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In the aforementioned Lahore conference, the Chief
Minister of Bengal Fazlul Haque, proposed the resolution :
““That the areas in which the Muslims are numerically in majo-
rity. ... should be grouped to constitute ‘Independent States’ in
which the ‘Constituent Units’ shall be autonomous and sove-
reign.. ..

Four months after this resolution was adopted at the
Lahore Conference, the Government of India fully endorsed the
demand of Jinna. On August 8, 1940, the governor issued a
memorandum commenting : “It is obvious that the British Gov-
ernment cannot delegate the responsibility of Indian administra-
tion to such a party whose authority will not be acceptable to a
large group of people of this Indian nation. The Government

of India is not ready to this unwilling group to accept the
authority of such a party.”

In an inevitable result of this announcement, a situation
was created in which no administrative reform was possible
without the approval of Jinna and the Muslim league. In other
words, the control over decisions concerning the future adminis-
trative structure of India rested with Jinna. Congress resolutions
appeared to be of no value. This is the background for the
creation of Pakistan. Later there was slight change in the reso-
lution. Instead of several autonomous, sovereign units only two
sovereign nations were to be created. Jinna’s demand became :
“Pakistan is our deliverance, defense, destiny. Pakistan is our
only demand. And we will have it.”

At the end of the Second World War the Sun of the British
power was setting. Faced with prolonged political agitation, the
British realized that they had to quit India. On March 24, 1946,
a Cabinet Mission from England reached Delhi to finalize the
question of power transfer. On the fifth of May, the Mission
proposed that, a federal Union would be created combining the
British administrated states and the princely states. The Federal
Union government would control the subjects of foreign affairs,
defense, railway, transport and communication, and the postal
department. The balance of services would be under the juris-
diction of the Provincial governments.

Neither the Muslim League nor the Congress appreciated
the proposal of the Cabinet Mission. To press their demand for
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a separate Muslim nation, the Muslim league declared the 16th
of August 1946 as the day of “direct action.” As a result, Cal-
cutta and Noakhali districts of Bengal experienced tremendous.
massacre and bloodshed. Later, violence erupted in Punjab and
in other parts of India. On March 24, 1947, Lord Mountatten
took over the charge of Governor from Lord Wavel. He ulti~
mately finalized the partition of the Indian sub-continent. British
rule was terminated on the 15th of August 1947.

Here the role of the National leaders in this tragic drama
of partition should be mentioned. During the deliberations in
1946, Gandhiji and the Congress Party under Nehru opposed
the proposal of partition. On March 31, 1947, Mahatma Gandhi
declared, “Congress cannot partition India except over my dead
body. As long as I am alive I will never agree to it.”* On the
14th of June (just after 75 days), during the session of all-India
Congress Committee, the worshipper of truth, Gandhiji, supported
the proposal for the partition of India. In politics this is known
as pseudo-sentimental strategy.

In 1947, two prominent leaders of Bengal, Sarat Chandra
Bose and Surawardy, proposed the formation of an undivided,
independent Bengal. Neither the Muslim league nor the Cong-
ress supported this idea. The Hindus of Bengal had little trust
for Surawardy for his doubtful role as Chief Minister during the
massacre on August 16th, 1946. Though a movement had sur-
faced for creating a unified Bengal, it did not gain “sufficient
momentum. ‘

The people believed that after the partition, peace and har-
mony would be restored. But history proved otherwise. The
Punjab and Bengal were drenched in blood. The difference was
that in Punjab both the Hindu and Muslim population were ex--
changed amidst the flow of blood on both sides. In West Bengal
the Hindu refugees who fled from East Bengal remained the sole
victim. Nehru remained completely against any reciprocal trans-
fer of West Bengal’s Muslim population to East Bengal. Over
and above this, he instructed the Chief Minister of Bengal, B.C.
Roy, to close the door to East Bengal to any refugees attempting
to return to West Bengal. In this regard, the “two letters™
which he wrote will remain as an example of extreme cruelty.

The famous historian Dr. Ramesh Chandra Majumdar com-
mented, “Millions of Bengalis had to sacrifice life and property
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at the altar of national ideals of Mahatma Gandhi and emotion-
alism of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. If the Bengalis again regain.
their consciousness of human dignity, they will demand an
explanation for this.”™®

Analysing this shameful episode of India’s history, the
Congress leaders of Bengal had failed to exert themselves in the
decision of partition and remained passive onlookers.

