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Abstract:- The liberation war of Bangladesh in 1971 was 

the outcome of the ‘ethnic-lingual nationalism’ in lieu of 

‘religious nationalism’ especially ‘Muslim nationalism’, 

which provided the base for united Pakistan. On one 

hand, the role of the Arab world in the historic struggle 

of Bangladesh is the scar in terms of making a 

relationship with them. As the second-largest populated 

Muslim country, whenever Bangladesh has tried to make 

a good relation with the Arabs, this lesion has peeped in 

the mind of the Bangalees. On the other hand, the 

influence of the Arab world in the internal and foreign 

policy of Bangladesh is notably visible. Now, the 

relations with the Arab countries are going through a 

complexity due to mixing some policies and ideologies 

like secularism, socialism, the policy of look-Middle East 

and the policy of state religionism. So, the evaluation of 

the role of Arab countries in the liberation war of 

Bangladesh deserves an in-depth study in every respect. 

Many countries, including superpowers, involved in the 

East Pakistan crisis because it was, indeed, a part of the 

Cold War (1945-1991). But, the role of the Arabs was 

more heinous to the Bangalees than that of the Nixon 

administration's open collusion. It is also true that things 

were not really all black for Bangladesh. This article 

makes an attempt to identify the functions, involvements 

and attitudes of the Arab world in the historic struggle 

of Bangladesh, and then to elucidate the root causes of 

their stance. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

The formation of Pakistan in 1947 was an artificial 

construction and any artificial thing is doomed to vanish. It 

is an embodiment of evidence that the element of religion 

cannot be a base for the foundation of a state. But, religion 

was the only binding force between the two wings of 

Pakistan. The people of East Bengal and West Pakistan were 

meticulously different. On 4 July 1947, the word ‘states’ of 
Lahore Resolution1 had been changed into ‘state’ in the 

Delhi Convention (1946) with the excuse of  a printing 

mistake. It was one of the greatest frauds on the people to 

suggest that religious affinity can unite areas which are 

geographically, economically, linguistically and culturally 

different.2 The Muslims are the majority in North West and 

North East of India. Both portions had on corporal 

concretion. So, the state, Pakistan, was the result of the 

mental stagnation of Muhammad Ali Jinnah (1947-48) and 

other Muslim Leaguers. It is natural that the things which 

have a problem in birth will not shine in anyway. 

Consequently, an independent Bangladesh was inevitable. 
After starting the liberation war of Bangladesh in 1971, the 

myth that Islam was a stronger binding force than cultural 

heritage refuted…3. In this war, the superpowers and their 

allies united and started functions in favor of their interest. 

Arab countries were not exceptional. As Pakistan was the 

then largest Muslim country regarding population, they had 

special eyes over this issue. With some exceptions, they 

helped Pakistan’s blood-thirsty junta materially and morally 

considering the Bangalees as the enemies of the Umma. 

Even, some Arab countries, in going one step forward, 

defined the killing, raping and looting in East Pakistan by 

the brutish Pakistan army as the Jihad fi Sabi Lillah or the 
holy war. They were finding it difficult even to express 

some sympathy for the disgraced humanity in Bangladesh, 

let alone condemning the beastly crimes of the killer junta.4 

They failed to realize that the freedom movement of 

Bangladesh was the struggle of the ‘have-nots’ against the 

‘haves’. So, the explanation of Arab countries’ role in the 

liberation war of Bangladesh is much more important than 

that of others because Pakistan government, military and 

their auxiliary forces did everything in the name of God and 

Islam as well. Pakistan used a bullet of the gun and the 

phrase of the religion against the Bangalees simultaneously.  
 

A scholarly article has been written on ‘The role of 

Saudi Arabia in the liberation war of Bangladesh’ by 

Professor Dr. Abu Muhammad Delwar Hossain and 

Professor Dr. A.K.M. Golam Rabbani. The former wrote a 

book named ‘Bangladesher Muktijuddho o Muslim Biswa’. 

Both of the mentioned works were dealt with either a 

specific country or the whole Muslim world. Another book 

named ‘Bangladesh o Muslim Biswa’ by Professor Dr. Syed 

Anwar Husain was written but this book’s time-frame is 

after liberation (1972-82). So, this study will deal with the 

role of the only Arab region (Arab League’s 22 countries) in 
the historic struggle of Bangladesh in 1971 with two 

portions, where 1st portion will contain country-wise 

discussions and the 2nd section will run in the causes of 

their attitudes. 
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II. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

 
The qualitative method based on secondary sources 

has been used, as to the methodology. The data have been 

collected from different books, journals, newspapers, 

research institutions and websites. Moreover, the available 

speeches of the related persons in YouTube have been used 

for the analysis of the study. The great limitations of this 

study were the dependencies on Middle Eastern Arabic 

newspapers and journals. To overcome these limitations, the 

scholarly research papers have been compared and 

contrasted. Nay, the scanning and analysis of data and 

information through historical description have been 

adopted.  
 

 Saudi Arabia 

Saudi Arabian government has been the first to come 

to Pakistan’s aid. It was followed by other medieval 

monarchies of the desert land. In October 1971, the United 

States of America (USA) ministered 75 war aircrafts 

through Saudi Arabia.5 But, According to Iqthyer Uddin Md 

Zahed, 78 jet airlines were sent.6 As the Congress of the 

United States banned sending weapons to Pakistan, the 

Nixon administration took the secret tunnel. On 17 January 

1972, Jack Anderson, an American columnist, opened the 
hidden cat of the secret channel of Nixon administration. 

