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Part I 

The official language movement of 1960-61 may be described as the first open outburst of 

the age-long ethno-linguistic dichotomy which was spearheaded by a group of educated 

middle class of the two valleys of Assam since the pre-independence period. The period 

following ten years since 1961 apparently may be termed as an undisturbed period so far as 

the linguistic struggle of Assam is concerned. Although throughout this decade (1961-1971) 

the ethnic and linguistic issues did not come in the limelight of politics in Assam; a decade is 

not sufficient time to wipe out the age-long dichotomy forever. After ten years gap, the 

language problem again came to the fore in 1972 centering round the ‘Medium of Instruction’ 

issue in Assam. In the Academic Council meeting of the Gauhati University on 26-08-1967, 

its Vice-Chancellor while discussing the Education Commission’s Report with regard to 

Medium of Instruction(1), stressed on the bilingual method of Radhakrishnan 

Commission(2). Accordingly, the Gauhati University Academic Council resolved to continue 

English in the Post Graduation level as it required the use of books and journals written by 

foreign writers, mostly written in English and in the Under Graduate level, it retained English 

with adequate arrangements(3). This decision was modified by the Academic Council on 

16th May 1970 where it recommended that the medium of instruction at the Pre University 

level would be either English or Assamese with a provision to answer in the examination 

either in Assamese, English, Bengali or Hindi(4). This decision was again revised on 19th 

February 1972 where it was resolved that Assamese would be introduced as the only medium 

of instruction and English would be permitted as an alternative temporarily for ten years in 

the Pre University and Degree level study and that the matter of Bengali was kept aside till 

the next general election(5). This decision of the Academic Council of Gauhati University 

was again revised on 6th June, 1972 when it resolved to go back to its earlier decision of 16th 

May 1970. Such resolution resulted in a vehement protest and violent outburst in the 

Brahmaputra Valley. As a result, an emergent meeting of the Academic Council of Gauhati 

University was convened on 12th June 1972 to take note of the aggressive representations 

from the various sections of population and the views of the media in the Brahmaputra Valley 

regarding the earlier decision of the Academic Council and it, thus, resolved that “ 

(a) Assamese shall be the medium of instruction in all colleges under Gauhati University  

(b) English shall continue as an alternative medium of instruction for a period not exceeding 

ten years or as may be considered necessary by the Academic Council  

(c) student shall have the option to answer either in Assamese or in English in the University 

examinations  

(d) the above decision shall come into force with effect from the session 1972-73 in respect 

of two-year Pre University course and from the session 1974-75, in respect of two-year 

Degree course(6)”.  



 

 

The Dibrugarh University also followed suit by adopting the similar decision of the Gauhati 

University(7). 

This decision of the Academic Council of Gauhati University sparked off widespread 

resentment in Barak Valley because it was clear that the Gauhati University had intended to 

introduce Assamese as the only medium of instruction in Assam after ten years or even 

earlier, thus violating the constitutional right of the citizens to receive education through 

one’s mother tongue. Public in general and students in particular, political parties, media and 

the various socio- cultural organisations of the entire Barak Valley vehemently opposed this 

resolution of the Academic Council of Gauhati University(8).  

On 18th June 1972, a meeting of the representatives of all political parties, students and 

youth organisations was summoned by Dwijendralal Sen Gupta, the then Municipal 

Chairman of Silchar and Tarapada Bhattacharjee, ex-MLA at the Gandhi Bhawan Hall(9). 

However, it needs be mentioned here that prior to this scheduled meeting of 18th June, a 

preparatory meeting was convened at Cachar College immediately after the circulation of the 

decision of the Gauhati University Academic Council(10). The persons who attended the 

meeting were student union members of GC College and Cachar College and representatives 

of various political parties. All the members present were of the opinion to start movement 

against the decision of the Gauhati University Academic Council. The framework of the 

discussion to be held on the scheduled date of 18th June was chalked out in that preparatory 

meeting(11). As per this framework, the meeting of 18th June, 1972 was attended by the 

representatives of all the political parties, Gaon Panchayets, student organisations including 

the student union members of the important colleges of Cachar, women organisations, trade 

unions, Krishak Sabha and many others(12). It was resolved in the said meeting to start a 

movement immediately against the decision of the Gauhati University Academic Council and 

a Committee under the namestyle of ‘Cachar Zilla Sangram Parishad’ was constituted(13). 

Maulana Abdul Jalil Choudhury and Tarapada Bhattacharjee were nominated as President 

and Secretary of the organisation respectively(14).  

The decision of the Academic Council of Gauhati University affected the students directly. 

