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Abstract 

This paper seeks to analyze the connection of Conservative 

Party of England and All India Muslim League during the final 

days of freedom movement (1930-47). It endeavors to count the 

efforts of the conservative politicians lead by Winston 

Churchill who lauded the voice for minorities in parliament 

and raised the issues of Muslim community in the British 

corridors of power. It has tried to discover the voyage leading 

to establish a links between the Conservative Party and Muslim 

League in the most critical phase of independence Movement 

which will help the future scholars to understand the Pakistan 

movement from a different perspective. The methodology used 

in this paper is based upon both primary and secondary 

sources including books, articles, journals and official letters 

of Winston Churchill. By opening new avenues of discussions 

on the said topic, this paper has to see different aspects not 

common to the many people.  

KEY WORDS: Muslim League, Conservative Party, 

Congress, Pakistan, Winston Churchill  

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Muhammad Hassan, Muhammad Rizwan &Syed Saqib Hussain 

 

 

258 

Introduction 

During the most critical phase of freedom movement, unlike 

many other stakeholders, All India Muslim League under the 

leadership of Quaid-e-Azam Muhammad Ali Jinnah has 

remained peaceful by using lawful means in order to achieve 

their goal. However, it seems that constitutional struggle for the 

cause of Pakistan was not possible without active support 

inside the British Parliament. Consequently, a group of the 

parliamentarians lauded the demands of Indian Muslims by 

using this forum. Due to these efforts it became possible that 

from the legislative process of Government of India Act 1935 

to the final episode of Indian Independence Act 1947, 

parliamentarian from the Conservative Party of England led by 

Sir Winston Churchill raised the concerns of Indian Muslims 

regarding the safeguards of minority rights in India. These 

politicians helped parliament to understand the dynamics of 

Indian politics in the real perspective, instead of theoretical 

approach toward the Indian issues. With the beginning of 

World War II, the political situation of India took an important 

turn; Winston Churchill of conservative party became Prime 

Minister of England and he successfully secured the support of 

All India Muslim League towards the war efforts of British 

government. Muslim League reciprocated Churchill’s political 

assistance and extended every possible support during WW II 

in the form of recruitment of Muslim soldiers and provision of 

logistical resources from the Muslim majority areas. By 

materializing their efforts, Punjab alone contributed 800,000 

soldiers during the war and Muslims soldiers fought for allied 

force on all significant borders from Far East to North Africa 

and eventually in Europe. On the other hand, All India National 

Congress abandoned the British government during the critical 

time of war. Jinnah took a precise move for Indian Muslims 

and passed Lahore Resolution on 23rd March 1940. Considering 

the contributions of Muslim community towards the war 

efforts, British government had to reciprocate in the form of 

recognition of Muslim political rights which paved the way for 

independence. After the end of WW II, Conservative Party lost 

the Elections of 1945 and Labour Party came into power which 

was more inclined towards Indian Congress due to their center-
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left political nexus. Congress party resumed its confidence and 

used the political bend of Labour Party in their favor during the 

final round of Independence movement. Viceroy of India Lord 

Wavell from conservative background was replaced with Lord 

Luis Mountbatten on 22 March 1947 supported by Labour 

party who later on gave a clear favor to the Congress during the 

process of partition of India. Mountbatten was in return 

rewarded by the Congress party in the form of his appointment 

as the Governor- General of newly independent state of India. 

During this period (1945-47), the Conservative Party continued 

its efforts from opposition benches to safeguard minority rights 

in India, particularly that of Muslims, however, owing to their 

week position they could hardly make any difference.  

Research questions 

During the course of study, the following questions would be 

addressed in order to analyze the factual details:  

1. Was there any sympathy towards Indian Muslims in the 

rank and files of the British Conservative Party? 

2. How far the personal and political connections of 

Conservative party leader Winston Churchill with the 

Muslims of India played a role to protect their rights 

and muster safeguards for them? 

3. Could conservatives successfully protect the case of 

Indian minorities including Muslims in the British 

parliament? 

