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Examine the recommendations of the States Reorganisation 
Commission (SRC) of 1953 and evaluate whether the subsequent 
formation of linguistic states has strengthened or weakened the cause 
of Indian unity. 

 

Question Information 
 

• Precise Syllabus Mapping: Post-independence consolidation and 
reorganization within the country. (GS Paper – I) 
 

• Marks and Words Limit:  
 

▪ The marks-oriented approach to answering (10-mark, 150-word) 
questions in the question is to use Bullet Points (one idea per bullet point), 
Brainstorming, or a combination of both. 
 

▪ The way to score good marks in questions worth (15 marks. 250 words) is 
to use the Heading and Subheading method while writing your answers. 

 

• Directive words 
 

▪ Examine → Explain key recommendations with reasoning 
▪ Evaluate → Weigh outcomes, present balanced judgement 

 

• Focal points of the questions: 
▪ Regional What SRC (1953) recommended and why 
▪ Impact of linguistic reorganisation on Indian unity (strengthened vs 

weakened) 
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Answer Writing Structure 
 

A. Introduction Paragraph 
▪ Elaborate Context of post-Independence consolidation 
▪ Linguistic diversity as both challenge and opportunity 

 

 
 

B. Body Paragraph  
 

a. Recommendations of the SRC (1953) 
• Linguistic Principle with Safeguards 

▪ Language as an important, but not exclusive, basis 
▪ Emphasis on administrative viability and unity 

 

• Reorganisation of State Boundaries 
▪ Proposed re-drawing of boundaries to reduce linguistic conflict 
▪ Aimed at stable governance and popular acceptance 

 

• Rejection of Excessive Fragmentation 
▪ Avoided creation of small, non-viable states 
▪ Warned against linguistic chauvinism 

 

• Strong Centre with Flexible Federalism 
▪ Supported a strong Union to manage diversity 
▪ Encouraged cooperative federalism 

 
b.  Impact of Linguistic States on Indian Unity 

• How It Strengthened Unity 
▪ Reduced linguistic alienation and regional resentment 
▪ Integrated linguistic identities within constitutional framework 
▪ Strengthened democratic participation and trust in the Union 
▪ Prevented extra-constitutional or separatist tendencies 

 

• Concerns and Challenges 
▪ Occasional regionalism and identity politics 
▪ Inter-state disputes over resources and borders 
▪ Political mobilisation along linguistic lines 

 

• Overall Evaluation 
▪ Linguistic states did not weaken national unity 
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▪ Instead, they transformed potential divisions into manageable 
democratic expressions 

 

 

 

C. Conclusion: 
▪ Clear judgement + long-term perspective 

 
 

Dos & Don’ts 
 

• Do for Maximum Marks 
 

✓ Can use Brainstorming Idea: Linguistic demands → SRC recommendations → 

State reorganisation → National integration 

✓ Maintain balanced evaluation 

✓ Highlight federal accommodation of diversity 

✓ Link SRC recommendations to long-term outcomes 

✓ Use neutral constitutional language 

✓ Show post-Independence consolidation context 
 

 

• Don’t do these Common Mistakes 
  

× Don’t take an extreme pro- or anti-linguistic stance 

× Avoid listing states mechanically 

× Don’t ignore SRC’s cautionary notes 

× Avoid emotional or political opinions 

× Don’t confuse SRC with later state formations 

 

*** 
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Notes Oriented Content for Writing Answer 
 

The States Reorganisation Commission (SRC) of 1953 recommended organizing states 
primarily on linguistic lines, but cautioned against the "one language, one state" theory, 
emphasizing national unity, security, and economic viability alongside linguistic 
homogeneity, leading to the States Reorganisation Act of 1956. The formation of 
linguistic states largely strengthened Indian unity by fulfilling regional aspirations, 
promoting democratic participation, and ending divisive tendencies, though it faced 
initial fears of fragmentation and presented challenges in balancing linguistic identity 
with broader national goals, creating a framework for "cooperative diversity". 
 
Recommendations of the SRC (1953) 
The Commission, comprising Fazl Ali, H.N. Kunzru, and K.M. Panikkar, submitted its 
report in 1955 with these key proposals:  
 

• Accepted Linguistic Basis: Recognized language as a major factor for redrawing 
state boundaries but rejected the "one language, one state" theory. 
 

• Factors for Reorganisation: Identified four pillars for any scheme: 
 

o Preservation and strengthening of national unity and security. 
o Linguistic and cultural homogeneity. 
o Financial, economic, and administrative considerations. 
o Planning and promotion of the welfare of the people in each state and the 

nation. 
 

• Structural Changes: 
o Abolition of the four-fold classification of states (Part A, B, C, and D). 
o Abolition of the institution of Rajapramukh and special agreements with 

former princely states. 
o Proposed the creation of 16 states and 3 centrally administered territories 

(though the States Reorganisation Act of 1956 eventually established 14 
states and 6 UTs). 

 

• Safeguards for Minorities: Recommended constitutional protections for 
linguistic minorities to prevent parochialism. 
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Evaluation: Strengthening vs. Weakening Indian Unity  
 

A. How it STRENGTHENED Unity 
• Democratic Accommodation: By fulfilling regional aspirations, it prevented 

potential secessionist movements and deepened democratic participation. 
 

• Administrative Efficiency: Homogeneous linguistic units improved 
communication between the government and the governed, making 
administration more accessible. 

 

• Empowerment of Non-Elite: Power shifted from the English-speaking elite to 
regional-language speakers, broadening the base of Indian democracy. 

 

• Cultural Preservation: States became custodians of regional literature, history, 
and customs, fostering a "Unity in Diversity" rather than a forced uniformity.  

 
B. How it WEAKENED Unity (Challenges Created) 

 

• Rise of Regionalism: It fueled "sub-nationalism" and the "Sons of the Soil" 
doctrine, sometimes prioritizing local interests over national ones. 
 

• Inter-State Disputes: Narrow linguistic identities led to ongoing conflicts over 
boundaries (e.g., Belagavi dispute between Maharashtra and Karnataka) and 
river water sharing (e.g., Cauvery). 

 

• Linguistic Chauvinism: In some cases, it led to the marginalisation or 
discrimination of linguistic minorities residing within newly formed states. 

 

• Domino Effect: It opened a "Pandora’s box" of endless demands for new states 
based on smaller dialects or ethnic identities. 

 
While fears of fragmentation were real, the formation of linguistic states, guided by the 
SRC's balanced approach, ultimately strengthened Indian unity by making democracy 
more inclusive and relevant at the grassroots level, transforming potential threats into 
pillars of a vibrant, diverse, and unified federal nation. 
 

*** 
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