As a result, the students could not remain silent. They formed a separate platform under the 

banner ‘Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad’ to organise students in the medium of instruction 

issue(15). It needs be mentioned here that ‘Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad’ was not directly 

under the banner of any political party. However, unofficially it included the members of the 

student wings of the major political parties of India, particularly those of ‘Chhatra Parishad’ 

along with the students inclined to leftist ideology(16). The students with independent 

outlook also joined the new organisation. The organisational set up of the Chhatra Yuva 

Sangram Parishad appeared to be stronger than the earlier movement and it formed units at 

the sub-divisional as well as at the village level. A co-ordination committee was set up to 

keep contact with the units of the Parishad at various places of Cachar(17). The Chhatra Yuva 

Sangram Parishad also extended its units at the school level wherever possible.  

When the decision of the Academic Council of Gauhati University was circulated in the 

colleges of Assam in June 1972, three colleges of Assam including G.C. College, Silchar 

submitted a writ petition at the Supreme Court of India challenging the decision of the 

Academic Council of Gauhati University(18). On the other hand, in the Brahmaputra Valley 

there was a strong public opinion in favour of immediate implementation of the decision of 

both Gauhati University and Dibrugarh University regarding the medium of instruction issue 

in Assam. A mass movement was organised all over the Brahmaputra Valley with this 

demand primarily under the leadership of All Assam Students’ Union(19). Continuous class-

boycott programmes, strikes, picketing in front of educational institutions, government 

offices, frequent processions, meetings, bandhs etc. that were undertaken by the All Assam 



 

 

Students’ Union with the strong demand for the rapid implementation of the decision of the 

Gauhati University, paralysed the academic as well as civil life of the Brahmaputra 

Valley(20). Incidences of violence and rioting were also being reported from various places 

like Barpeta, Dhubri, Mangoldoi, Dibrugarh, Tinsukia, Kharupetia, Golaghat and others(21). 

The Assam Legislative Assembly at the same time decided on 23rd September 1972 to 

introduce Assamese as the only medium of instruction(22) at the Under Graduate level 

both under Gauhati University and Dibrugarh University although English was retained for 

a temporary period as the alternative for the non-Assamese people of the State(23). They also 

took a resolution for the separate university in Cachar. The proposal was passed almost 

unopposed because the members from Cachar remained absent. Only a single opposition 

came from Charan Narzary, a representative from the ‘Samatal Bhumi Khandjati 

Parishad’(24). But by the order of the Supreme Court, on the basis of the writ petition 

submitted by G.C. College, the implementation of the decision was suspended for the time 

being(25). 

The students of the Brahmaputra Valley resented the decision of the Legislative 

Assembly because it retained a provision for English although for a temporary period and 

demanded immediate implementation of the decision of the Gauhati University regarding the 

medium of instruction issue throughout the State(26). They started agitating by violent riots 

throughout lengthand breadth of the Brahmaputra Valley and the situation came to such a 

pass that, as per press reports, army had to be called in to control the situation in some 

pockets of Nowgong (Nagaon), Mongoldoi, Sibsagar, Kharupetia and Golaghat(27). The 

State Government, however, took all possible measures to deal with the situation. Holiday 

was declared in schools and colleges of the State. Further, a restriction was also imposed on 

the circulation of newspapers from Calcutta (now Kolkata) and Delhi, which, according to 

the government, spread tension through their reports(28). 

In Cachar, the movement started in full swing by July-August, 1972. On 12th August 

1972, protest demonstration by the picketers who were mostly students of various schools 

and colleges took place in front of all the government offices in all the urban and rural areas 

of Cachar(29). Police resorted to ‘lathi charge’ and used tear gas on the peaceful 

demonstrators at the court premises of Karimganj which evoked resentment among the public 

in the entire district(30). As a mark of protest against this incident, a bandh was called at 

Karimganj. While the bandh was being observed on 14th August 1972, a difference of 

opinion between the members of Chhatra Parishad and Democratic Youth Federation of 

India, a mass organisation of CPI (M), surfaced leading to a skirmish between them(31). The 

skirmish took a violent shape and Bijon Chakraborty (Bachchu), a student of Karimganj 

College belonging to the DYFI became the victim of the violent situation. He was brutally 

stabbed there(32). Immediately he was shifted to Silchar Medical College Hospital where he 

succumbed to his injuries on the midnight (12.30 am) of 16th August, 1972.(33) 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Part II 

 

After this violent incident, the CPI (M) resolved to secede from the Cachar Zilla Sangram 