Besides these weapons, Saudi Arabia helped Pakistan 

economically. Within April, it paid 10 million dollar cash to 

Pakistan.7 But, Pakistan government rejected this claim. On 

26 May, Dr. Robert Dorfman, the Harvard economist, says, 

“West Pakistan cannot continue without such kind of aid 

from outside which can be diverted towards military efforts 

in Bangladesh.”8 However, it was always ready to assist 

Pakistan lavishly without any conditions. 

 

From the beginning pace of the crisis, Saudi Arabia 

supported Pakistan and its activities one-sidedly without 
understanding the reality of the problem. Nay, it blamed 

Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman (1920-1975) and his 

party for the secession of the largest Muslim county, 

Pakistan. Bangabandhu never sought secession except when 

it was proved to him that the control in the country did not 

depend on the will of the people but on the will of a bullish 

group living one thousand miles away. But, Muhammad 

Saleh Uddin, executive editor of Al Madina, says, “Mujib 

behaved like a gambling thoughtless person, who is thirsty 

for power, even though this may be at the expense of his 

nation and people.”9 Nay, on 28 April, the Deputy Foreign 
Minister of Saudi Arabia declared its support for Pakistan’s 

efforts to preserve its territorial integrity and sovereignty.10 

The mentioned statement is very important because it was 

the first official statement of Saudi government. Moreover, 

it was an indirect threat to India because India had to depend 

on Saudi Arabia for economic reasons especially getting oil. 

In addition, they define the liberation war of Bangladesh as 

the civil war of Pakistan or the internal crisis of Pakistan. 

With this definition, they wanted to keep out India involving 

in the crisis. Over and above, it was one type of indemnity 

for Pakistan.  
 

All the Saudi Newspapers were against Bangladesh 

and its liberation war. Especially, Al Medina and Al Belad, 
the two Arabian daily, behaved like the enemy of 

Bangladesh. Even, the said newspapers published that the 

genocide of 1971 was legal and necessary to control the 

traitors like Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. It goes to say that they 

sought to give the legitimacy of Pakistan’s brutal killings. 

On 24 September, Saudi Radio reported that a Pakistan 

delegation was currently in Jeddah contacting with Pakistani 

officials about the Saudi offer of Aid. Because, the 

government of Pakistan was approximately bankrupt. In 

November, an especial Dowa was arranged for the unity of 

Pakistan after the prayer of Eid-ul-Fitr at Masjidul Haramine 

Sharifine.11 It seems that Saudi Arabia wanted to convert the 
war into the Crusade or the war of religion. In December, 

During the debate in the General Assembly, Saudi Arabia 

took a pro-Pakistani stand. In fact, they gave the certificate 

to the Pakistan army for raping, looting and killing the 

general people of East Pakistan. It was a bolt from the blue 

for the devoted Muslims of East Pakistan. 

 

 Egypt 

The role and the reaction of Egypt in the liberation war 

of Bangladesh can be divided into 3 phases. These are as 

follows: 
1. March to April: Egypt was active on the issue of 

Pakistan from the beginning. In the initial step, its 

activities reflected the policy of Pakistan. On 30 March, 

the Radio Cairo emphasized on the unity of Pakistan. 

The Arab Socialist Union Party was in power then. The 

government did not want to engage deeply with the crisis 

of any foreign nations. The condition of Egypt was like a 

cat loves fish but is loath to wet her feet. ‘Le Journal 

d’egypte’, an Egyptian daily, published an article on 14 

April, where the events of Pakistan from 25th March 

were legitimated and General Agha Muhammad Yahiya 

Khan (1969-71) was highly praised for his iron fist 
against East Pakistanis.12After all, it can be said that 

Egypt’s attitude towards the crisis was, in front, pro-

Pakistan.  

2. May to July: In this phase, the position of Egypt was, 

somewhat, neutral. With the unity of Pakistan, the root 

causes of the problem and the liabilities of the ruling 

class in it were also uttered. On 28 May, 1971, Nikolai 

Podgorny, chairman of the Presidium of the Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR), visited Egypt and 

signed an agreement for 15 years. Moreover, on 24 May, 

the Prime Minister of India sent a personal message to 
the President. Mr. Sadat (1970-81), to persuade Yahya. 

In a situation like this, it was natural to take a neutral 

position about Pakistan crisis for Egypt.. After That, 

Fakharuddin Ali, the minister of agriculture of India, 

visited Egypt and Syria. This visit was a milestone for 

changing the perception of Egypt towards India and East 

Pakistan. An article was published by Showki Mostafa in 

Al-Ahram, an Egyptian daily, on 7 June. In the article, he 

mentioned about the discriminatory acts of Pakistan 

government on the East Pakistanis, the refugee of 40 

lakh people in the west Bengal and the death of 2 lakh 
general people.13 Apart from these, he criticised the 
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failure of the superpowers and the United Nations (UN). 

And Heikal, the editor of the Al-Ahram, wrote an article 
named ‘towards a new Arab strategy’ and raised a 

question that how can we accept to remain silent about 

what happened in East Pakistan where some one-quarter 

of a million people were slain in the most tragic carnage 

of contemporary history?14 However, in this stage, Egypt 

was suspicious that Indian subcontinent might turn into a 

new centre of world conflict. 

