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Abstract: 

Manbhum Linguistic Movement got the national attraction and ultimately the State Boundary 

Commission agreed to bifurcate the district Manbhum as it has neglected linguistic domain, ethnic concentration 

and psychological attachment of Bengali community very close to the provincial border due to colonial politics 

of space especially Partition of Bengal in 1905.   Therefore, redefining the boundary between West Bengal and 

Bihar was done in 1956 attaching a part of Manbhum district named Puruliya with West Bengal while remaining 

portion in Bihar. The frontier zone of Jharkhand bordering Puruliya district of West Bengal is marked by a 

sizable concentration of Bengali communities who were not included in West Bengal even after redefining of 

State boundary in1956 and they are facing the problems of identity, more specifically diasporic identity with 

the statehood of Bihar (now Jharkhand) community identity as Bengali.  
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1. Introduction 

Demarcation of boundary within two states or nations or provinces ignoring physical as well as cultural 

landscape makes the border space more complex (Van Schendel, 2004; Passi, 2009). According to Sanchez 

Ayala (2012) the difference between the concept of border and boundary is really very narrow as they are very 

close terms that relies on the scale. Perceptually, the boundary can be understood as the dividing line, while the 

border is the immediate region contiguous to the boundary. Taking the phenomenological perspective the 

boundary could be also defined as the bona fide boundary as it refers to the physical boundary while the border 

is the fiat boundary because it is exerted through human activities. However, if location within a territory 

determines belonging or membership of a different ethnic a group to get the cultural perspective, identity or 
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any fragment of the territory, it is necessary to have clarity about its boundaries and its relation to other parts 

of the territory as well as if one is inside or outside of it (Smith & Varzi, 2000; Garnica-Monroy, 2023). 

  In a multiethnic and multilingual country like India, dividing territory ignoring community based 

cultural space especially linguistic space has created critical or complex border space that is quite visible along 

the border of Bihar – Jharkhand and West Bengal (Laquian, 1996; Shome, 2012). Demarcation of the boundary 

between West Bengal and Bihar after Independence of India (1947) and even according to the State 

Reorganisation Commission (1953) was not unquestionable as it has neglected the linguistic domain, ethnic 

concentration of different communities, especially Bengali community with the different statehood and 

language (owen, 2003; Majumdar, 2023). Culture in this context is steadily shaped and reshaped, constructed 

and deconstructed in redesigning the liminal spaces due to Govt. policy and practice which goes against the 

desire of the Bengali community reflecting identity problem, community adjustment, encounter, neglecting the 

linearity of the political border (Beech,2011; Wittekind, 2016; Elias, 2023) and appear as a buffer region along 

the border, the objective of this study.   

2. Conceptual Aspect 

Partition of British India into India and Pakistan has created different line of debate and problems like 

identity, territoriality, migration, refugee etc. A number of disputes have aroused with the demarcation of 

Radcliff line as well as Mc Mohan Line that have created critical border relation between India and Pakistan 

(also Bangladesh) and also India and China (Sali, 1998; Krishan, 2014; Phanjoubam, 2015; Mishra, 2016). 

Apart from this popular dispute of national boundary, the provincial boundary in a sequel to the linguistic 

division of states has certainly created ambiguity as it has ignored different community identity and their culture 

(Sali, 1998; Chatterji, 1999; Bhonsale, 2018). Such scenarios are common parlance in Indian context along the 

boundary of two provinces with different linguistic domain. However, the picture is more critical along the 

western border of West Bengal, where a chunk of Bengali speaking people is thrown out of mainstream Bengali 

culture due to colonial and postcolonial politics space and related problems of adjustment and identity.      