Background 

By the late 19th century the world was distinctly polarized 

between the Left and Right wings, therefore, the political 

horizon of the English Parliament also split into Left and Right 

poles. Both major political parties of England Labor and 

Conservative party followed the same pattern. Labour party 

was aligned with the center left politics and supported the trade 

unions, whereas the Conservative party became a symbol of 

center-right politics consisting of mainly businessmen and 

lords. Under the shadow of British Empire, Indian political 

arena reflected the same picture of polarization. Congress party, 
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being representative of the Center-Left politics had active 

support from the Labour party of England. Congress Party 

which was created by Mr. Hume in 1885 assembled the 

educated class of India under the banner of socialist democratic 

politics. Having grown in the soil of center left Politics, the 

party successfully gathered support from the Leftish elements 

of England. In order to garner continuous support at the seat of 

Empire, Congress leadership established a Congress Committee 

in London comprising of the distinguished Left politician from 

Britain to safeguard the party interest in British Parliament. On 

the other hand, All India Muslim League by owing to its 

Center-right stance found itself near to the Conservative party. 

With the emerging political scene of British Empire, the 

Conservative party came closer to All India Muslims through 

connections like, British Muslim society and Indian Empire 

society. Thereafter, the British political parties played a 

significant role in shaping the political atmosphere of India. 

The study which endeavors to trace the links between Right 

wing Conservatives and All India Muslim League is divided 

into three periods:  

1. Conservative Retort to Political Development during 

1930-39 

2. Period of World War II 1939-45 

3. Post war Scenario and Independence: 1945-47 

 

Conservative Retort to Political Development during  

1930-39 

In the political history of Indian independence movement, this 

span can be regarded as the period of constitutional 

development. Here, Indian politics experienced a new 

phenomenon of demand for Home rule by congress as “Purna-

Swaraj” or absolute Home Rule on 26 February 1930 which 

was followed by civil disobedience Movement. In response 

thereof, Muslims also demanded for safeguarding of their rights 

before any constitutional venture in India and demanded for 

protection of their rights vividly reflected in Allahabad address 

of 1930. The political frustration in India prompted the need to 

convene a series of Round Table Conferences from 1930 to 
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1932 which were mainly aimed to draw the contours of 

proposed constitutional structure in India.  

In the beginning of the 1930s Ramsay Macdonald of Labour 

Party formed the new ministry which elevated the confidence 

of Congress having their connections with Labour government 

in England finally resulted in Gandhi-Irwin Pact of March 

1931. The Muslims of India reacted this center-left alliance of 

Congress party with Labour party by holding the Muslim 

Conference on 16th November 1930 which led to Allahabad 

address. During such time a group of Conservative party 

politicians lead by Sir Winston Churchill expressly supported 

the cause of minority rights, particularly that of the Muslims of 

India. The series of Round Table Conferences started in 1931 

in an atmosphere of antagonism between Muslims and Hindus 

underlying a gulf between both the communities. Congress 

boycotted the first session of the conference to exert pressure 

on government ended at Gandhi-Irwin Pact which was 

generally hailed but Right wing conservatives opposed this pact 

in the British parliament.  

During the second session of Round Table Conference, Mr. 

Gandhi insisted upon Muslims to accept Nehru report which 

has been already rejected by the Muslim League as the 

communal problem was remained unresolved. However, 

Gandhi-Irwin Pact made under the auspices of Labour Prime 

Minister Ramsay Macdonald created an impression that there 

were only two parties in India, British government and 

Congress. In the third Round Table Conference both the allies, 

Congress and Labour Party, did not participate which suggests 

a coalition between them on the question of the constitutional 

future of India.1 The pressure exerted by the Conservative 

leaders compelled Prime Minister Ramsay Macdonald to issue 

communal award on 4th August 1932.This was the time when 

Ch. Rehmat Ali proposed a separate state for the Indian 

Muslims and named it Pakistan in his famous treatise “Now or 

Never”. In the same year, Syed Waris Ameer Ali, a close friend 

of Churchill wrote him a series of letters to make him 

understand the political problems of India and vulnerable 

position of its minorities, especially that of Muslims. In early 
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1930s when Jinnah left India and settled in London to restart 

his career as a lawyer, Sir Agha Khan introduced him with 

various members of right wing Conservative Party, who got 

impressed with his knowledge and professionalism. Mr. Jinnah 

decided to contest elections for the House of Commons through 

the platform of Conservative Party, though he didn’t participate 

in elections later.2  

In point of fact, the most influential Conservative leader was 

Sir Winston Spencer Churchill who played pivotal role to shape 

his party policies and later during World War II as Prime 

Minster of England he determined the National policies of 

England. Churchill, owing to his personal experience in India 

during his Military service on North Western Frontier owed 

great respect for the Muslims of India which resulted in his 

lifetime friendship with eminent Muslim scholars and men of 

prominence, 3 like Sir Agha Khan, Feroz Khan Noon, Waris 

Ameer Ali, Baron Headeley and even Muhammad Ali Jinnah. 