3. August to December: After signing the Indo-Soviet 

treaty of friendship and co-operation on 9 August, the 

attitude of Egypt towards Bangladesh changed radically. 

Besides, on 10-13 October, Anowar Sadat visited the 

USSR. In response, Julfikar Ali Butto, the leader of 
Pakistan people’s party, went to Egypt for 3 days and 

tried to convince Egypt for its direct involvement in the 

war. Butto failed in his attempt. But, Mahmud Riyad, 

foreign minister of Egypt, delivered his speech in the 

UNO on 8 October. In his speech, he wants the solution 

of the crisis within the structure of United Pakistan. In 

the aggregate, it can be said that Egypt’s role in the 

freedom movement of Bangladesh was different and 

diplomatic prudential.15 

 

The facts of Monarchist Arab countries are different. 
But, why have the bearers of Arab Socialism like Egypt, 

Syria and Lebanon gone against the people of Bangladesh? 

The reason is that something has gone radically wrong with 

the Arab Socialism since the demise of Nasser. The fascist 

Muslim Brotherhood, an Egyptian counterpart of Pakistan’s 

Jamat-e-Islami, influenced Sadat government severely. 

 

 Jordan 

After the Arab-Israel war of 1967, Pakistan was 

involved to conduct the training of the military of Arab 

countries such as Jordan, Saudi Arabia and Egypt etc. Other 

Arab countries had no warm relation with Jordan due to the 
various going events. But, it supported Pakistan like other 

Arab countries unconditionally. On 21 May, 1971, Pakistan 

declared so-called general indemnity to the refugees of East 

Pakistan in Calcutta and urged to come back to their 

motherland.16 Not necessary to mention that it was just a 

show up. Jordan welcomed the decision and persuaded all 

the Arab countries to send their logistics to rehabilitate the 

refugees. It itself sent 10 ton esculent.17 It is suspicious that 

Jordan sent weapon in the guise of esculent. Jordan's King 

Hussein requested permission to send eight US F-104s to 

Pakistan, Nixon authorized sending ten and promised 
Hussein that they would be replaced.18 On the other hand, 

Syed Kamal-al- Shafi, high commissioner of Jordan in 

Pakistan, visited unofficially East Pakistan for five days at 

the end of July. He says, “A strong and unified Pakistan is a 

source of strength not only to his country but to the whole 

Arab world, which is now fighting against Israel- their 

common enemy against the usurpation of their holy land.”19 

He supported military interference in the East Pakistan by 

the Pakistan government and claimed that the problem was 

still alive due to the foreign propaganda. It is so easy to 

understand that he raise his finger up toward India.  
 

On 6 May, in a message to President Yahiya Khan, 

King Hussein of Jordan assured him of his firm and 
unstinted support to Pakistan, and stated that the people of 

Jordan would always remain behind their brethren in 

Pakistan in their struggle for their national unity and 

solidarity.20 Notwithstanding, on 25 November, King 

Hussein repeated his promise to assist Pakistan concretely. 

Pakistan was not, indeed, inactive with these speeches. 

President Yahiya Khan, in a cable to King Hussein, thanked 

Jordan for its support in the current crisis in Pakistan on 17 

May. Hitherwards, during the debate in the General 

Assembly, only 58 delegations including Jordan made 

statements. Jordan stated that it was not the time to go into 

the root causes of the problem and asked the UNO to defend 
the territorial integrity of Pakistan.21 Furthermore, Jordan 

sought the accomplishment of anxiety within the form of 

Pakistan. A united and strong Pakistan was much more 

helpful for the national interest of Jordan to defend Israel. 

That is why, Jordan was more enthusiastic against the 

cessation of Pakistan than that of other Arab countries. But, 

it supported Bangladesh in one point. In the opening session 

of the 59th Inter-Parliamentary Union (IPU) on 3 

September, Jordan’s delegate Mr. Rimawi supported the 

Indian delegation on the refugee crisis because it had 

experience of Palestinian refugee problem. 

 

 Iraq 

Iran and Iraq were the two arch-rivals of each other. 

On one hand, Iran had good relations with Pakistan. 

Consequently, Iraq had not. On the other hand, Iraq had 

close ties with the USSR, a superpower who supported East 

Pakistan to get independence earnestly. As a result, Iraq 

was, naturally, sympathetic towards East Pakistan. Besides, 

Ahmed Hasan al-Bakr (1968-79) was the president of Iraq 

who was from the Arab Socialist Ba’ath Party22. Though it 

had a soft corner to East Pakistan, on 28 April, Iraqi 

president, in a cable to Yahiya Khan, sent a speech and said 
that Iraq understood the steps taken by Pakistan military for 

the unity of Pakistan.23 Nay, he has wished Pakistan 

continued progress and prosperity. Beyond this, according to 

the Iraqi daily Baghdad Observer, “Pakistan deserves all the 

goodwill of the Arab people and their warmest 

manifestation of friendship especially at this moment of 

stress.”24 But, Iraq did not deliver a statement for the 

solidarity of Pakistan and did not mention its assistance for 

maintaining the sovereignty of Pakistan. In the aggregate, 

Iraq was not pushing in the events of Pakistan.  

 
 Libya 

Pakistan always had friendly relations with Libya. 

Libya was very rambunctious in the Pakistan issue. It was 

the glowing supporter of Pakistan. Libyan government 

thought that they were not supporting their brethren in 

Pakistan just because they are their brethren, but because 

they are supporting a right and just cause. Libyan 

newspapers propagated against Bangladesh cause. The daily 

Al-Huriyat, a Libyan daily, published an article on 7 April. 