Redefining the boundary between West Bengal and Bihar was done in 1956 attaching a part of the then 

Manbhum district named Puruliya with West Bengal while remaining the other portion in Bihar and a part of 

Purnia District of Bihar with North Dinajpur of West Bengal with the consideration that it has neglected 

linguistic domain, ethnic concentration and psychological attachment of Bengali community very close to west 

Bengal border (Ghosh,2017; Roy,2017) . Thus frontier zone of Jharkhand bordering Puruliya district of West 

Bengal is marked by a sizable concentration of Bengali communities who were not included in West Bengal 

even after the Manbhum Linguistic movement which has enforced them to treat political border as a 

meaningless line in cultural context .They are facing the problems of identity, more specifically diasporic 

identity with the state hood of Bihar (now Jharkhand) but community identity as Bengali(Prasad,1970 ; Rana 

1994 ; Husain,2017).  

With this Politico-historical legacy of state boundary demarcation domicile Bengali of Jharkhand close 

to Puruliya district of West Bengal Border are in the liminal space more specifically a kind of diaspora (Sharma, 
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1976). Administrative gravity drags them towards Jharkhand (the then Bihar) though they are mentally inclined 

towards West Bengal in terms mother tongue, kith-kin relation, market facility etc., but for livelihood and 

occupation they are more dependent on Jamshedpur of Jharkhand. Before the formation of Jharkhand, there was 

a scope of schooling through Bengali medium for the Bengali people with the direct co-operation from the then 

Bihar Government through the supply of Bengali version books (Jha, 2011). However, those days are gone with 

the formation of Jharkhand after 2000.Thus the new generation are forced to adopt Hindi language in academic 

space. 

 

3. Study Area 

This Study incorporate nine villages from Boram C.D. block of Purbi Singhbhum District namely 

Telidih, Mukrudih, Pokharia, Panyada, Kadamjora, Chamidih, Laujora, Bhula and Beldih.On the other hand 

four villages from Barabazar C.D. block of Puruliya district i.e. Pattoria, Nowadih, Berada and Narayanpur are 

taken into consideration to discuss the comparative Socio-political mosaic of the Border Space (Fig-1).  
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Fig. 1: Location Map of the Study Area 

4. Objective of Study 

         Such an enquiry has a critical trajectory of history and politics in shaping and reshaping the state boundary 

between Bihar and West Bengal over time. In understanding the buffer space this study attempts to curve out 

the following objectives: 

        i) Colonial and Post-Independent Politics of space, 

        ii) Disposition of the area and people of the then Manbhum district and  

        iii)The problems of identity.  

5. Historical Backdrop 

It is inarguably true that with the state or nation community identity is more prevalent than the 

subnational or national identity. India being a multiethnic, multilingual and multireligious nation shows 

diversity of community identity due to linguistic, racial and cultural differences which was considered as the 

basis for the demarcation of provincial boundary after independence (1947) and more often after 1956 with the 

linguistic basis of division of state by the State Reorganization Commission formed in 1953(Dash,1955; 

Schauer,1986). But this demarcation has not solved all the problems due to historical legacy of migration, 

feudal/monarchial invasion, counter invasion and also colonial and post-colonial politics of space (Misra, 2013).  

Continued with this legacy of pre-colonial history of invasion, migration and subjugation, British ruler 

has reshaped it for their motive of exploitation and smooth administration. Therefore, they took a decision of 

Partition of Bengal in 1905. The real problem of this study area was initiated in 1912 with the emergence of 

Bihar and Orissa province in which Bengali dominated Manbhum district was attached with the new province. 

During Independence, division of British India into India and Pakistan, especially East Pakistan, created such a 

highly debatable demarcation of international boundary due to very short period of allotted time (5weeks) to 
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Radcliff and being dissatisfied he refused to take any award or remuneration for his work. However, the 

linguistic identity was not challenged at that time (Datta, 2000; Ali, 2009; Chattha,2016).  

Division of India into states (provinces) just after independence created some turmoil due to relocation 

of different linguistic community in other states which was not desired. However, it should be cleared here that 

in some portion multiple linguistic communities were sharing the same space due to historical reason where it 

is really difficult to make a stringent demarcation. Another problem must be mentioned here that, just after 

independence there were 565 independent kingdoms which were mainly the princely states. Gradually most of 

those independent states (Princely states of colonial regime) joined with the independent India with in the three 

to five years after independence (Khanam, 2016). 