On the other hand, Churchill’s political encounters with Indian 

Hindus left bitter experiences for him. His father Sir Randalph 

Churchill remained Secretary of State for India during 1885-86 

whose observations were not different from his personal 

experience about the Indian communities. Churchill’s loathing 

of Hindu Brahmins was evident from his speeches at various 

occasions and regarded Gandhi as a symbol of Brahminism. On 

18th March 1931, Churchill delivered a speech on the topic of 

“Our Duty in India” at Albert Hall London, where he 

expressed: 

 To abandon India to the rule of the Brahmins 

would be an act of cruel and wicked 

negligence. It would shame forever those who 

bore its guilt. These Brahmins who mouth and 

patter the principles of Western liberalism and 

pose as philosophic and democratic politician 

are the same Brahmins who deny the primary 

rights of existence to nearly 60 millions of their 

own fellow countrymen whom they call 

“untouchables.4 
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On several occasions, Mr. Churchill expressed his hatred for 

caste Hindus by calling them beastly people with beastly 

religion.5 He was offended by Mahatma Gandhi and famously 

called him, “A seditious Middle Temple lawyer, now posing as 

a Fakir, striding half naked up the steps of the Vice-regal 

Palace”. He publically declared Gandhi as “subversive 

malignant fanatic” 6 During Gandhi’s “Fasting till death”, 

Churchill wrote to Lord Linglithgow through a telegram to 

verify the genuineness of this act as Gandhi had no intention to 

die.7 It seems he was convinced about the division of Indian 

society being utilized by the Indian leaders in one way or the 

other. Another famous Conservative leader Lord Birkenhead 

who remained secretary of State for India from 1924 to 1928, 

believed that unity between Indians particularly the Muslims 

and Hindus is almost impossible. He once expressed in 

parliament that Indian are so divided, opposed and fed up of 

each other that they are unable to produce a unanimous 

constitution for themselves. Lord Brikenhead lauded the 

meetings between Muslims and the British Government so that 

the position of the Muslims in Indian politics could be 

recognized as a political reality.8 Churchill, on another 

occasion, warned the British politicians and public, “Were we 

to wash our hands of all responsibility and divest ourselves of 

all our powers, as our sentimentalist desire, ferocious civil wars 

would speedily break out between Muslims and Hindus”.9  

It is interesting to note that most of the members of the 

Conservative Party whose name had been suggested were more 

religious inclinations towards Christianity, therefore, it seems 

they have found Islam as Abrahamic religion more closer to 

their understandings of faith, compared to polytheist Hinduism. 

Yet, the understanding of the most of the Conservative leaders 

including Churchill, Lord Birkenhead, Roger Keyes and Sir 

George Lloyd about India problems was mostly derived from a 

famous book “Mother India” written by Catherine Mayo.10 The 

book portrayed the Indian society with reference to its major 

communities, Hindus and Muslims where the Muslims were 

described as better breed than Hindus. The book’s final chapter 

suggests that if departure of British from India took place at 

any stage, it will result in ferocious civil war between the 
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Indian communities culminating in massacre of minorities. 

Therefore, the only plausible solution to this problem was 

suggested as partition between Muslims and Hindus. The 

situation was reflected in many events including the the 

Cawnpore Massacre in June 1931, for which Mr. Churchill 

said: 