 

We give our Arab Muslims support to those who are striving 
to keep Pakistan unified. We supported Mujib in his just 
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demand but when he claimed separation and sought to 

destroy the unity of the country, we have no option but to 
stand against the secessionist in any action necessary to 

preserve the unity of Pakistan.25 

 

With this, they criticised freedom fighters and blamed 

them as the secessionist. Though the people of Bangladesh 

and their leaders had never wanted the secession of East 

Pakistan, they had always tried to establish their democratic 

and national rights through democratic struggles and 

through the election held in 1970. Nonetheless, the Libyan 

President had summoned the Indian ambassador to Libya 

and communicate to him Libya’s stand on the current Indo-

Pakistan situation. President al Qadhafi (1969-2011), 
through the Indian Ambassador, asked the Indian 

Government to adopt a policy of non-interference.26 The 

story did not end here. President Qadhafi sent a message to 

Yahya Khan through Mr. Abdul Rauf Khan, Pakistan 

Ambassador to Libya, where he stated that Libya supported 

Pakistan’s unity and territorial integrity. Qadhafi sent 

another letter to Indian Prime Minister, Indira Gandhi, 

accusing her of invasion against Pakistan in 1971 endeared 

him to all Pakistanis.27 Besides, American administration 

used Libya also as a channel to send weapons to Pakistan. 

Libya supplied F-5 jet aircraft. Malcolm Brown, the 
correspondent of NewYork Times, uncovers this 

information on 29 March, 1972.28 Nay, on 18 August, 

Government of Libya had offered about 1,000,000 US 

dollars for relief and rehabilitation in East Pakistan.29 And 

finally, in December, Libya supported Pakistan in the UNO 

and voted in favour. 

 

 Syria 

Syrian reaction was, a bit, like Egypt because the two 

formed a confederation named ‘UAR’, on the one hand. 

Syria was not go-go in the issue of East Pakistan because 

Jordan, Pakistan’s one of the best benefactors, was the 
enemy of Syria, on the other hand. Nevertheless, it 

commented over the issue from the beginning cautiously. 

But, there was a strong difference between the attitude of 

official and unofficial sectors. On April 22, 1971, Abdullah 

Khani, Syrian Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs, while 

talking to the Pakistan Ambassador to Syria, Humayun 

Khan Panni, expressed Syria’s concern for the unity and 

stability of Pakistan and opposed foreign intervention in its 

internal affairs.30 But, In June, Fokhor-Uddin Ali-Ahmad, 

the minister of agriculture of India, visited Damascus and 

discussed the Bangladesh crisis. After that, the official 
attitude of the Syrian government changed radically. On 

March 27, Al-Taura, a Syrian daily, published an article and 

stated that as Pakistan military government started an 

expedition in the East Pakistan, it is proved that they did not 

want the economic, social and political crisis of the country 

should be solved through political institutions. On October 

22, Al-Sawa, another Syrian daily, criticised Pakistan’s 

policy to Bangladesh. And it described the problem as a 

political crisis. But, on October 7, the Foreign Minister and 

the Deputy Foreign Minister of Syria demanded the unity of 

Pakistan at any cost while delivering a speech in the General 
Assembly of the UNO.31 In December, Pakistan issue was 

discussed in the UNO. But, Syria did not engage in this 

debate. On December 15, Syria presented a draft resolution 
in the Security Council where it urged the Government of 

Pakistan to promptly release all political prisoners so that 

the elected representatives of East Pakistan can form a 

government. In fine, it can be said that Syria sought to 

preserve the unity of Pakistan, to maintain peace and 

security in the East Pakistan and to secure the return of the 

refugees to their homes. 

 

 Morocco 

Morocco was an ultra-conservative supporter of 

Pakistan. It applied the theory of conspiracy by claiming 

against Hinduism, Imperialism and Colonialism. On 28 
April King Hasan of Morocco sent a message to President 

Yahya Khan. According to the report, “Morocco has 

affirmed its support for the unity and territorial integrity of 

Pakistan.”32 King Hasan was the first head of state to send 

an official message to President Yahya Khan declaring its 

solidarity with Pakistan. On 17 September, 1971, Non-

Aligned Movement (NAM) presented a joint statement in 

the UNO, Moroccan delegator propounded to remove the 

words ‘political solution’ from the statement. At last, On 27 

November, King Hasan of Morocco had asked all Muslim 

states to increase their efforts ‘in the name of Islamic 
solidarity’ to bring a peaceful solution of the crisis. All the 

official and unofficial bodies of Morocco were against 

Bangladesh cause. 

 

On April 18, the Moroccan Istiqlal Party, at its special 

session, considered the East Pakistan situation and passed a 

resolution pleading for the unity of Pakistan which was 

being disrupted under an imperialist plan. It appealed to the 

Muslim countries to help Pakistan maintain its unity during 

the present crisis.33 

 

L’ Opinion of Rabat condemned India for “Obviously 
aiding and abetting the rebellion in East Pakistan.”34 In the 

eyes of Moroccan leaders, the ongoing crisis in East 

Pakistan was a scheme to divide Pakistan which was purely 

an imperialist plan devised by colonialist and imperialist 

countries. To sum up, Morocco affirmed its support over 

and over again for safeguarding the unity of the people of 

Pakistan and the geographical integrity of the country.  

