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PREFACE “Eha

The most henious crime of civilisation has been committed in Bangladesh.

The Army rulers of Pakistan have engineered complete decimation of
Bengali Nation. The military machine of Pakistan has been let loose on 75
million unarmed, peaceful and democratic people of Bangladesh.

The world conscience has been a mute spectator of all these tyrannical
onslaughts on human civilisation.

Amidst this ocean of silence, some righteous world leaders specially the
world fraternity of journalists have tried to stand by the norm of human dignity
and civilisation. Their observations and reportings have exposed Yahya’s crime
against humanity beyond any shadow of doubt.
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We have undertaken this publication to bring together the disjointed or
forlorn pieces of truth. This is a small little garden of truths presented to the
{ lovers of freedom and human dignity.

| The pieces have been so arranged as to offer an objective evaluation
of events leading a constitutional movement for autonomy to a struggle for
| independence thrust on the people of Bangladesh by the Military Rulers of
Pakistan. Here we do not say anything of our own, but publish the truth
as they are.

| ; We recommend this to the people of the world.

Jai Bangla |

EXTERNAL PUBLICITY DIVISION
\ MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
GOVERNMENT OF BANGLADESH.
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CONSTITUTIONAL MOVEMENT
FROM AUTONOMY TO INDEPENDENCE

Hundreds of thousands of Bengalis are being slaughtered. Murder, arson, looting
and raping is the order of the day. Why ? Because they voted for autonomy. Sheikh
Mujibur Rahman, their beloved leader is on trial for committing “treason” because he
won an election which has no parallel in democracies and further because he refused to
compromise on the programme of autonomy for which the Bengalis voted for him. The
Awami League is a democratic political party, firmly anchored in democratic and consti-
tutional methods. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is devoted to democracy. He has an un-
flinching faith in democratic and peaceful politics. He sought to realise the demand of
the people through non-violent means.

The NEW YORK TIMES writes on March 28 “the resistance which began after a
surprise attack on the civilian population by the Government forces three nights ago,
sprang from a non-violent drive for provincial autonomy. The East Pakistanis tried to
claim the majority political power they had won in the election last December and the
army moved to prevent this”.

Along the same lines the BALTIMORE SUN writes on April 4, “the West Pakistan
Army has shown every sign of being prepared to send its last soldier to more populous East
Bengal, if necessary, in an all-out effort to shoot to death the results of last December’s
elections.”

Referring to Yahya Khan, THE GUARDIAN in an editorial of April 6, says “What
he has done, and is doing, is to use his army to oppress the East Pakistanis and their
chosen leaders. Nor did negotiations collapse in any ordinary sense. The President did
not want Sheikh Mujib to assume the power that his people had voted him. So the
President reached for his gun”............... “The East Pakistanis are an impoverished
people who. are being punished for having voted in a way that annoyed the President.
By sending in the army he has shown himself to be not only careless of democratic
rights, but a reckless ruler as well. The military intervention in East Pakistan was a deli-
berate act.”

THE GUARDIAN in its editorial of April 14, wrote, “the Bangladesh affair is not
a second Biafra or the fruits of more interminable wrangling between Delhi and Rawal-
pindi. It arose simply when a well-conducted, peaceful election produced a result the
army could not stand. Sheikh Mujib himself has not, in any certain sense, declared
Bengali independence. He was not asking essentially for more than the programme he
legally fought and won the election on.”

Referring to the background of the present situation and the economic exploita-
tion of the East by the vested interests of West Pakistan, the SUNDAY TIMES
writes on April 18,... “the political programme of Sheikh Mujib’s Awami League, over-
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CONSTITUTIONAL MOVEMENT: FROM AUTONOMY TO INDEPENDENCE

whelmingly endorsed by the people of East Pakistan in the recent elections, sought to
correct these disparities by transferring control over economic policy from the Central
Government to the Provinces. The response of Yahya Khan’s Government was to un-
leash a reign of terror whose full dimensions are only gradually becoming known”.

Sudan’s daily EL. SAHAFA also rejected the contention that the struggle in East
Bengal was a separatist movement. It writes, “the situation has now exploded for which
General Yahya should be considered responsible. Mujibur Rahman is the true represen-
tative of the people of East Pakistan............... Mujibur Rahman’s opinion is to be res-
pected since he is the representative of true democracy”.

Senator William Saxbe in his speech in the United States Senate on May 11,
said “I should remind my colleagues that during the negotiations preceding the military
blitz of March 25, the demand of the East Bengalis was not independence, but auto-
nomy or self-rule in domestic matters, such as policy and para-military forces, trade and
commerce, tax and economic investment and the like.”

