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Why Was the Quit India Movement Launched?

Description

The early 1940s marked a crucial period in Indiad??s struggle for independence, set against the
tumultuous backdrop of the Second World War./The nationalist movement, which had seen intermittent
phases of mass mobilization and political engagement; was @nce again at a crossroads. Britain,
grappling with existential threats in Europe and Asia, found itselfincreasingly unable to manage its vast
colonial empire without significant concessions, yet remained resistant to relinquishing control.

Within India, popular discontent simmered beneath the surface of political negotiations. The promise of
self-rule, dangled tantalizingly but never truly delivered, fueled frustration among Indian leaders and the
general populace alike. This intricate web of global conflict, colonial intransigence, and rising nationalist
aspirations culminated in one of the most significant episodes in Indiad??s freedom struggle: the Quit
India Movement of 1942.

The movement represented a decisive shift in strategy, a final and emphatic demand for immediate
British withdrawal from India. Understanding a??whya?e it was launched requires a careful examination
of the political, economic, and strategic factors that converged to make such a radical call both
necessary and inevitable in the eyes of the Indian National Congress.

Indiad??s Political Climate Before 1942

Before the formal launch of the Quit India Movement, Indiaa??s political landscape was characterized
by growing nationalist fervor, punctuated by a series of engagements and disengagements with the
British colonial administration. The preceding decades had witnessed major mass movements, such as
the Non-Cooperation Movement and the Civil Disobedience Movement, which firmly established the
Indian National Congress as the voice of the Indian people and Mahatma Gandhi as its preeminent
leader.

The period from 1937 to 1939 saw the Congress engaging in constitutional politics, forming ministries in
several provinces following the provincial elections under the Government of India Act, 1935. This

experience, while providing a taste of governance, also highlighted the limitations of Indian power under
British rule. Real authority, particularly over crucial areas like defense and finance, remained firmly with
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the British Viceroy and provincial governors. The nationalist leaders quickly realized that true self-rule
was still a distant dream within the existing constitutional framework.

The outbreak of the Second World War in September 1939 dramatically altered this political equation.
Without consulting Indian political leaders, the British Viceroy, Lord Linlithgow, unilaterally declared
India a belligerent nation on the side of the Allies. This act was deeply resented by the Congress, which
viewed it as a blatant disregard for Indian sentiment and an affirmation of Indiad??s colonial status. In
protest, all Congress ministries resigned from power in October and November 1939.

Following the resignations, the Congress demanded a clear declaration of Britaina??s war aims
regarding India and the establishment of a genuinely national government at the center. In response,
Viceroy Linlithgow issued the a??August Offera?? in August 1940. This offer promised dominion status
for India after the war, an expansion of the Viceroya??s Executive Council to include more Indians, and
the establishment of a War Advisory Council. However, it fell far short of Congressa??s demands for
immediate independence and a truly representative national government. The offer was swiftly rejected
by the Congress as inadequate, failing to address the fundamental demand for self-rule during the war
itself.

The rejection of the August Offer led Mahatma’ Gandhi to launch the Individual Satyagraha in October
1940. This was a limited, symbolic, and non-violent/protest aimed at affirming the right to freedom of
speech and the legitimacy of the demand for independence/Itwas a controlled form of resistance,
designed to express nationalist discontent without hampering Britaina??s war effort directly, thus
avoiding a large-scale confrontation. This point needs attention: The Individual Satyagraha
demonstrated Congressa??s willingness to resist British policies but also its initial restraint, setting a
precedent that a more assertive movement might be necessary if British intransigence continued. The
political climate was thus one of simmering frustration, a sense of betrayal, and a growing conviction
that British promises were unreliable.

Cripps Mission: Proposals and Rejection

The unfolding events of World War Il, particularly the rapid Japanese advance in Southeast Asia in
early 1942, placed immense pressure on Britain. With its colonies of Malaya, Singapore, and Burma
falling to Japanese forces, and the threat of an invasion of India looming large, Britain desperately
needed to secure full Indian cooperation for the war effort. The United States and China, allies of
Britain, also urged the British government to make significant concessions to India to rally popular
support.