 

 The Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) 

East Pakistanis always had a soft corner for the 

Palestine because it was also in the liberation struggle 
against Israel. Still, Bangladesh has no relation with Israel. 

It is continuously showing sympathy to the Palestinian. In 

1971, Bangladesh thought that at least the PLO would 

support Bangladesh. But, they were very tactical to show the 

reaction. Though various non-government organizations 

supported Pakistan by circulating statement and criticised 

India for poking nose in the issue of East Pakistan, the 

interesting point is that Yasser Arafat (1929-2004), the PLO 

leader, was completely silent over this issue. The PLO was 

pro-Pakistan because majority Arab countries were against 

East Pakistan and Israel supported East Pakistan 
unofficially. On 18 April, the Mufti-i-Azam of Palestine, 
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Aminul Husseini, strongly condemned India’s open 

interference in Pakistan’s internal affairs. But, between 16 
September 1970 and 17 July 1971, an important event 

happened named ‘Black September’35 which was a great 

factor to move 360 degree angle of P.L.O.’s attitude towards 

Pakistan. It is necessary to re-mention that Pakistan was the 

military trainer of the Arab countries including Jordan after 

the Arab-Israel war of 1967. That is why; Yasser Arafat 

blamed both Jordan and Pakistan. But, Pakistan described it 

as ‘Baseless’. Though Pakistan rejected Arafat’s claim, his 

attitude was unchanged. At last, Yasser Arafat has expressed 

his wholehearted solidarity with the people of Bangladesh. 

He says, “The Palestinian commando organizations like Al 

Fattah and EPLP who are now locked in a grim battle in 
Jordan against Hussain’s troops that also include Pakistani 

soldiers have expressed their solidarity with the freedom 

fighters of Bangladesh.”36 

 

 Sudan 

Sudan played a peculiar role in the East Pakistan crisis. 

It took balanced relation with India and Pakistan. 

Furthermore, it was approximately silent and, a bit, soft 

corner for East Pakistan. However, there were certain causes 

behind this. Firstly, at least 8% of the people of Sudan was 

Communist at that time. Secondly, it was beset with a coup 
and countercoup37. Thirdly, Sudan had a bitter relation with 

Libya, a neighbor of Sudan. But, Libya was the stance 

supporter of Pakistan. So, according to the policy of 

‘enemy’s friend is my enemy, Sudan supported Bangladesh. 

On April 5, Al-Sahafa, a Sudanis daily, published an 

editorial and expressed that today’s crisis is the result of 

age-long discrimination over the East Pakistanis.38 But, on 

October 3, Nimeiry, the Prime Minister of Sudan, issued a 

press release and stated that every nation has the right to 

take any actions maintaining territorial integrity from 

foreign invasion. Notwithstanding, on December 5, the 

Foreign Ministry of Sudan had issued a statement where 
Sudan made a warm and brotherly appeal to India and 

Pakistan for a cease-fire and it was also said that it was 

always ready to do its best for halting armed conflicts.39 In 

December 1971, the proposal of the ceasefire arose in the 

UNO and like other Arab countries Sudan supported the 

proposal. After all, due to the suspicion of having an internal 

crisis, the Sudanis government tried to keep themselves 

away from international issues. 

 

 North Yemen 

Yemen played a neutral role in the Pakistan crisis. It 
was itself in a civil war situation then. However, on April 

12, the President of Yemen Arab Republic, Qadi Abdul 

Rehman Iryani, had expressed grief over the happenings in 

East Pakistan and had stated that no country had any right to 

interfere in the internal affairs of any independent, sovereign 

State, according to international justice. He appealed to the 

people of Pakistan to strive for creating an atmosphere of 

Islamic brotherhood and bringing normalcy in the country. 

Nay, he asked the two belligerent groups to unite through 

Islamic brotherhood. Besides, he requested the leaders of the 

two wings of Pakistan to solve the problem through mutual 
discussion and understanding.40 About this statement Dr. 

Abu Muhammad Delwar Hossain says, “The statement of 

Yemeni President was much more constructive than that of 
others.”41 On 30 August, the charge the affairs of Yemen in 

India visited the refugee camps in Calcutta. He says that 

Bangladesh crisis, the biggest humanitarian Exigency, is a 

political crisis. So, it should be solved politically. People do 

not flight from his/her home without utmost catastrophe. 

That means, there must be any mystery behind this.42 It was 

the first visit of any Arab high ranked officials. That means, 

Yemen was not blind to the East Pakistan crisis.  

 

 Algeria 

The role of Algeria in the liberation war of Bangladesh 

was confined within statement in favour of Pakistan. 
General Yahya Khan sent a letter to the President of Algeria 

through ambassador of Pakistan in Algeria, Shafqat. In 

response, Houari Boumediene (1965-76), chairman of the 

Revolutionary Council of Algeria, sent a letter, where he 

expressed his support for the national unity and territorial 

integrity of Pakistan and warned outsiders that any attempts 

“aimed at aggravating the crisis would widen its dimensions 

and generate conflict that can only favour intervention of 

imperialism in an already stricken region.”43 Pakistan, he 

stated, was competent to settle its affairs without external 

interference. He showed sympathy to Pakistan and described 
the soldiers of Punjabi military as ‘the heroes’. Without this 

statement, Algeria was approximately silent over the issue. 