Senator Frank Church in his statement made in the United States Senate on
May 18, said, quoting THE NEW YORK TIMES referring to Awami League “this
Bengali political party had just won an overwhelming mandate: 167 out of 169 seats
assigned to East Pakistan in the 313-seat National Assembly, on a platform advocating
greater political autonomy for the East.”

Once the election results were out the Pakistan army was reluctant to hand over
power to the Bengalis. George Clark writes in KENSINGTON POST on June 11, 1971,
“Yet Bangladesh in the past five months has faced disasters which are truly titanic simply
because the military government of Pakistan refused to recognise the result of a demo-
cratic election, It is as if Sir Malby Crofton and the Conservatives lost control of the
Borough Council and refused to acknowledge the result of the election and called in the
Guards!”

About the status of Pakistan Government vis-a-vis the legitimacy of Sheikh
Mujibur Rahman the GUARDIAN in its editorial of June 14, 1971, writes, ......... “and
even the Pakistan Government (by) overturning the verdict of the last elections is an
usurper.”

John Pilger, International Correspondent of THE DAILY MIRROR, London, writes
on June 16, 1971, “the Bengalis have not seceded or rebelled. They are the majority in
Pakistan and they took part in the country’s first-ever elections and they overwhelmingly
voted for Sheikh Mujuib’s Awami League, which won 167 of the 169 Bengali seats in
the National Assembly. The Sheikh’s short-lived government was as democratically
founded as Mr. Heath’s government.” Pilger further writes “Bangladesh was declared
only after the generals, in panic invaded Dacca and began their rule of terror. A
Parliamentary movement was put down by troops flown in from a thousand miles away.”

Mr. Ted Leadbitter, Labour M.P, in a letter to Mr, Salman Ali, Pakistan High Com-
missioner in Britain, wrote, “every report, every television account and every version on the
situation in Bangladesh is in conflict with your propaganda”............ “The blood-shed on
your hands is there for everyone to see and no diplomatic nicety will prevent me from
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CONSTITUTIONAL MOVEMENT: FROM AUTONOMY TO INDEPENDENCE

condemning the stupidity of your leaders, the irresponsibility of your propaganda and the
need to support a people who asked for nothing more than democracy.”

Beirut Paper AL SHAAB says “in fact East Pakistan did not incline towards seces-
sion except when it was proved to her that the regime in the country did not depend
on the will of the people but on the will of a domineering group living 1,000 miles
away. Who approves of living within such a country? Pakistan is an artificial construc-
tion and any artificial thing is doomed to vanish.”

TIME Magazine on August 23 writes, “though Mujib is accused of advocating
secession for East Pakistan, the fact is that he did not want a total split-up of Pakistan
and never declared independence until......... after the bloodbath began.”

Lord Fenner Brockway of the House of Lords, England said in a statement “from
a humanitarian view it has been greatest calamity in suffering since the bomb fell on
Hiroshima. From a political view, it has been the most ruthless denial of democracy since
Hitler.”

CONSPIRACY TO SABOTAGE DEMOCRACY

Mr. Zulfiquar Ali Bhutto, Chairman of Pakistan People’s Party, played the most
suspicious role in the political drama of Pakistan. On his request, and disregard-
ing the request of Awami League for an early session of the National Assembly,
General Yahya summoned the Assembly on March 8. It is again Mr. Bhutto who was
the first man to boycott the Assembly. Not only that, he also openly intimidated other
members in West Pakistan from attending the Assembly. He threatened a “bloodbath”
on this issue. In protest of the summoning of the session he called for a general strike
all over West Pakistan, he threatened to launch a hartal from Khyber to Karachi;
whereas Mr. Bhutto was a leader of a minority party in the National Assembly and
secured majority seats only in the Punjab'and Sind. On the one hand, he was
demanding early transfer of power, democracy and a constitutional Government and on
the other hand, he was opposed to the idea of majority rule.

Once the election results were out, both the army and Mr. Bhutto backed
by the feudal lords and big business of West Pakistan were out to sabotage the whole
prospect of democracy. Mr. Henry Bradsher in the Washington EVENING STAR of
April 29, writes “from the time election results were in, Bhutto began trying to deny to
the East the right to get the kind of constitution it wanted. Bhutto, a feudal landlord
and former foreign minister with a brilliant but opportunistic career, had won in the
West on socialistic promises to the poor. His obstructive manoeuvres against Rahman
served the interests of the Western elite, however, rather than the poor.”