 Therefore, reorganization of states was an inheritable consideration after Independence. But 

demarcation of provincial boundary was really critical due to complex mixing of community or occurrence of 

different cultural community within the same province. Such a reality has occurred along the then West Bengal-

Bihar border for which agitation, movement and violence took place and ultimately readjustment was done in 

1956 leaving a huge number of Bengali people and other ethnic communities (who were more familiar with 

Bengali language) in the then Bihar. 

Such linguistic and ethnic identities have been ignored during the reorganization of states in 1956 and 

West Bengal can be cited as most important in this context. The inclusion part of the then Manbhum district in 

West Bengal leaving other parts in Bihar disappointed the Bengali dominated villages in Bihar along the Western 

boundary of West Bengal (Bhattacharya, 2023). Those Bengali dominated villages adjacent to western border 

of West Bengal are facing the problem of identity. Those people have cultural identity of West Bengal while 

statehood of Bihar from 1912 to 2000 and Jharkhand from 2000 AD. The Tribals on the other hand very close 

to the border area are having hybrid linguistic identity and they are nothing but the inferior others with a 

statehood of Bihar from 1912-2000 and Jharkhand from 2000 AD.  

6. Politics of Space and Fragmentation of Manbhum District 

Partition of Bengal during colonial Bengal (1905) is a different kind of episode for the people of 

Manbhum district which cannot be explained without the colonial history. The district Manbhum was formed 

under British rule in 1833 with the headquarters in Manbazar consisting of two subdivision vize. Puruliya and 

Gobindapur (the then Gobindapur subdivision was located around Dhanbad City) after the failure attempt in 

1805 to form a Jungle Mahals district taking fifteen parganas of Birbhum, five parganas of Medinipur and three 

parganas of Bardhaman with headquarter at Bankura (Roy, 1996).  

The district Was inhabited by Tribals (Santhal, Bhumij, Munda, Sabar, Mahali), Kurmi, Mahato etc., 

whose dialects were different but more or less analogous to Jharkhandi Bengali in the eastern portion and 

Chotonagpuri Hindi (Khotta) in the western portion depicting a bilingual identity of territorial people. However, 

the turmoil of Manbhum came out in 1912 with the agreement of revoking the partition of Bengal and the 
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unification of East and West Bengal separating the western part from Bengal as the new province named   Bihar 

and Orissa (Devi,1992; Roy, 1996). 

The Manbhum district was detached from Bengal and was attached with undivided Bihar and Odissa in 

1912. Thus, a larger portion of Bengali speaking people with different ethnic groups and dialects lost their native 

cultural identity as Bengali. By this disintegration, hundreds of Bengali dominated villages and numerous tribal 

villages along the western border of Bengal got the provincial identity of undivided Bihar. Most of the people 

of Manbhum district did not accept it and organize movement from 1912 popularly known as Manbhum 

Linguistic Movement contemporary to the famous Bengali Linguistic Movement of East Pakistan (1947-51).  

However, due to Independent Movement; such regional linguistic movement did not get importance 

(McPherson, 1931; Broomfield, 1968). 

After Independence (1947), the movement was organized more strongly though counter movement was 

also strong organized by Bihar Govt. Ultimately Gobindapur subdivision was kept in Bihar in 1956 as Dhanbad 

district and Puruliya Sub division of Manbhum district was relocated in West Bengal named as Puruliya district.  

7. Manbhum Linguistic Movement: From Independence to State Reorganization (1956) 

In 1948, Dar Commission was formed with three leaders namely Jawaharlal Nehru, Sardar Vallabhbhai 

Patel and Pattabhi Sitaramayya. Bihari leaders were actively participated for spreading Hindi language in 

Manbhum. A private bill passed in Bihar Assembly on 5th March, 1948 to promote Hindi as Official language. 

On 8th March, 1948 the then School Inspector of Manbhum ordered that all Government sponsored school’s 

medium of education will be Hindi and every Sign. Board of School will be in Devanagari rather than Bengali. 