In response to this mounting pressure, Winston Churchilla??s government dispatched Sir Stafford
Cripps, a senior cabinet minister and a known sympathizer of Indian aspirations, to India in March 1942.
Cripps came with a set of proposals, known as the Cripps Mission Draft Declaration, designed to
secure a wartime settlement with Indian political parties.

Proposals of the Cripps Mission

The main proposals put forward by the Cripps Mission were:
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e Dominion Status: India would be granted dominion status after the war, with the right to secede
from the British Commonwealth.

e Constituent Assembly: A Constituent Assembly would be formed after the war to frame a new
constitution for India. Its members would be elected by provincial assemblies and nominated by
princely states.

e Provincial Autonomy to Opt Out: Provinces would have the option to opt out of the Indian Union
and form their own separate dominions if they disagreed with the new constitution. This provision
implicitly acknowledged the Muslim Leaguea??s demand for Pakistan.

¢ Wartime Arrangement: During the war, the British government would invite Indian leaders to join
the Viceroya??s Executive Council, which would function as a cabinet. However, the crucial
portfolio of defense would remain under the control of the British Viceroy.

Reasons for Congress Rejection

Both the Indian National Congress and the Muslim League rejected the Cripps proposals, albeit for
different reasons. The Congressa??s rejection was multifaceted and firm:

e Delayed Independence: The offer of dominion status after the war was deemed too little, too
late. Congress demanded complete independence (Purna Swaraj) immediately, not a deferred
promise of a status that was less than full sovereignty.

¢ No Real Power Transfer: The most significant sticking point'was the lack of immediate transfer
of real power, particularly over defense, during the critical war period. Indian leaders argued that
without control over defense, any national government would be a mere sham, unable to
effectively mobilize the country against the Japanese threat.

e a??Post-dated Chequea?s Mahatma Gandhi famously described the Cripps proposals as a??a
post-dated cheque on a failing bank.a?e« This reflected his skepticism about Britaina??s ability to
honor its promises after the war, especially given the grim war situation and Indiad??s prolonged
struggle for self-rule.

e Right to Secede for Provinces: The provision allowing provinces to opt out of the Indian Union
was unacceptable to the Congress, as it threatened the unity of India and conceded the principle
of Pakistan, even if indirectly.

The Muslim League also rejected the proposals, as they did not explicitly grant Pakistan and found the
opt-out clause too ambiguous to satisfy their demands for a separate Muslim homeland. This analytical
observation needs attention: The Cripps Missiona??s failure demonstrated that Britain was still
unwilling to concede genuine self-rule in the immediate future, despite the dire war situation. This
hardened the Congressa??s stance, leading to the conclusion that direct, assertive action was the only
remaining option.

World War Il Impact: Japanese Threat and Economic Hardship
The strategic and economic fallout of World War 1l played an indispensable role in shaping the urgency
and determination behind the Quit India Movement. The war brought unprecedented pressures and

exposed the vulnerabilities of both the British colonial administration and the Indian populace.

Japanese Threat
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The rapid and devastating advance of the Japanese military in early 1942 profoundly impacted Indian
political thinking. Japan had swiftly conquered British Malaya, Singapore, and Burma, bringing the war
directly to Indiad??s eastern borders. Calcutta and Madras faced aerial bombardments. This created a
palpable fear of an imminent Japanese invasion of India.

The British retreat from Southeast Asia was often perceived as disorderly and discriminatory. There
were widespread reports of British and European civilians being evacuated preferentially, while Indian
residents and laborers were left to fend for themselves or faced harsh treatment. This severely eroded
Indian faith in Britaina??s ability and willingness to protect India, let alone its own Indian subjects. A
growing sentiment emerged that the British presence in India was no longer a protective shield but
rather an invitation for Japanese aggression. Many leaders began to argue that a free India, capable of
defending itself, or at least negotiating on its own terms, would be in a better position to face the
Japanese threat than a subjugated India under an incapable colonial power. The argument gained
traction that British withdrawal might even remove Japana??s primary motivation for invading.

Economic Hardship

Beyond the military threat, the war inflicted severe economic hardships on the Indian population, fueling
widespread discontent and creating a fertile ground forsmass agitation.