But, Seedi bin Abdul Rahman, Algerian envoy in Pakistan, 

assured that the Algerian people and their government 

would always be with Pakistan because it was “not only a 

duty but a support to our own struggle against imperialism 

and colonialism.”44 On 9 October, Soviet Prime Minister 

Mr. Alexei Kosygin, and Algerian President Houari 

Boumediene endowed a joint Communique at the 

conclusion of talks where they appealed to India and 

Pakistan to find a peaceful settlement of the question of 

displaced persons with the spirit of the Tashkent 
Declaration45. In September-October, 1971, a debate was 

held in the General Assembly where Algeria said that the 

crisis should be settled between India and Pakistan with or 

without the assistance of the UNO.46 In the liberation war of 

Algeria, India was a stance supporter. But, it showed the 

opposite side of the coin to India. The attitude of 

Newspapers’ editors, various pressure groups, and civil 

societies of Algeria were the same as the government’s 

opinion.  

 

 Kuwait 
Kuwait’s reaction was a mixture of positive and 

negative. It was also busy with an internal crisis. Kuwaiti 

newspapers like Akhbar and Al-Kuwaid did not publish 

Pakistan news necessarily. The Kuwait government was also 

apathetic on this issue except delivering speeches for the 

unity of Pakistan. On 18 July 1971, some representatives of 

Kuwait arrived in Karachi on an eight-day visit to Pakistan 

with Tengku Abdur Rahman, the Secretary-General of the 

Islami Secretariat, to see in what way the Arab countries 

could help Pakistan to alleviate the suffering of the disrupted 

people. But, on 30 July, Tengku Abdur Rahman stated that 
India had refused to accept the Kuwaiti delegation which 
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planned to tour “refugee” centres in West Bengal.47 On 6 

April, Akhbar-al-Kuwait published an editorial. It  stated 
that Bangabandhu wanted to make East Bengal autonomous. 

His demand was logical, lawful and constructive. But, 

Yahya did not agree to transfer power to the elected 

representative of Pakistan. But, on November 18 and 19, the 

problem of the East Pakistan refugees was debated in the 

3rd committee where Kuwaiti delegate, Mr. K. Al Babtin 

claimed that the crisis of the refugees is completely India’s 

Creation. A formula must be found to give those refugees 

hope, he added.48  

 

 Lebanon 

Lebanon supported Bangladesh cause silently. 
Democratic Youth Union, a Lebanese organization, 

expressed a statement where they supported Bangladesh 

cause and criticized West Pakistanis gravely. Lebanon 

followed Egypt’s policy over this issue. Mohammad 

Nakkash, one of the most respected Arab world writers, 

wrote an article on June 9 in Al Shaab, a Beirut daily, where 

he raised a question that had the late Muhammad Ali Jinnah 

come to life and seen what is happening in Pakistan today 

and in what way his great dream coming true, would he be 

proud and happy or regret what he had done? Nay, he 

blamed Pakistani leaders for ongoing catastrophe. President 
Yahya arranged and supervised the election of 1970 and 

declared that the elections were free, fair, honest and 

democratic, resulted in the victory of Bangabandhu and his 

party. Yahya organized the elections not to transfer power 

but to consolidate his position on the basis of a ‘wrong spy 

report’49. The result of the elections was totally a bolt from 

the blue for Yahya Khan. So, he started to kill the time by 

the name of compromise and conversation and within this 

time he sought to find out a way to dismiss the solid demand 

of Bangabandhu. On December 7, 1971, the General 

Assembly adopted a resolution where Lebanon spoke of a 

political settlement in East Pakistan, territorial integrity of 
Pakistan and the non-interference in the internal affairs of a 

country.50 Mr. Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, India’s minister for 

agriculture, visited Beirut in December 1971 and hoped to 

support India to free from eight million refugees. The 

Lebanese newspapers were not silent. They published pro-

East Pakistani news. According to the Al- Anbaa, a 

Lebanese daily, 

 

The tragedy of the Bengali people is really appalling. The 

cruelty experienced by them was beyond imagination. The 

crimes committed against women, children and intellectuals 
remind us of those committed by the Zionist in Palestine. We 

raise our voice in demanding the halting of these massacres, 

fixing of rights to these people and the return of the refugees 

to their homeland.51 

 

 Mauritania 

On 29 September, Mauritania had assured its support 

to the principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of 

Pakistan. On 7 December, in a debate session in the General 

Assembly, the delegate of Mauritania emphasized the 

principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of 

Pakistan and the territorial integrity and the unity of 

Pakistan.  

 

 Somalia 

Somalia did not play a vital role in the Bangladesh 

issue. It attended the speech in the UNO on 5 December. 

Somalia along with 7 countries took a draft resolution 

(S/10423) in the Security Council where they identified and 

suggested 5 points to solve the problem including an 

immediate cease-fire and returning refugees from India. On 

December 6, it presented another draft resolution (S/10429) 

like the previous one in the Security Council.  

 

 Tunisia 
On 3 September, in the 59th (IPU) opening session, 

Tunisian delegate named M. Ahmed Chtourou attended a 

debate about Bangladesh’s ongoing crisis. He opposed the 

discussion over this topic because, he thought, it is one type 

of interference in the internal affairs of Pakistan. But he 

mentioned that he had great sympathy for the refugees. On 

December 5, Tunisia along with 5 countries suggested a 

draft resolution (S/10425) in the Security Council where 

they called upon the concerned Governments for an 

immediate cease-fire. On November 18 and 19, the problem 

of the East Pakistan refugees was debated in the 3rd 
committee where Tunisian ambassador R. Driss said that the 

solution could not be found by words. Nay, he urged the 

three co-sponsors of the draft resolution to withdraw it so 

that all together can draft a recommendation in the 

humanitarian spirit and cooperation that all seek.52  

 

Djibouti, Bahrain, Comoros, Oman, Qatar and the 

United Arab Emirates (UAR) were minor states. Their 

opinions approximately had no value in world politics then. 