Due to this type of Hindi invasion, Bengali leader of Congress protested against it. Atul Chandra Ghosh, 

Secretary of Congress Party organized a meeting in Puruliya in terms of incorporation of Manbhum into Bengal 

but only forty-three numbers of votes got in favour of this proposal and fifty-five votes against it. That’s why 

Thirty-nine members including offended Secretary, Atul Chandra Ghosh and editor Annadaprasad Chakraborty 

resigned from congress and they formed ‘Lok Sevak Sangha’. Further this Loke Sevak Sangha had a prominent 

role to include the part of Manbhum i.e. present Puruliya portion into Bengal (Husain, 2017; Roy,1996). 

Due to resignation of prominent leader from District Congress Committee, Bihari leaders got facilities 

to spread Hindi in the Manbhum region. Binod Bihari Jha was the Government representative for spreading the 

Hindi Language in Manbhum, Singhbhum, Santhal Pargana and Bhagalpur Region. Rangalal Chowdhury was 

mainly worked for Hindi spreading in Manbhum under Binod Bihari Jha. The Bihari people who were 

responsible for spreading Hindi in this above-mentioned region, tortured the member of Loke Sevak Sangha. 

They forced the tribal people of this region to identify themselves as Hindi speaker and also forced them to talk 

that they want to be the part of Bihar and those people surprisingly spoke this in Bengali Language (Rana, 

1994). 

The people of Manbhum protested against it and Tusu Movement formed in Manbhum region. Bengali 

and tribal people of Manbhum created public opinion by singing Tusu and Jhumur. ‘Sun Bihari Bhai, ‘Tora 
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rakhtya larbi dang dekhai’ was the most popular song in that time. Some Hindi newspaper emerged suddenly 

for the publicity of Hindi language. At the counter attack Bengali people also published new Bengali newspaper 

for creating public opinion. Linguistic conflict was emerged among Bihari and Bengali people (Roy,1996).  

8. Bifurcation of Manbhum: Episode after 1956  

After Independence, State Reorganization Commission formed that’s why spreading of Hindi Language 

by the Bihari people increased at a larger scale. They tortured the Bengali people in various aspects. Bihari 

leader and Bihari Govt. claimed Manbhum as Hindi Speaking district on the basis of Kurmali language which 

is popular in this region. But the SRC committee visited this area and they saw the claim of Bihar Govt. and the 

Bihari leaders has no such merit in this regard. The member of SRC visualized that except some township of 

Dhanbad, all the region’s people were Bengali speaking. More specifically all the community belongs from this 

region are Bengali speakers. Lok Sevak Sangha submitted their linguistic survey report to the SRC. At the 

counter attack Bihar Govt.and the Hindi speaking congress member hide various documents which was in 

favour of Bengali people (Bhattacharya, 2023; Roy, 1996). 

On 30th September, 1955 SRC’s report stated that West Bengal’s claim on Dhanbad is baseless as it was 

Hindi dominated where 65 percent people speak Hindi. This mineral rich Dhanbad became a very important 

part of Bihar. On the Other hand, as Puruliya subdivision relatively suitable for agriculture, will be the part of 

West Bengal as recommended by SRC.This report of Commission created turbulence in Whole Manbhum 

district including Dhanbad. Bengali people again claimed Dhanbad portion to give back to West Bengal. As a 

protest Bengali people of Manbhum stop cooking for a whole day. Due to these circumstances the then Chief 

Minister of Bihar and West Bengal Dr. Sri krishna Singh and Dr. Bidhan Chandra Roy respectively took another 

wrong decision and they jointly announced through Radio that a new state will be formulated with the 

combination of Bihar and West Bengal. Ultimately people’s agitation gained a larger importance in West 

Bengal. The people of Bengal make slogan against Congress in different region. As a result, historical Banga 

Satyagraha Abhijan started under the leadership of Arun Chandra Ghosh (Roy,1996). 

