/india
/teesta-water-sharing-pact-west-
bengal-chief-minister-mamata-
banerjee-bangladesh-prime-
minister-sheikh-hasina-4586947/

With Bangladesh Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina scheduled to be in India from April 7 to 10, 
the Centre has said that all stakeholders, including Chief Minister Mamata Banerjee, will be 
taken “on board” before going ahead with a Teesta water sharing pact. Sources in the state 
government, however, said Mamata remains unconvinced over the pact particularly with 
regard to the situation in north Bengal. A source said, “The CM is not keen about the deal 
because the Centre has made no attempts to reach out and address the twin issues of water 
scarcity and flooding in the area. No attempts at communication have been made.”

Ministry of External Affairs spokesperson Gopal Baglay, in response to the charge, said, “The 
government’s approach would be to take everyone on board, and consult…all stakeholders.”

In October 2016, Mamata had reached out to Union Home Minister Rajnath Singh and 
External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj and said that while her government was keen to aid 
Bangladesh, it was concerned of the water situation in north Bengal.

http://indianexpress.com/about/mamata-banerjee
http://indianexpress.com/about/rajnath-singh


  

https://www.dawn.com/news/1222201
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