Look at what happened at Cawnpore, a hideous 

primordial massacre has been perpetrated by the 

Hindus on the Muslims because the Muslims 

refused to join in the glorification of the murder 

of a British Policeman. The most horrible event 

which has occurred since the Mutiny, has been 

the direct outcome of the Irwin-Gandhi pact 

with its smooth ambiguous, equivocal 

formulas.11 

This type of statements could not be avoided by the Congress 

party representing the Hindu majority. During the legislative 

process of the government of India Act 1935, members of the 

Conservative party were blamed by Indian Congress to put 

hurdles in the way constitutional development but this was 

unfair criticism because the Right-wing Conservatives 

mentioned that without safeguarding the rights of Muslims and 

other minorities, it would be a futile exercise which may lead to 

Brahminic despotism in India, if they are given absolute 

powers. These apprehensions were not baseless and proved the 

substance when congress party came in power from 1937 to 

1939. This period became a nightmare for Muslims and other 

minorities of India. At this occasion, the Indian Empire society 

and British Muslim society played a key role in connecting the 

leaders of Muslim League with the prominent members of the 

Conservative Party of England. In the wake of anti-Muslim 

policies of the Congress ministries from 1937 to 1939, a group 

of Conservatives lead by Churchill continued to accentuate the 

political discriminations committed by the ruling party.  
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Table -1 Prime Ministers of England During 1930-47 

Duration Prime Minister Political Party 

1930-35 Ramsay Macdonald Labour 

1935-37 Stanley Baldwin Conservative 

1937-39 Neville Chamberlain Conservative 

1940-45 Winston Churchill Conservative 

1945-47 Clement Attlee Labour 

 

Table -2 Secretaries of State for India During 1930-47 

Duration Secretary of State Political Party 

1930-31 William 

Wedgewood 

Labour Party 

1931-35 Samuel Hoare Conservative party  

1935-40 Marques of Zetland Conservative party 

1940-45 Leo Amery Conservative party 

1945-47 Pathick Lawrence Labour Party 

1947 (April- Aug) Earl of Listowel Labour Party 

 

Table -3 Viceroys of India During 1930-47 

Duration Viceroy of India 

1930-31 Lord Irwin 

1931-36 Lord Willingdon 

1936-43 Lord Linlithgow 

1943-47 Lord Wavell 

1947 (Mar-Aug) Lord Mountbatten 

  

Period of World War II 1939-45 

In the meantime, England engaged itself in war against 

Germany on 1st of September 1939. In order to muster support 

from India in the form of recruitment and logistics, Viceroy of 

India Lord Linlithgow held two separate meetings with Gandhi 

and Jinnah on 4th September 1939. The first meeting was held 

in the morning between Viceroy of India and Gandhi, wherein 

Gandhi didn’t assure any concrete support from his Party, 
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although Congress party was holding the government ministries 

at that time. Gandhi’s cold response to Viceroy’s request for 

support during the time declared by British government as the 

war of life and death, frustrated Viceroy Linlithgow.12 

However, the second meeting between Mr. Jinnah and Viceroy 

held in afternoon, the same day, was entirely different in its 

spirit and meaning. Jinnah assured full scale support towards 

the war efforts of the government. Indeed, he handled the 

situation in the light of a letter received from his trusted friend 

Waris Ameer Ali, forwarding the proposal from his 

Conservative friends that if Muslim League agrees to contribute 

towards the war efforts of the Government, it can pave the way 

towards their cherished demand of separate homeland for 

Muslims of India. A delegation of Muslim League met Lord 

Zetland , Secretary of State for India to make him realize that in 

the event of British departure from India without partition, 

minorities would have no future.13 In point of fact, “British 

attitude was now heavy conditioned by the war efforts to secure 

India’s military support and its political acquiescence, initiative 

and incentives came fast and thick”.14 

After securing confidence of British government, Jinnah 

immediately articulated the Pakistan Resolution in Lahore on 

23rd March 1940, demanding for Muslim separation. On 12th 

April 1940, Prime Minister Churchill expressed his support for 

Pakistan Resolution through his statement in war cabinet, “the 

awakening of a new spirit of self reliance and self-assertiveness 

on the part of different communities, of which the Muslim 

league’s resolution was a sign of hopeful development”.15He 

even supported the idea that Indian sovereign state might be 

given dominion status and it would also apply to a Muslim state 

as well. India provided a large number of troops mainly 

comprising of Muslim soldiers who fought in the Middle-East, 

Far-East, the Mediterranean, North Africa and eventually Italy. 