¢ Inflation and Scarcity: The British war effort led to massive government spending, which was
largely financed by printing more currency notes. This resulted in rampant inflation, causing the
prices of essential commodities like food grains, cloth, and fuel to skyrocket. Simultaneously,
resources were diverted for war production, and trade routes were disrupted, leading to acute
scarcity of these goods.

e Food Shortages: The war exacerbated existing problems in food supply, contributing to
shortages that would later culminate in the devastating Bengal Famine of 1943. Hoarding and
black marketing became rampant, further burdening the common people.

e Forced Contributions: The administration often resorted to forced recruitment for the military
and forced requisitions of supplies and labor, which caused immense resentment among villagers
and farmers.

e Burden on the Poor: The cumulative effect of inflation, scarcity, and forced contributions
disproportionately affected the poor and marginalized sections of society, pushing millions into
deeper poverty and desperation.

This analytical observation highlights a critical point: The economic distress, combined with the
psychological impact of the looming Japanese threat and the perceived British failure to protect India,
created an explosive atmosphere. It fostered a sense among the populace that their suffering was
directly linked to British colonial rule, making mass action almost inevitable as a means to force a
change.

Congress Debates and the Call for Mass Action

The decision to launch the Quit India Movement was not taken lightly or spontaneously. It was the
culmination of intense internal debates within the Indian National Congress, particularly as Mahatma
Gandhia??s own strategic thinking evolved significantly in the face of British intransigence and the
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changing global scenario.

Initially, Gandhi had been hesitant to launch a large-scale mass movement during the war. His concern
was twofold: he did not wish to impede the Allied war effort against fascism, and he sought to avoid
widespread chaos that could arise from a premature or ill-conceived movement. The Individual
Satyagraha of 1940-41 was a testament to this cautious approach, a controlled protest rather than a
full-blown rebellion.

Changing Views and Rationale

However, several factors convinced Gandhi and the Congress leadership that the time for decisive
mass action had arrived:

e Failure of the Cripps Mission: The missiona??s rejection by both Congress and the Muslim
League solidified the belief that Britain was unwilling to part with real power voluntarily, even
under immense wartime pressure. This left Congress with little hope for a negotiated settlement.

e Exacerbated Japanesé Threat: Gandhia??s perspective on the Japanese threat shifted
fundamentally. He came-to believe that-British presence in India was the primary reason for
Japana??s interest in the subcontinent.\He' argued that if Britain left, Japan might have no
strategic reason to invade. This point needs ‘attention: This was a radical departure from his
earlier restraint, signaling a desperate measure to save India from becoming a battlefield.

e Growing Public Discontent: Reports from across India indicated widespread anger and
frustration among the masses over the economic hardships, the perceived British indifference,
and the failure of the political leadership to secure any concessions. There was a strong sense
that the public was ready for a decisive struggle.

Wardha and Bombay Resolutions

The evolving views within the Congress leadership led to critical decisions in mid-1942:

e Wardha Resolution (July 1942): The Congress Working Committee met in Wardha and, after
extensive deliberation, passed a resolution calling for &??immediate ending of British rule in
India.a?« Drafted largely by Gandhi, this resolution articulated the demand for complete
independence and foreshadowed a mass civil disobedience movement if the demand was not
met. It stated that only a free India could effectively defend itself and contribute to world peace.

e Bombay Session (August 1942): The All India Congress Committee (AICC) convened in
Bombay on August 7-8, 1942, to ratify the Wardha Resolution. After much debate and
deliberation, the AICC passed the historic 4??Quit Indiad?? resolution on August 8, 1942. This
resolution demanded an immediate withdrawal of the British from India, leading to the
establishment of a provisional government and subsequently a Constituent Assembly.

Gandhia??s a??Do or Diea?e. Call

Addressing the AICC session in Bombay, Mahatma Gandhi delivered one of his most powerful and
stirring speeches, famously urging Indians to 4??Do or Die.&?+ He called upon every Indian to dedicate
themselves to achieving independence, emphasizing that they should either free India or perish in the
attempt. He clarified that this struggle should be non-violent, but also made it clear that it was a
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movement of last resort, a final push. This analytical observation is critical: The shift from controlled
individual protest to a demand for immediate mass action reflected a growing impatience and a
realization that the traditional methods of petition and limited resistance had run their course against an
unyielding colonial power. The 4??Do or Diea?s mantra was a call to absolute commitment.