In 1949, Dr. Rajendra Prasad, the President of the Indian
Republic, called for a Linguistic Convention. In that convention,
it was decided to reorganize the states of Maharastra, Karnatak,
Kerala, Andhra, Gujrat and Madhya Pradesh. In that conven-
tion, nobody cared to mention the justified demands of West
Bengal. All the previous assurances were conveniently forgotten.
West Bengal was by then burdened with five million refugees.
from East Bengal. The Congress leaders of Delhi steadfastly
refused to pay any attention to the legitimate claims of West
Bengal for the return of districts severed from her earlier by the
British. This was a case of deliberate neglect in order to con-
vert the Bengali population into a minority in those districts.
separated from Bengal.

In the year 1947, the two princely states of Orissa, Kharsuna
and Seraikella were included in Bihar. Because these two states
were Bengali speaking areas, the people living there resented
this decision. The Congress Chief Minister of Bihar, ruthlessly
suppressed this agitation with Bihar’s armed forces. In 1948,
some disillusioned Congress members of Manbhum District
formed a party known as Lok Sevak Samgha. They started a.
movement for the inclusion of Manbhum District in West Bengal.
Their movement became so popular that in the election of 1952
they won both seats of Parliament and all the ten seats of the
States Assembly. After this success in the election, one thousand’
volunteers marched to Calcutta to submit their memorandum to
the chief Minister of West Bengal. 97% of the population of
Manbhum District were Bengali speaking. Still they had to
carry on a long struggle to justify their demand. In the face of
this prolonged movement, Delhi appointed a boundary commission:
in 1955, with Hriday Nath Kunjru, Panikkar and Justice Fajal Ali.
In Dhalbum District which is also a purely Bengali speaking
district, a similar movement was started under the banner of
Dhalbhum Mukti Samiti. After much deliberation, Purulia Sub-
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division of Manbhum District was included in West Bengal, but
Dhanbad Subdivision was retained with Bihar. The demand
for Dhalbhum was rejected, obviously after behind the scenes
negotiating between the Congress politicos; a rumor in this
regard still prevails that the Prime Minister himself intervened at
the instance of Chief Minister of Bihar. In 1956, another select
committee was formed made up of Prime Minister Nehru him-
self, Dr. Bidhan Roy, the Chief Minister of West Bengal,
Shri Krishna Sinha, the Chief Minister of Bihar, Hriday Nath
Kunjru and Panikhar as its members. This all powerful select
committee rejected a demand of Singhbhum district to be re-
united with West Bengal. Nehru forced Bidhan Roy to with-
drew the claim of West Bengal on this account even though 96%
of the population of this district are purely Bengali. The main
reason for such continuing injustice was that the districts of
Singhbhum and Dhanbad are rich in minerals. Delhi was not
.at all interested in giving any economic relief to West Bengal.
The constitution, morality, justice and even their past commit-
ments were openly flouted by the Congress leaders of Delhi.

Bengal was the greatest obstruction to the British imperial-
ism. They took all measures to weaken Bengal. The Congress
leaders of independent India continued to follow the same policy
to exploit West Bengal. To implement the policy of linguistic
province, the separate state of Andhra Pradesh was formed.
The greater Bombay State was divided into two, Gujrat and
Maharastra. In 1962, with the 13th Amendment of the Constitu-
tion, Pandicherry, and Goa-Daman-Diu were declared as two
separate Centrally controlled states. In 1966, Punjab was divided
into two states—Punjabi Suva and Haryana, on the basis of
language. Similarly, the constitution was amended to create
greater Madhya Pradesh, combining Bhupal, Madhyabharat and
Vindhya Pradesh. In later years many new states were formed,
like Karnatak, Tamil Nadu, Arunachal, Mijoram, Manipur,
Meghalaya, etc. The linguistic integrity of Bengal was completely
neglected towards this entife process. Instead, we see that on
the eastern border, Goalpara and Cachar Districts were separated
from West Bengal and included in Assam. Once a political
movement flared up to form a separate state named Purvachal
combining Tripura, Cachar and Goalpara. This movement was
mercilessly crushed.
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What has been the fate of those Bengali-speaking districts
which were left out of West Bengal? The Government of Bihar
‘has imposed the Hindi language on them. In' schools, colleges,
in government services, everywhere, the only medium is Hindi.
In the British period, at least the court’s language was Bengali.
But now, the Bengali language is completely neglected. Imposi-
tion of another language is in the typical imperialistic style and
is used to introduce psycho-economic exploitation. All the colo-
‘nial powers adopted this same technique in all the African and
Asian countries. The Hindi imperialism of independent India
followed the legacy of British imperialism. Along with the
imposition of language there were constant effort by the ruling
.class to destroy the culture and to create a psychology of defeat-
ism. The Bengalis are living there under constant threat and
.injustice.

There is an interesting passage in the constitution of India
‘which states : “The federation of India must be a willing Union
of its various parts. In order to give the maximum of freedom
to the constituent units there may be a minimum list of common
and essential federal subjects which will apply to all units, and
a further optional list of common subjects which may be accepted
by such units as desire to do so.”