Muslim league supported the war effort at every stage. Old 

alliance between Indian Muslims and Right wing Conservatives 

who were in government during WWII, were paying the 

dividends in the form of recruitment of Muslim soldiers and 

logistical support from the regions under Muslim Leagues 
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influence. Jinnah repeated Churchill’s belief that without 

British help, India would break into 100 pieces in three months 

and lie open to external invasion.16 

Fall of Singapore in February 1942 was yet another staggering 

blow on the trust between British Conservative government and 

the Congress leadership. An army of 130,000 soldiers, mainly 

recruited from Hindu dominated areas surrendered their arms to 

the Japanese army of less than half of their number at 

Singapore. These Indian prisoners of war (POWs) later joined 

Indian National Army (INA) from Japanese camps. With the 

advancement of Japanese and their allied India National Army 

lead by a former President of Indian Congress Subhash 

Chandra Bose, the atmosphere in India deteriorated in a 

disturbing manner and the British prestige suffered with the 

loss of Hong Kong. 17 During this critical period of history, 

considered as a matter of life and death for Britain, the 

Congress party resigned from the government ministries and 

started agitation against the British authorities. This step was a 

thoughtful move to pressurize British government in favour of 

the demands of the Congress party and to attain maximum 

leverage but it resulted adversely and the vacuum created by 

the exit of Congress was immediately filled by the Muslim 

League.18  

The Congress party expressed their frustration in the form of 

non cooperation and widespread agitation against the 

Government. Indian Congress passed the “Quit India 

resolution”. Jawaharlal Nehru publically reprimanded 

Linlithgow which suggested the widened gulf between 

Congress and British government as a result of the resignation 

of Congress ministries.19 The British government led by 

Conservative leadership, at this occasion, was deeply satisfied 

from the strategic alliance with Muslim League which was 

representing the finest Martial race of India. This line of 

thought was evident in the Churchill’s statement in the House 

of Commons on 10th September 1942: 
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The Indian congress Party does not represent 

India. It does not represent the majority of 

people in India. It does not even represent the 

Hindu masses. Outside that party and 

fundamentally opposed to it are 90 million 

Muslims in British India who have their rights to 

self expression. It was fortunate that the 

congress party has no influence whatever on the 

martial races, on whom the defense of India 

really depends.20 

Gandhi professed his rhetoric of non-violence during the days 

of war to decelerate the recruitment process through brain-

washing the minds of potential recruits, whereas, Congress 

party in general continued to support a passive and neutral 

position.21  

Much to the frustration of Government, Gandhi in June 1940 

wrote a letter to Viceroy that ultimately British had to lose the 

war against Hitler, therefore, British should declare unilateral 

ceasefire against Germany in a hope that Hitler would also 

reciprocate in the same manner.22 The Conservative 

government of England appointed Sir Stafford Cripps to 

embark on a mission to find out the political solution for 

India’s problem, equally acceptable for Congress and Muslim 

league.23 Although the mission remained unsuccessful yet it 

drew the lines of the future partition of India. The Conservative 

government, by realizing the intensity of the situation, regarded 

Muslims as strategic asset and mentioned, “the main army 

elements on which we must rely for immediate fighting”.24 

Prime Minister Churchill, at this occasion, expressed that the 

only reason Britain remained in India was to prevent “one 

section of population mauling and murdering the others and the 

answer to this problem was Pakistan”.25 

Post War Scenario and Independence: 1945-47 

The final and decisive round of the independence movement 

began with the landmark victory of allied forces in WW II. 

Immediately after the war, political scenario in England 

changed and Labour Party came into power in 1945. With the 
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change of government, political atmosphere in India also 

changed in favour of Congress party where Muslim League 

was gradually cornered. Decade old sympathies of Labour 

politicians with the Indian Congress finally became evident 

when the leftist friends came forward to restore the position of 

Congress party which had been lost during the WW II.  