According to the recommendation of State Reorganization Commission, a part of Manbhum district 

transfer to the West Bengal in 1956 which formed the present Puruliya district. Although before the formation 

of Puruliya, some portions from this part more specifically three police station namely Patamda, ichagarh and 

Chandil added to the Singhbhum district of Bihar. Patamda incorporated to the Dhalbhum Subdivision where 

as Ichagarh and Chandil added to the Soraikela Subdivision of Singhbhum District (Chaudhury,1958). The rest 

of the Manbhum which was under the then Gobindapur Subdivision and the Chas revenue thana of Puruliya 

subdivision was decided to keep in Bihar due to the majority of Hindi speaking population. Manbhum ultimately 

bifurcated into three and only one part (The lion share) was attached with West Bengal in 1956.Thus the 

movement got the partial success. Due to this disposition people of the earlier district experienced the problems 

of identity due to such critical politics of space. 
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9. The problems of Identity  

 The Bengali speaking people of Jharkhand close to the state border of Puruliya (the mainstream Bengali 

, and Jharkhandi (Manbhum) Bengali speaking people – Tribals , Kurmi, kuri, Sabar ,Mahali , Mahato) did not 

face the obstruction for social communication as huge same ethnic  villages are there but native Bengali students 

are now facing hindrances to study in Hindi language which was not present before 2000 as Bihar Govt. would 

allow the students in the school level to pursue Bengali and provide books in Bengali script; even in the college 

level of Ghatsila, Dumka, Maithan college, student could opt for Bengali medium. The real problem emerged 

after the formation of Jharkhand.  

With the formation of new state Jharkhand from Bihar, the Govt. had the notion for basic development 

like infrastructure, industry and agriculture rather than the minor perspective. Therefore, the Govt. stopped to 

print the books for Bengali medium. As a result, the new generation is forced to adapt Hindi language through 

their education. The people just outside the boundary (within a distance of 10-15 km) has a notion to restore 

their Bengali culture through matrimonial relation with the people of West Bengal, because they have the same 

sentiment to be included within West Bengal during Manbhum movement. 

The Bengali speaking people are in dilemma. Thus, the both the Tribals and Bengali speaking people 

are facing the rhizomorphous identity because by popular cultural practices they are either tribal or Bengali 

however, in educational space they are forced to adopt Hindi. Being detached from Bengal the people of 

Puruliya made their connection with Jamshedpur for urban facilities the job opportunity, they prefer to go to 

Jamshedpur, as in Jamshedpur they can manage a skilled or unskilled job. In such a rhizomorphous identity 

people are forced to adapt Hindi language in speaking, reading, writing and understanding.  

This rhizomorphous identity was formed due to various reasons. Being mostly familiar with Bengali 

language, the women are not well versed in Hindi as they were confined within the household. Similarly, age 

and education are also the factors in shaping the adaptability with the Hindi language. Highly educated people 

or those with high school education have a higher prosperity to be adapted with Hindi by dint of course and 

curriculum. Age is also a factor for such perceptive. As the Manbhum was detached from West Bengal in 1912 

and attached with undivided Bihar and Orissa that’s why the aged people of present have spent more time under 

the statehood of Bihar with Hindi as state language.    

10. Conclusion 

By such political jugglery both the Bengali and the Tribals in the border areas of Puruliya, Dhanbad and 

Purbi Singhbhum are facing the rhizomorphous identity and adapted with linguistic hybridity. People of 

Puruliya especially close to border are practically far away from mainstream Bengali culture. Jamshedpur is 

closer to them than Kolkata. To mitigate the prioritized urban services, they more rely on Jamshedpur than 

Kolkata but they perform all sorts of rituals as much as main stream Bengali people. It is more intensified for 

the Bengali people of Dhanban and Purbi Singhbhum, though the Tribals of this area are not. Bengali and tribal 
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of Puruliya and Bengali of Dhanbad and East Singhbhum are living in a liminal space due to this colonial and 

post-independent politics of space.  
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