Consider the following passage: “The right of any well
sconstitutent areas to secede from the Indian federation or union
as often been put forward, and the argument of the
USSR advance to support it.... Before any such right of
secession is exercised, there must be a properly constituted,
functioning free India. It may be possible then, when external
influences have been removed and real problems face the coun-
try. To consider such questions objectively and in a spirit of
relative detachment, far removed from the emotionalism of today
which can only lead unfortunate consequences which we may
all have to regret later. Thus it may be desirable to fix a
period, say ten years later after the establishment of the free
Indian state, at the end of which the right to secede may be
exercised, through proper constitutional process, and in accord-
ance with the clearly expressed will of the inhabitants of the area
concerned.””

The above passage is not from the manifesto of any seces-
sionist party, but from the pen of the first Prime Minister of
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India, Jawaharlal Nehru, in his book, the Discovery of India.
Nehru did not forget to mention in that book that “The Congress
in effect agreed to it.”

In the election manifestos of 1945 and 1951, Congress pledged:
“Cooperative Commonwealth” as the party’s goal. In the elec-
tions of 1957 and 1962, the Congress slogan was Socialistic:
Pattern of Society.” In 1967, it was changed to “Socialism and
Democracy”, and in 1971 it was Garibi Hatao (remove poverty).
They never cared, however, to define these expressions. Practically
speaking there was no obligation to implement these resolutions.
In his book, Asian Drama, Gunnar Myrdal wrote, “With the
support and sometimes the inspiration of Nehru, the radical in-.
tellectuals in the Congress worked steadily to get their ever more
advanced resolutions accepted. The industrial and commercial
classes acquiesced in the radical commitments secured from the.
Congress by these intellectuals in part because they believe—
quite rightly as events prove—that there was a vast separation:
between the resolutions and their implementation.”

The Constitution of India was drafted by the propertied
class with the advise of the British civil servants. These agents
of the British Empire, and the representatives of the privilege
class had no obligation towards the ideals the Congress had
preached for two decades or to their resolutions. They only be-
lieve in a strong Centre—strong in the sense of holding the eco-
nomic and political power and the power to implement the right
of the Centre with impunity.

The cultural diversity of India is much greater than that of
Europe. It was because of this diversity that throughout their:
struggle for freedom, the Congress accepted the idea of provincial
autonomy and preached the same as late as 1946. After acquir-
ing power, they conveniently forgot their promises, as if the en-
tire political movement had been based on wrong principles.
The constitution of India has been framed in such a way that,
politically, the power of states is negligible. As a result, they-
have also been stripped of independent control of their economics,
although they have retained all the burden for providing welfare:
services. All the major resources of revenues have been appro-
priated by the Centre.

With the conditions prevailing, is it possible for West
Bengal to survive economically and to recover the lost Bengali--
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speaking districts ? Today, any movement demanding these
rights is immediately and loudly branded as parochial, both by
" the Congress and the communist parties. On September 19, 1942,
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of India adopted
a resolution which was further confirmed by them in May 1943.

“Every section of the Indian people which has a continuous
territory as its homeland, common historical tradition, common
language, culture, psychological make-up and common economic:
life would be recognized as a distinct nationality with the right
to exist as an autonomous state within the free Indian Union or
federation and will have the right to secede from it if it may so
desire.”

The ruling Communist Party can no longer make such a
demand because their strength is dependent on the non-Bengali
labour class, and financially they have mortgaged their political
interests to the capitalist oligarchy of West India. The
Communist Party can never lead Bengal to the path of revolution.
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CHAPTER IV

REFUGEE PROBLEM

_The number of refugees from West Pakistan settling in West
India, was 4.74 million, and from East Bengal, settling in West
Bengal, up to 1956, 4.117 million refugees were registered. In
1970, the number settling in West Bengal increased to 5.214
million. Besides these, there were several East Bengalis who
migrated without caring to register themselves. In addition,
there were also many millions who were working in West Bengal
who did not register themselves as refugees. So the burden of
refugees that was placed on West Bengal as a result of partition
is almost beyond imagination. Today, due to the discriminatory
policy of the Government of India, the West Pakistan refugees
are well established, but the refugees from East Bengal are still
wondering if they belong to this country.

The failure of the Government of India to solve the refugee
problem of Bengal has caused great disruption of the economy
of West Bengal. But the Central Government has not only
blatantly ‘neglected the refugee problem, but has also carried on

systematic propaganda to make the rest of India against the East
Bengal refugees.

The Rehabilitation Ministry succeeded in convincing almost
the entire country that the East Bengal refugees were to be
blamed for their suffering. The propaganda was spread through-
out India that if the East Bengal refugees had agreed to move to
other states they would have found that all the arrangements for
their rehabilitation were ready there. Today the refugees from
West Pakistan receive all the credit and the Bengalis are criticized
for their uncooperative attitude.