Parishad(34) and undertook a parallel movement in Cachar. It is evident from the 

report published in Anandabazar Patrika dated 02-11-1972 that Congress leaders were 

blamed for the lack of sincerity towards the movement(35). The situation became adverse 

especially in Karimganj subdivision as Bijon Chakraborty was alleged to have been attacked 

by some Congress activists of Karimganj town area. However, it needs be mentioned here 

that although the situation at Silchar and Hailakandi subdivision was to some extent better 

than that of Karimganj as the leaders of both right and left groups were trying to control the 

damages done in Karimganj by maintaining congenial atmosphere among them for the 

greater cause of the movement, yet right from the beginning of the movement, according to 

the aforesaid newspaper report as also the activists of those days, the overall atmosphere was 

full of suspicion. Such dichotomy affected the movement adversely from the beginning to the 

end(36). Therefore, from 1972, the Cachar Zilla Sangram Parishad became less active and the 

movement was continued by the initiative of the students’ organisations of the district. A 

bandh was observed on 3rd November, 1972 in Cachar at the joint call of Zilla Sangram 

Parishad and Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad on the occasion of the visit of Sankar Dayal 

Sarma, the then AICC President, Union Minister M. Medhi and the Chief Minister Sarat 

Chandra Sinha. While demonstrating at the entrance of the Silchar town at Sadarghat ferry 

area before the vehicles of the above mentioned personalities, the people became violent and 

police resorted to lathi charge to control the situation(37).  

On 8th November, 1972, the Prime Minister of India met the leaders of the All Assam 

Students’ Union to discuss the medium of instruction issue of Assam and advised them to call 

off their agitation in the Brahmaputra Valley(38). On 11th November, 1972 Sarat Chandra 

Sinha, the then Chief Minister of Assam made a press statement that the attitude of the State 

Government was in favour of accepting the decision of the Gauhati University on the medium 

of instruction issue dated 12th June 1972(39).  

Expressing great dissatisfaction at the statement of the Chief Minister and demanding a 

judicial enquiry for the violence and rioting in Brahmaputra Valley, a big rally was taken out 

at Silchar by the Cachar Zilla Sangram Parishad and Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad on 16th 

November, 1972(40) where the main participants were, as reported in the press, students of 

schools and colleges of the district(41). Similar rallies were reported to have taken out in 

Hailakandi and Karimganj also(42). On 30th November, 1972, as reported by Ananda Bazar 

Patrika dated 01-12-1972, Mr. F.H. Mahsin, the then Deputy Home Minister, Government of 

India while giving answer in the floor of the Parliament to a question raised by Jyotsna 

Chanda, the MP from Silchar about a judicial enquiry for the violence and rioting in the 

Brahmaputra Valley, stated that the linguistic minorities should assimilate with the main 

stream in the State and as such, they should learn the regional language and adopt culture of 

the main stream of the State(43). 

As a mark of protest against the statement of the then Chief Minister of the State, Sarat 

Chandra Sinha and the Deputy Home Minister, Government of India, F.H. Mahsin, the 

Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad decided to boycott all the educational institutions in Cachar 

from 1st December 1972(44). On 7th December, 1972, the Parishad held a convention and as 

per the resolution taken in the said convention, they started continuous strikes from 15th to 

18th December, 1972 before all the government offices of the district(45). The school-wise 

and areawise collection of the students was done to act as the volunteers in the 

movement(46). The units of the Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad were set up in each 



 

 

locality(47). Similar units were established in rural areas as well. At the same time, wide 

publicity was also being made by the students to involve the mass people in the agitation by 

staging rallies, meetings, street corner lectures, door to door campaign and so on(48). 

Successive bandhs were observed on 19th December(49), 28th December, 1972 and 2nd 

January, 1973(50). During the bandh on 2nd January, 1973 about six hundred students at 

Silchar and six hundred students at Karimganj joined the picketing programmes(51). By that 

time, on 4th January, 1973, five left activists and four student leaders of Chhatra Yuva 

Sangram Parishad were arrested under Maintenance of Internal Security Act (MISA)(52). 

The people of the valley, the students in particular, reacted strongly throughout the valley 

against this action of the government. A public meeting was called at Silchar on 5th January, 

1973 under the president-ship of Dwijendralal Sengupta to protest against such arrests. In the 

meeting the students were particularly urged upon by the senior leaders to strengthen 

the agitation(53). In a separate meeting held at Silchar under the leadership of Lokman Ali 

Laskar and Arun Bhattacharjee of Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad, the arrest was 

condemned and people were urged to carry on the agitation(54). Students organised rallies in 

all the three towns of the district, i.e. Silchar, Hailakandi and Karimganj(55) condemning the 

arrest. On 5th January, 1973 a bandh was observed throughout the valley. It is on record that 

twelve hundred students in the district volunteered to make the bandh a successful one(56). 

On the same date, Cachar Zilla Sangram Parishad had a close-door meeting at the Silchar 

Mahakuma Parishad Hall in which an Action Committee was formed for the purpose of the 

ongoing agitation(57). 