THE TIMES, London, on July 20, writes, “Mr. Bhutto’s argument was that the
Awami League could not reasonably expect, even on the basis of its absolute majority
in the assembly (where it won 167 seats), to dictate terms to the whole of Pakistan when
it was represented in only one half. It was a pretty thin argument. But it had just
enough legal and constitutional substance to provide the President with an excuse to post-
pone the meeting of the constituent assembly that was planned for March 8.”
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The military government, although it allowed elections, never intended to hand over
real power to the people. Their calculation was that once elections were held different
parties would share the seats, there would be political chaos in the country and they
would be able to discredit politicians once again to perpetuate their rule. But the elec-
tion results shattered their plan. The promise to transfer power which Yahya Khan made
soon after he came to power, as only a care-taker government, was a promise with a
hidden meaning,.

A West Pakistani leader and President of National Awami Party of Pakistan, Khan
Abdul Wali Khan, in an interview with the Afghan paper NEW WAVE (as reported in
THE STATESMAN, India of August 19) said, “President Yahya Khan had been mis-
led by the army intelligence into the belief that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman’s Awami League
would not fare well in the elections. According to intelligence information, Quyyum’s
Muslim League was expected to win 70 seats, Daulatana 40, Bhutto 25, National Awami
Party 35 and Mujib’s Awami League only 80. It was on the basis of this information that
President Yahya Khan agreed to make the public promise that power would be trans-
ferred to the elected representatives. It was a gamble that failed, but the military junta
was refusing to accept the consequences.”

The GUARDIAN, London on July 6, describes the attitude of Pakistan army,
“there in three sentences is the true Pakistani army attitude. Callous, careless of life,
indiscriminate of slaughter: and, at heart sickeningly supercilious.”

NEWS WEEK Magazine in a cover page story under the heading ‘Bengal: the
murder of a people” on August 2, 1971 writes “suddenly it seemed that Bengal’s time had
come. But as it turned out, Mujib’s platform of economic and diplomatic autonomy for
the East was too great a threat to be endured by Punjabi leaders. Unwilling to play
second fiddle to Mujib, West Pakistan’s popular politician, the left leaning Zulfiquar Ali
Bhutto refused to participate in the new Parliament. And in the end President Yahya
abruptly postponed the opening of the Assemly indefinitely.”

In a cover-story published on August 2, 1971, “TIME Magazine said,” the election
victory meant that Mujib, as the leader of the majority party, would be Prime Minister
of all Pakistan.

It was something that Yahya had simply not anticipated. He and his fellow
generals expected that Mujib would capture no more than 60% of the East Pakistani
seats, and that smaller parties in the East would form a coalition with West Pakistani
parties, leaving the real power in Islamabad. Mujib feared some sort of double-cross:
“If the polls are frustrated”, he declared in a statement that proved horribly prophetic,
“the people of East Pakistan will owe it to the millions who have died in the Cyclone
to make the supreme sacrifice of another million lives, if need be, so that we can live
as a free people”.

A PRE-MEDITATED PLAN: POWER WAS NOT TO BE HANDED OVER

That Yahya's military regime never intended to hand over power to the people’s
representatives is further evident from the fact that it had been planning an attack upon
the people of Bangladesh for a considerable time. While discussions were going on after
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the elections in December, 1970 the Army was preparing through all these months, in meti-

culous detail, a plan of how and when to launch an attack to crush the new democratic
forces of the country.

Sidney Schanberg writes in the NEW YORK TIMES on March 28, “but the bits
and pieces that have come to light make it clear that the power establishment in the
West never intended to let Sheikh Mujib win a single measure of autonomy for East
Pakistan” He writes on the same day, “troops were flowing in daily from West Pakistan
and many Bengalis began to believe that the negotiations were being deliberately pro-

longed to give the Government in West Pakistan time to get heavy reinforcements to the
East.”

John Woodruff writes in THE BALTIMORE SUN on March 30, under the head-
line “Yahya’s planned attack in East Pakistan” .................. “but that condition (the
minor technicality on which Yahya abandoned the talks with Mujib) is not naive, its
disingenuous. It will make the whole purpose of the talks look like a delaying action
while they (the Pakistan Army Generals) flew in more troops from West Pakistan.” He
goes on, “the comment was not the first serious suggestion that the talks were a delaying
action. One well connected traveller arriving in Dacca from Karachi shocked newsmen
a week before the conflagration by reporting that two Generals he regarded as highly
reliable had told him that the Army’s plan was to Iull the Bengali leadership into
believing the talks could succeed, then to crackdown without warning.” He further
goes on to say “the events could be described only as a carefully coordinated premedi-
tated attack on a basically defenceless population in an attempt to crush a movement
whose main tactics had been non-violent non-cooperation......... General Tikka’s predeces-
sor, a man known among Bengalis for his understanding of their movement, left Dacca
and returned to West Pakistan with no public explanation. Bengalis who knew him said,
he resigned when he was ordered to make preparations for a military crackdown, soon
after the initial Assembly postponement was announced on March 1.”