Even, they could not decide their foreign policy freely and 

independently. That is why they did not try to poke their 

nose on the Pakistan crisis. However, with some exceptions, 
these countries, to sum up, were just ‘silent spectators’ of 

the crisis. 

 

III.  THE CAUSES OF THE NEGATIVE ROLE 

OF THE ARAB WORLD 

 
It is still a fact of mystery that why and for what 

interest the Arab nations approved of such a horrible 

massacre of a people where an overwhelming majority of 
the East Pakistanis are devout Muslims. An attempt has 

been made here to clear the reasons why the Arabs 

supported Pakistan soberly. 

 

Firstly, due to the national interest of the Arab 

countries they supported Pakistan. The Arab world thought 

that if Bangladesh, somehow, got independence with the 

help of the USSR. The next target of the USSR would be the 

Middle East and the region of the Indian Ocean area. 

Actually, the USSR needed a stepping stone to spread its 

sphere of influence in the Middle East. Besides, the Arabs 
had an age-long malevolence with the USSR.53 Communism 

was also a threat to Islam and the Arabs. In fact, it was a 

part of the Domino Effect54. The USA and the Arab nations 
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thought that Indo-China along with Asian countries like 

Bangladesh came under the influence of Communism. So, 
they wanted to stave socialism in Bangladesh. A picture of 

Domino theory of Dwight D. Eisenhower (1953-61), the US 

president, may be depicted to show the effect. 

 

 
Fig 1:- A cartoon depicting the ‘falling dominoes’ of Asia 

[Source: https://alphahistory.com/coldwar/domino-theory/] 

 
To sum up, the USSR betrayed with Muslim countries 

countless times. It was the disguised friend of the Muslims. 

To them, the liberation war of Bangladesh was a conspiracy 

of the Communist and Zionist block against the Arab 

nations by eliminating one of the most fraternal allies of the 

Arabs.55 So, it was the Arab nations whose first priority was 

to maintain their independence and sovereignty. Hijras, 

Pakistan was a military ruled country. Similarly, Arab world 

was Monarchy ruled. So, their class interest was the same. 

To maintain the status quo of the countries, they took the 

policy of supporting Pakistan. “Their reaction to Pakistani 

appeal was somewhat natural. Being thoroughly feudal in 
outlook these monarchies have little concern or love for the 

democratic aspirations of the common masses”.56 

Consequently, supporting democratically elected party 

named Awami League (1949) for the state power of 

Pakistan was like, to them, to bring a calamity by one’s own 

imprudence. The fear was that the success of the Muslim 

secessionists in one region might have inspired the 

separatists of others. On the other hand, the discrimination 

and domination of West Pakistan over East Pakistan 

accelerated Bangalee nationalism. As the stage was set and 

the actors were ready, the bomb was blasted in 1952. And 
1971 was the final blow of the episode. The Arab world 

consciously noticed the revolution of Bangalee nationalism. 

As most of the Arab leaders were dictators, they did not 

want to take any risk because revolution and nationalism are 

both contagious. Their feelings were like a burnt child 

always fears the fire. As a result, they somehow wanted to 

suppress the intention of independence of the Bangalees.  

 

Secondly, the Arabs thought that what was then 

happening in East Pakistan was merely a link in this chain of 

attempt to destroy Islam. So, they wholeheartedly supported 

Pakistan. Pakistan government used Islam and God as a 
safeguard. They did so due to two purposes. One was to pay 

attention of the Muslims especially the Arabs. Another was 

to blame India for the crisis because India was the largest 
Hindu majority country. Actually, India's concrete support 

like sheltering refugees, training the freedom fighters and 

supplying weapons made the Arabs clear that it is the proxy 

war of India. So, they condemned India for 

internationalizing the so-called refugee problem. The Crisis 

of East Pakistan was, in their view, completely the creation 

of Indian Government. The role of India, its involvement in 

the war of independence and the presence of Indian troops 

in Bangladesh also made many of them suspicious.57 By 

taking the advantages of suspicion, Pakistanis used the name 

of a great religion for misleading the Arab world. The Arab 

leaders had believed that Islam was in peril in the Eastern 
wing of Pakistan and its Muslim population was trying to 

glue a Hindu dominated India. Nay, they were becoming 

non-Muslims very fast. So, Pakistan had no option but to 

start a holy war to save the Muslims and Islam in the East 

Pakistan. Further, the west Pakistan ruling class has 

hammered out a new divisive concept that the Bangalee 

Muslims were the new version of the Hindus. 