The sessions of the Assam Legislative Assembly was about to begin at that stage. The 

Zilla Sangram Parishad and the Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad instructed the 14 MLAs 

from Cachar to boycott the Assembly session and to seek permission from the High 

Command to resign(58). On the other hand, Congress leaders of Cachar were summoned by 

the Central Government at Delhi to have a discussion on the issue in question in the presence 

of Chief Minister of Assam(59). The Congress leaders accepted the invitation. A delegation 

of twelve Congress members went to Delhi where the discussion took place on 03-01-1973 in 

which K.C. Panth, the Union Home Minister represented the Central Government(60). But 

unfortunately no agreement could be reached even after a prolonged discussion. However, the 

representatives from Cachar agreed on a point to convince the agitators in Cachar to call off 

the movement temporarily to create a calm and cool atmosphere to find out a peaceful 

solution of the problem(61). Accordingly, the Cachar Congress leaders urged the people of 

Cachar to suspend the movement for the time being(62). But the people of Cachar did not 

respond to such appeal of the Congress leaders because both Cachar Zilla Sangram Parishad 

and Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad refused to suspend the agitation till the fulfilment of 

their demand. The movement continued in full swing. A continual picketing and bandh 

paralysed the life of the district. The villages were also touched with equal spirit. People from 

rural as well as sub-urban areas like Akal Bazar, Banchera, Katlichera, Badarpur, 

Ratabari, Patharkandi, Durlavchhera, Anipur, Ramkrishna Nagar, Batarashi, Udharbond, 

Barkhola and other joined the movement with full enthusiasm(63). The Deputy 

Commissioner of Cachar announced 144 Cr. P.C all over the district(64). Army was kept 

ready by the Government to be used in case of necessity(65). Some leading agitators were 

arrested at the beginning of the movement. During the period 8th to 12th January 1973 

around 4,100 activists throughout the district embraced arrest, the majority of whom were 

students(66). According to the newspaper reports, this second phase of the movement was 

practically led by Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad of Cachar(67). All the religious groups 

joined the movement with whole hearted support. However, according to Assam Tribune 

report, a division was created on linguistic basis. A particular linguistic community of 

Cachar, viz., Manipuries (primarily) raised their voice in December 1972 against the cause of 

the movement in Cachar(68) where they stated that they opposed the separation of Cachar 

from Assam. However, such attempt to bring division among the people over the issue could 



 

 

not exert any adverse impact on the movement as a whole because a group of student leaders 

of Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad could convince the Manipuri volunteers through a 

peaceful discussion that the movement was not for the separation of Cachar from Assam, but 

to get the Bengali as one of the medium of instructions in Assam(69). 

Gradually, a solution was in sight to the parties- the agitators and the administrators. The 

Zilla Sangram Parishad and the Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad jointly declared suspension 

of the movement from 5th to 15th February, 1973 to give the government time for peaceful 

solution ofthe problem(70). On the other hand, to create a favourable atmosphere, the State 

Government on its part also ordered on 12-02-1973 the release of all the activists of Cachar 

arrested under MISA(71). However, a round table conference among the Cachar leaders and 

the representatives of the state government dated 22-02-1973 failed and it was made clear 

that the central interference was needed to settle the matter(72). On 16th March 1973, the 

session of Legislative Assembly started. Seven out of fifteen MLAs joined after seven days. 

Mahitosh Purkayastha, the then Supply Minister of the State remained absent and his 

portfolio was snatched away for his absence in the session without the permission from the 

Speaker. The Legislative Assembly amended the earlier resolution and cancelled the proposal 

for a separate university at Cachar and resolved to continue English with Assamese in the 

Gauhati University in the successive years (10)(73). 

A meeting was arranged on 17th April 1973 at Shillong between the leaders of the movement 

in Cachar and representatives of Assam Government in the presence of K.C. Panth, the then 

Union Home Minister to have a discussion for the solution of the problem(74). On 18th April 

1973, the Cachar leaders signed an agreement with K.C. Panth who represented the Central 

Government by which they accepted the decision of the Gauhati University and Dibrugarh 

University to continue English as an alternative for Assamese as the medium of instruction at 

the Under Graduate level(75). But instead of specific ten years, they laid stress on a long term 

period(76) (for the continuation of English). Regarding the secondary standard, the Cachar 

leaders represented by Cachar Zilla Sangram Parishad and Chhatra Yuva Sangram Parishad 

had to remain satisfied with the assurances from the state government that no immediate step 

would be taken to make the regional language (Assamese) compulsory in Assam(77). 

The Panth Agreement could not satisfy the agitators. They raised voice against it at 

a conference(78). But after this conference, no further programmes were undertaken to 

hammer this issue anew. Thus, with the Panth Agreement, the language movement of 1972-

73 in Cachar maybe said to have come to an end(79). 
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