Let us examine the actual history. In 1954, Mehr Chand
Khanna, a refugee from the Northwest Frontier province, took
over the charge of the Rehabilitation Ministry. Until (1955),
nobody in Delhi cared to think that the East Bengal refugees,
like the West Pakistan refugees, needed rehabilitation. Since
then all kinds of lies have been fabricated against the Bengali
refugees. Parliament’s Estimate Committee suddenly woke up
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from their sleep and realized that the East Bengal refugees could
not continue to live on handouts. In 1959-60, Estimate Com-
mittee, in its 96th Report (page 8) said, “It was only in 1955 and
thereafter that the government of India really settled down to
tackle this problem of displaced persons from East Pakistan
on a rational basis.”* How rational was the attitude of the
Union Rehabilitation Ministry ? The West Bengal government
demanded some areas in Bihar for the settlement of the refugees.
The Bihar government refused. The States Reorganization Com-
mission (SRC) recommended, and Centre agreed to the transfer
of the narrow strip of land in Purnea district of Bihar to West
Bengal in order to form a direct link between the northern and
southern districts of West Bengal those communication "had
been disrupted due to partition. At the same time the SRC
forwarded its recommendation that this strip not be uased for
settlement : “We have to take note of the fact that the eastern
portion of the Kishanganj Subdivision (in Purnea District) is pre-
dominantly inhabited by Muslims, who would view with concern
the transfer of this area to West Bengal on the ground that their
linguistic and cultural rights might suffer and the possiblé
resettlement of displaced persons from East- Bengal might dlS-
locate their lives.... The density of population in this ‘area is
such that there is little scope for any resettlement of displaced:
persons. The West Bengal Government would, therefore, do
well to make announcement to the effect that no such resettlew
ment would be undertaken.”

The SRC never showed any care for people of those Bengali
speaking districts, which remained separated from West Bengat
and where a systematic effort was carried on to destroy their
Bengali culture. Neither did the SRC take into account that
the border states Tripura and Assam were already densely:
populated, and that these had, in most places, a Muslim majo-
rity. The SRC wanted to tell West Bengal that it should tackle
its own refugee problem and no other states should be called on-
to share its burden. '

The next example is that of Andaman. Until 1951, the
government of India refused to take any more refugees than the’
200 families sent earlier. In 1951, a few hundred more families’
were sent successfully to Andaman. Being attrackted by the
reports of thier success, many refugee had shown an eagerness
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to go to the island. But the Government of India stopped the
process of rehabilitation on that island without any explanation.

Next comes the myth around the Dandakaranya Project
for East Bengal refugees. This project fall in the States of
Orissa, Madhya Pradesh, Andhra and Maharastra. The Gov-
ernment of India set up a Development Authority (DDA) for
the region. The Rehabilitation Ministry will remain solely
responsible for the failure of Dandakaranya projects. The
Rehabilitation Minister, M.C. Khanna, with all earnestness,
frustrated the programme of the rehabilitation of the East Bengal
refugees. Though money was allocated for the purpose, no
project report was prepared by the Ministry. The Estimate
Committee (1964-65) in its 72nd report points out “Phase I
Project Report on rehabilitation, 35,000 families, was supposed
to have been prepared. An amount of Rs. 177 million was
allocated for this purpose, to be sent by March 31, 196]. On
one fine morning, the Rehabilitation Ministry reduced the target
from 35,000 families to 12,000 and then to 7,000 families.”® This
is the stage when the slander against the East Bengal refugees
started. ... that they were unwilling to move out of West Bengal.
No state showed any eagerness to accommodated them. Naturally
they flocked around in West Bengal, Tripura and Assam, where
they originally crossed over after having been uprooted from
East Bengal. These states were already overpopulated. There
was little scope for these refugees to be accommodated in agricul-
ture. It would have been possible to absorb them in industry if
the Government of India had not adopted the policy of industri-
ally crippling West Bengal and other eastern states. Delhi wants
West Bengal to be the supplier of raw materials for other, pri-
vileged states. The Rehabilitation Ministry published a book
in 1967. “The story of Rehabilitation,” where it mentioned :
“The displaced persons in the West revealed praiseworthy mobi-
lity—they were ready to spread themselves out over the whole
country as it were. Not so the refugees from FEast Pakistan.
They were reluctant to move beyond West Bengal, Assam and
Tripura, where they largely concentrated.”* Rehabilitation
Minister Khanna spearheaded this slandering campaign to hide
the Ministry’s discrimination against the Bengali refugees.

The story of compensation is another example of great
betrayal of the Bengali refugees by Mr. Khanna. In Punjab