THE GUARDIAN in its editorial of March 81, says “while he (Yahya) negotiated
with Mujib, his Generals planned carnage.”

THE BALTIMORE SUN on April 4 writes, “Clues as to how coolly the West
Pakistanis had calculated their plan to shoot and burn the Bengalis into submission are
provided by the personal actions of some West Pakistani politicians at the Hotel Inter-
continental on the night the holocaust started.”

THE NEW YORK TIMES on April 4 also confirms the same............ “It is clear
now that the West Pakistanis never meant the talks to succeed, that they dragged them
out only to buy the time to get enough troop reinforcements over from West Pakistan
to launch the attack.”

Henry Bradsher reports in the EVENING STAR of April 29, “the cyclone might
not have taken its full toll yet. This revealing remark was made by Mr. Zulfiquar Ali
Bhutto during a March 4 interview. It showed that West Pakistan’s military-bureaucrat
landlord elite was willing to shed blood to keep control of East Pakistan. Three weeks
later, last Thursday, the bloodshed began”........
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LE MONDE of France agrees with this judgment by saying “far from looking for
a compromise, even one which would be favourable to the Central Government against
the Bengal autonomists, Yahya Khan is stepping up repression which has now
reached such a pitch of brutality that one wonders if it was not premeditated.”

Senator William Saxbe in his speech in the United States Senate on May 11, said,
“Behind the smoke-screen of the negotiations, the strength of the largely Punjabi West
Pakistan Army was increased, and its full force was unleashed on unarmed Bengalis
in a manner and' on a scale which Dr. Rohde and many other eye-witnesses had des-
cribed as a veritable bloodbath, mass slaughter and genocide.”

THE TIMES, London on July 20, says “There is not much doubt that by the
middle of March the use of armed force, as a final option was firmly implanted in
the minds of the President and his advisers. A large scale air-lift of troops from the
West Wing—though absolutely denied by the military authorities in Dacca was carried -
out clandestinely throughout the month.”

NEWS WEEK Magazine in a cover page story under the heading ‘Bengal: The
Murder of a People’ writes on August 2, 1971 “weeks before the Yahya-Mujib meeting
actually took place the President and his right-hand man Lt. Gen. Tikka Khan were already
mapping out plans for Mujib’s arrest, the dissolution of Awami League and the slaughter
of Bengali nationalists.”

The Magazine further writes “Tikka Khan apparently pursuaded Yahya to buy
time for the Army to build up its strength in Bengal. Accordingly, Yahya made his
bid for discussions with Mujib. And while the two leaders talked—and Bengalis as well
as the world at large looked for a compromise that might save Pakistan—the army
pulled off a logistics coup. Flying the long over-water route around Southern India
with Boing 707s commandeered from Pakistan International Airways, the army doubled
its troops strength in Bengal to 60,000 men. When Tikka gave the word that all was
ready, Yahya flew out of Dacca. And that very night, the bomber of Baluchistan (Tikka
Khan) unleashed his troops.”

TIME Magazine published on August 2, 1971:

“With the constitutional assembly scheduled to convene in March, Yahya began
a covert troop build-up flying soldiers dressed in civilian clothes to the East at night.
Then he postponed the assembly, explaining that it could not meet until he could deter-
mine precisely how much power and autonomy Mujib wanted for the East. Mujib had
not espoused full independence, but a loosened semblance of national unity under which
cach wing would control its own taxation, trade and foreign aid. To Yahya and the gene-
rals, that was unacceptable. On March 25, Yahya broke off the meetings he had been
holding and flew back to Islamabad. Five hours later, soldiers using howitzers, tanks and
rockets Jaunched troop attacks in half a dozen sections of Dacca.”

TIME Magazine of August 23 writes,“In last December’s elections for a Constitu-
tional Assembly, Sheikh Mujibur Rahman’s Awami League won an overwhelming 167 of
169 seats in the East. That was enough to guarantee Mujib a majority in the 813-seat
National Assembly, and ensured that he would have become Prime Minister of Pakis-
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