Although, Conservative party led by Churchill was moved to 

the opposition benches but it continued its political support to 

Muslims League. Conservative leadership was fully convinced 

that during the post WW II era, Britain must keep good 

relationship with Muslims of India due to their potential 

beneficial for the Raj and in future it would be a strong ally of 

the Britain as well. This situation was materialized with the 

conclusion of World War II and emergence of Soviet Union as 

a super power. Britain like other allies of USA considered it a 

serious challenge for the World security.26 Interestingly, the US 

wanted to establish its role to contain Soviet influence in Indian 

region by shaping its function even before the days of 

independence.27 Churchill, in the same way, continued to stress 

upon the safeguards of Muslim community in India through his 

parliamentary speeches, ‘the large Muslim and untouchable 

minorities were under serious threat in Hindu majority India”.28 

“Attention should particularly be directed at the Muslim 

community of nearly 80 million who are the most warlike and 

formidable of all the races and creeds in the Indian 

subcontinent and whose interests and culture are a matter of 

great consequence to India as a whole and to peace in India”.29 

Churchill’s letters do reveal his “keen interest in the Muslim 

League”. Additionally, historians implied that Jinnah and 

Churchill made a secret pact during the war in which Jinnah 

would have Pakistan in return for Muslim league’s support to 

fight the Japanese, though, no concrete evidence exists of any 

such pact.30 

However, the conduct of Labour government during post WW 

II era frustrated Mr. Jinnah. According to him, “British 

government has shaken the confidence of Muslims of India and 

shattered their hopes for an honourable and peaceful 

settlement”. To avoid such terrible situation, he sought the help 
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of Conservative leaders to highlight the act of betrayal with 

Muslims and plight of this community due to the policies of 

Labour government. Consequently, Mr. Jinnah sent various 

press clippings and police reports to conservative party’s 

leadership to support his position in the parliament. These 

points were used in the speeches of Churchill during the 

parliamentary proceedings, such as: 

As regards the resolution of the congress, I most 

emphatically repudiate their bogus claim that 

they represent India and their claim to “national 

character”. The congress are Hindu organization 

and do not represent any other community 

except caste Hindus. The congress have no right 

to represent or speak on behalf of Muslims and 

their refusal to accept the proposals for the 

formation of an interim government is based on 

sinister motives. As regards the safeguards that 

no decision on any major communal issue could 

be taken if the majority of the main parties were 

opposed to it, of which assurance was given by 

the Viceroy, this is absolutely necessary to 

protect the Muslim interests as there is parity 

between the caste Hindus and the Muslims, the 

Muslims will be a minority of little over one 

third in the whole executive.31 

On 18th July, 1946 during his speech in House of Commons, 

Churchill stressed upon “the congress party gave no assistance 

during war; on the contrary, they did us a great injury in their 

power”. In response to a question about Muslims league’s role 

during WWII, Churchill said “that Muslim League’s support 

provided more than 800,000 volunteers from the Punjab state 

alone”. He again repeated his arguments on the gulf between 

Hindus and Muslims in India “there is a feeling among the 

Muslims of India that faith has been broken with them”.   He 

then warned the House “the agreement of the Muslims to the 

new system affects the whole foundation of the problem. One 

cannot contemplate that British troops should be used to crush 

the Muslims in the interest of the caste Hindus. Whatever our 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Journal of Historical Studies  

Vol. VI. No. II (Jul-Dec 2020) PP 257-276 

 

271 

responsibilities may be, we must not make ourselves agents of 

a cast government, for a particular sectional government in 

order to crush by armed force in modern weapons, another 

community.32 In point of fact, Mr. Churchill was reluctant to 

the handing over of India to Hindu caste rule and he strongly 

espoused the rights of the Muslims and the depressed classes.33  

During this period, Waris Ameer Ali at London, continued to 

inform Right wing Conservative leadership about the situation 

of India and condition of Muslim community. Various leaders 

of all India Muslim League, through their personal letters kept 

Winston Churchill informed about the exploitation of Muslims 

in the hands of Congress party. Liaquat Ali Khan in his letter to 

Churchill informed  about the massacre of Muslim villages by 

Hindus in Meerut.34 Churchill, immediately drew attention of 

Parliament towards this issue “ frightful slaughters over wide 

regions and in obscure uncounted villages that have, in the 

main, fallen upon Muslim minorities”.35 

Quaid-e-Azam, during his visit to London in December 1946 

decided to meet Churchill to apprise him about the injustice 

being committed to the Muslim community despite their 

support to British government during WW II. During the 

meeting held at Chartwell, both the leaders discussed the fate of 

Muslim community under Hindu rule.36 Churchill assured his 

full support to the idea of Pakistan. Following the meeting, 

Churchill in his letter to Mr. Jinnah expressed that he gives 

high value to talks with Jinnah and invited him to stay in 

connection so that Muslim stance could effectively  be 

presented in British Parliament.37 Following this meeting, 

Churchill delivered a speech in parliament on 12th December 

1946 and warned the parliament that injustice was done to 

Muslims of India as is evident from the role of Labour party 

and their Indian ally Congress party, it may lead to a ferocious 

civil war in India. 38 Muslim leagues anticipated that the 

Labour government is not going to protect Muslims against the 

Hindus fanatics, backed by the Congress party, in the 

anticipated carnage of Muslims. Therefore, in order to protect 

themselves, youth of Muslim community started organizing 

themselves under the banner of Muslims National Guards.39 
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However, this secret joint venture between All India Muslim 