The Confluence of Factors Leading to Quit India

The Quit India Movement was not the result of a single event but a powerful culmination of deep-seated
nationalist aspirations and immediate, pressing circumstances. The interplay of various political,
economic, and strategic factors created an unprecedented environment where a decisive, forceful
demand for independence became both necessary and inevitable.

Firstly, the accumulated grievances and the long-standing demand for self-rule formed the
bedrock. Decades of nationalist struggle, punctuated by major movements and repeated rejections of
Indian demands, had built up a reservoir of frustration. The British governmenta??s consistent refusal
to grant true political power, even after promises like dominion status, reinforced the belief that only a
final, decisive struggle could-achieve independence.

Secondly, the Cripps Missiona??s failure served as the immediate catalyst. Its proposals, offering
dominion status after the war and withholding real power during the critical wartime, were viewed as a
mockery of Indian aspirations. The mission underscored Britaind??s unwillingness to concede any
meaningful autonomy, solidifying the Congressa??s conviction that negotiation was futile. This
disillusionment was a primary driver for seeking an alternative, confrontational path.

Thirdly, the external pressure from the Japanese threat played a crucial role in creating a sense of
extreme urgency and insecurity. The rapid fall of British territories in Southeast Asia and the looming
possibility of a Japanese invasion of India exposed British military weakness and eroded Indian
confidence in their colonial rulers. The belief gained ground that British presence was not a protection
but a liability, inviting aggression and potentially turning India into a battleground. This led to the
strategic calculation that British withdrawal was essential for Indiad??s own defense and integrity.

Fourthly, internal pressure from widespread economic hardship provided the fertile ground for
mass discontent. The war-induced inflation, scarcity of essential goods, food shortages, and forced
requisitions severely impacted the lives of ordinary Indians. This economic distress, coupled with
rampant corruption and black marketing, fueled anger and a pervasive sense that British rule was
exploitative and detrimental to the welfare of the Indian people. Such conditions made the populace
receptive to a call for mass action.

Finally, Mahatma Gandhia??s evolving leadership and his decisive call for &??Do or Diea?e
provided the necessary moral and strategic direction. Having exhausted other avenues, Gandhi shifted
from his earlier cautious approach to advocating for immediate and complete withdrawal. His powerful
rhetoric galvanized the Congress and the masses, infusing the movement with a unique blend of moral
urgency and uncompromising determination.

Thus, it was not one singular cause, but a potent combination of these elementsa??the long-standing
political deadlock, the immediate failure of diplomatic efforts, the looming external danger, the acute
internal suffering, and a resolute leadershipa??that converged to create the opportune moment for the
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launch of the Quit India Movement. It was seen as a final, comprehensive push to dismantle colonial
rule and achieve complete independence.

UPSC Perspective

For aspirants preparing for the Union Public Service Commission examinations, understanding the Quit
India Movement transcends mere factual recall. It demands a multi-dimensional approach to grasp its
origins, nature, and long-term implications.

Prelims focus

For the Prelims examination, the focus is on concrete details, names, dates, and specific events.
Aspirants should prioritize:

e Key dates: August 8, 1942 (Quit India Resolution), March 1942 (Cripps Mission).

¢ Individuals: Mahatma Gandhi (a??Do or Diea?« speech), Sir Stafford Cripps, Viceroy Linlithgow.

e Specific causes: Cripps.Missionifailure, Japanese threat, economic conditions (inflation,
scarcity).

e Cripps Mission details: Its proposals (dominiaon status,,Constituent Assembly, provincial opting-
out) and reasons for rejection by Congress and Muslim League.

e Precursors: August Offer (1940) and Individual Satyagraha (1940-41).

e Resolutions: Wardha Resolution (July 1942), Bombay Resolution (August 1942).