League and Conservative Party of England came to an end 

when Labour party finally got the power after winning 

elections. Soon after assuming the authority, it replaced the 

Conservative Viceroy Lord Wavell with Labour party 

supported Lord Mountbatten on 22nd March 1947. As per 

expectations, he protected the interest of Congress party during 

the partition of India on the cost of Muslim League.40  In point 

of fact, it is scholarly admitted that all major developments 

including 3rd June Plan, Radcliff Award, Indian Independence 

Act, partition of Punjab and Bengal, division of assets and 

migration of refugees etc the Congress party remained in 

advantageous position. It would be appropriate to note that the 

existing conflicts between India and Pakistan including Water 

dispute and Kashmir issue having their foundations in the 

unjust partition of India is the legacy of Labour party’s alliance 

with the Congress party.  

Conclusion 

By reviewing the literature, it is revealed that a little research 

work has been done to explore and analyze the connections 

between British and Indian political parties during the days of 

freedom movement especially during after WW II scenario. 

Both Conservative and Labour parties established their 

affection with the Indian parties, mainly because of leadership 

state of mind, by avoiding their ideologies, yet these 

relationships resulted in an environment which directly 

embellished the prospect formulation. Although some scholars 

have touched this area of study but they have simply criticized 

Conservatives as being anti-Indians who hindered 

constitutional developments in India, without considering their 

principled stand to ensure the rights of Indian minorities 

particularly Muslims during the legislative process. 

Pakistan movement, irrespective of its results, was generally 

admitted as a constitutional struggle under the leadership of 

Quaid-e-Azam Muhammad Ali Jinnah.  Along with internal 

factors, Indian leadership often used their connections outside 

India especially in England which was the power centre. All 
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India Muslim League, like its political opponent Congress 

party, seek every possible support from a group of 

parliamentarians who stood for the cause of Indian Muslims in 

British parliament. These parliamentarians were mainly 

belonged to the Conservative party lead by Sir Winston 

Spencer Churchill. Many reasons have been involved by 

reflecting their sympatric attitude which prompted the member 

of the conservative party to support the minority rights 

especially of the Muslims.  

Most of the Right wing conservatives had their personal 

experiences of working in India. They could easily understand 

the Indian socio-political situation in its local context, unlike 

most of the left wing parliamentarians who ascertained Indian 

political dynamics on European political theories. Unlike 

Labours, Conservatives held a view that India is as bigger as 

Europe, therefore, It could not be compared with any single 

European nation for application of democratic and electoral 

model. European democracy could only be applied to a 

homogenous state for which India didn’t qualify. Simple 

democracy in India meant, leaving the minorities at the mercy 

of majority. They were also aware of the deep gulf of 

difference between Hindus and Muslims in its historical and 

religious context would affect their political goals as well. Even 

in the high noon of the empire these farseeing statesmen had 

the vision to see that it would not be possible for the British to 

keep India within the empire for long and in case of British 

departure from India, Muslims would have no future in Indian 

state in the hands of Caste Hindus. These conservative 

members raised the demands of Indian Muslims in the British 

Parliament where all the laws were passed.  

Above all the Conservatives owed respect to the Muslim 

contribution during World War II in the form of recruitment 

and logistical support from the Muslim populated areas. Unlike 

Congress response, Muslim League decided to help them in 

most critical time which resulted the recognition of minority 

especially of Muslims. However, during the last days of British 

colonialism, Indian Muslims have faced a severe setback when 

Conservative party was replaced by the Labour party. Having 
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deep connections with the Congress, Labour party tried its best 

to corner the Muslim League. During the process of partition, 

all twist and turns were applied. Consequently, Kashmir issue 

and Water dispute between newly independent states of India 

and Pakistan emerged as gashing bleed in their mutual 

relationship.  
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