Mains focus

For the Mains examination, a deeper analytical and interpretive understanding is required. Aspirants
must be able to:

e Analyze the factors leading to the movement: Discuss the confluence of political, economic,
and strategic reasons outlined in this article, demonstrating how they synergistically pushed
Congress towards the 4??Quit Indiad?? demand.

e Examine its nature: Discuss whether it was purely non-violent (given the spontaneity and
widespread violence that followed) and its character as a leaderless movement.

e Assess its impact on Indian independence: Evaluate its role in accelerating the transfer of
power, even though independence was achieved five years later. Consider how it demonstrated
the depth of nationalist sentiment and made continued British rule untenable.

e Explore different interpretations: Understand how historians view the movement 4?? as a
a??rebelliona??, a a??spontaneous uprisinga??, or a a??final pusha?? for independence, and
the controversies surrounding Gandhia??s call. For example, some argue it weakened Indiad??s
bargaining position, while others contend it forced Britaina??s hand.

Common Student Confusion

Students often grapple with specific nuances regarding the causes of the Quit India Movement, which
can lead to misinterpretations.
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Misunderstanding: A common misunderstanding is to view the Cripps Mission as the sole or exclusive
catalyst for the Quit India Movement. This oversimplifies a complex historical process.

Correction: While the Cripps Missiona??s failure was undeniably a crucial and immediate trigger, it
was not the only reason. It acted as the final straw, but built upon a foundation of long-term grievances.
These included the British governmenta??s consistent refusal to grant self-rule, the rejection of the
August Offer, the economic hardships caused by the war, and the fear of a Japanese invasion
compounded by a lack of trust in British protection. The Cripps Mission merely solidified the belief that
no progress could be made through negotiation, thus necessitating direct action.

Misunderstanding: Another point of confusion is mixing up the reasons for launching the movement
with its actual progression or outcomes. Students might mistakenly focus on whether the movement
was violent, its immediate suppression, or its success in achieving independence immediately.
Correction: The question a??Why was the Quit India Movement launched?&?e specifically asks for the
impetus and the motivations behind its initiation. It requires an analysis of the conditions and decisions
that led to the call for 4??Quit India&d??. The subsequent events, such as its leaderless nature, the
extent of violence, British repression, or its direct impact on the timing of independence, while relevant
for understanding the movement as a.whole, are distinct from the foundational reasons for its launch.
The focus here must remain strictly on-the a?2?whya?? rather than the a??howa?? or a??what
happened nexta??.

Short Revision Points

¢ Cripps Mission failure intensified nationalist resolve by demonstrating British unwillingness for real
power transfer.

¢ Japanese advance created urgency and insecurity, making many believe British presence was a
liability.

e Economic hardships fueled public discontent and made the populace receptive to mass action.

¢ Internal Congress discussions, influenced by Gandhia??s evolving strategy, finalized the decision
for mass protest.

FAQs

1. What was considered the immediate cause for the Quit India Movement?

The immediate cause was the failure of the Cripps Mission in March 1942, which dashed Indian hopes
for a negotiated transfer of power and convinced the Congress that Britain was not serious about Indian
independence.

2. How did the Japanese military advance affect the decision for the Quit India Movement?

The rapid Japanese advance towards Indiaa??s borders created a sense of extreme urgency and fear.
It led many, including Mahatma Gandhi, to believe that British presence in India was an invitation for
Japanese aggression, and that only a free India could effectively defend itself.

3. Were there internal divisions within the Congress regarding the Quit India Movement?
Yes, initially there were some reservations within the Congress leadership about launching a mass
movement during wartime. However, the failure of the Cripps Mission and the worsening situation
ultimately led to a broad consensus for immediate and decisive action.

Page 8
SHRI RAM IAS - Best IAS Coaching in Delhi



SHRI RAM IAS
mmmmmmmmm 8882939805, 9958635276

The Quit India Movement of 1942 stands as a monumental landmark in Indiaa??s freedom struggle. It
was launched because all avenues for a negotiated settlement had been exhausted, and a confluence
of pressing internal and external factors made a final, forceful demand for independence imperative.
The persistent denial of self-rule, compounded by the strategic pressures of World War I, the
immediate disappointment of the Cripps Mission, and the severe economic distress gripping the nation,
left the Indian National Congress with no alternative but to call for the immediate and complete
withdrawal of the British. This decisive act fundamentally shifted the dynamics of power, making it clear
that Britaina??s continued presence in India was no longer sustainable. For aspirants seeking to
understand such critical junctures in Indian history, detailed analysis and structured learning are key,
and institutions like SHRI RAM IAS are regarded as the best ias coaching in delhi for their
comprehensive approach.
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