Notwithstanding, alcoholic drinks, floorshows and 

nightclubs etc. were banned in East Pakistan. Drinking, 

dancing, strip teasing etc. were popular in the glamorous 

cities of West Pakistan.58 Even, there is, still, no Halal! 
Night Clubs in Bangladesh which have in Saudi Arabia, the 

abode of Islam. Besides, Pakistan blamed Bangabandhu for 

breaking the unity of the Country and they propagated to the 

Arab world that the Military action taken by Pakistan army 

was only for restoring state’s integrity. Being influenced by 

the Pakistani theory of ‘Muslim unity and solidarity, the 

Arab countries tuned with the voice of Pakistan. Though, 

Islamic solidarity was, indeed, an advertising idea.59 Even, 

they claimed that it was Jihad and the Muslims should give 

their helping hand to protect the Muslims.60 President 

Anowar Sadat of Egypt says, “Whatever happens, we shall 

continue to support the integrity of Pakistan.”61 Even, Syria, 
Jordan, Yemen, Morocco, Iraq, Algeria, Saudi Arabia and 

Libya declared their respective country’s full support for the 

territorial integrity of Pakistan. In fact, the slogan of 

‘Muslim unity and solidarity’ was the new Fotwa of 

zealotry. But, the Arabs failed to realize the fact that the 

Pakistan authorities had launched and carried out a 

genocidal military campaign, coupled with rapes and 

looting, in the Muslim-majority East Pakistan in the name of 

unity and solidarity of Muslim Pakistan. Does Islam permit 

the killing of unarmed Muslims by armed Muslims? 

Forsooth, Pakistan used Islam intentionally to legalize 
suppression, oppression and domination over the East 

Pakistanis. It was a trap where all the Arab countries foot 

unconsciously and took the responsibilities to protect so-

called Islam in Pakistan by opposing the liberation war of 

Bangladesh. 

 

Thirdly, the socialist and secularist speech of 

MujibNagar government was another cause for supporting 

Pakistan by the Arabs. As the Ministers of MujibNagar 

government mentioned in their speech that future 

Bangladesh would be a secular and socialist country which 
displeased Arab countries. The leftist elements in politics, 
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secular and socialist ideology and Indo-Soviet inclination 

became the primary factors of Pakistani campaign and 
misconceptions of the Arab and other Muslim states.62 On 9 

September 1971, all parties advisory committee of 

Mujibnagar government was formed which consists of 8 

members where at least 5 persons were communists. The 

Pakistanis defined these 5 as either communist or 'Kafer'. It 

is right that they believed or involved somehow with leftist 

politics. So, the Arabs decided to help Pakistan earnestly.  

 

Fourthly, the Arab nations helped Pakistan because 

Israel supported Bangladesh. The fact of Israeli support was 

totally a mystery in the history of the liberation war of 

Bangladesh.  It was a tripartite game. The 1st party was 
Israel itself which supported Bangladesh cause on 2 July and 

passed a censure motion in parliament against Pakistan. On 

21 July, Israel Knesset (Parliament) Foreign Affairs and 

Security Committee in a statement called on the nations of 

the world to act against “Bloodshed” and “Persecution” of 

the “Bangladesh” people by the Pakistan army.63 A question 

is being raised with the spontaneous help of Israel. What 

was its actual intention? Its activities were doubtful because 

too much courtesy, too much craft. Its intention was to 

punish the Arabs by maintaining diplomatic relations with 

newly secessionist country from a Muslim country that was 
the stance supported of the Arabs. It wanted to add insult to 

injury of the Arabs. It is necessary to mention that Israel was 

the arch-enemy of the Arab world. On 15 September, Israeli 

officials confirmed that a self-styled emissary of “Bangla 

Desh” had arrived in Jerusalem to seek military aid from 

Israel.64 The emissary named Mahmud Qasem identified 

himself as the high-commissioner of Bangladesh in Israel 

and said that though the people of Bangladesh are Muslims, 

they never feel shy to contact with Israel. He met with the 

journalists and said that he has discussed with Israeli 

authority successfully and they agreed to supply all types of 

weapons.65 With this event, Israel beat about the bush and 
sought to fish in the troubled water. Israel’s policy was not 

inspired by the fondness for Bangladesh; its aim was to 

make a mental influence over the Bangladeshis who were 

agitated for the lugubrious animosity of the Muslim 

(including Arabs) world.66 The 2nd party was Pakistan 

which published the event of Mahmud Qasem gravely.  

Because it wanted to make the Arabs fear of ghosts and 

finally get the concrete support of the Arabs. On July 20, it 

rapidly spread a rumor that Israel supplied canon, machine 

gun and missile on a large scale to the so-called “Bangla 

Desh” government operating from Calcutta under the cover 
of daily commodities. But, the reality was lies in the 

opposite polar. However, due to the Pakistani campaign, the 

Arab countries were very enthusiastic about Mahmoud 

Qassim. According to the Daily Al-Bilad, a Saudi Arabian 

daily, “It is a great honor for Pakistan that of all the 

countries Mujibur Rahman’s secessionists contacted Israel 

for assistance.”67 After that, it threatened East Pakistanis. It 

contains, “Perhaps this adventurer is representing only 

himself, but even in this case our opinion about the 

secessionists will not change: that they are the people who 

are harming themselves before doing any harm to 
Pakistan.”68 The climax of the game was played by 

Bangladesh itself. Mujibnagar government denied taking 

any types of help from Israel. If Bangladesh accepted the 
proposal, it would mean the Israel’s diplomatic victory over 

the Arab countries. But, Bangladesh did not give the 

opportunity both Israel and Pakistan. And it neither 

published any piece of information about Mahmud Qasem. 

However, Pakistan played a trump card named Israel and 

Bangladesh played over. Nevertheless, the liberation war of 

Bangladesh was defined as a conspiracy of Israel against 

Arab world. 

 

Fifthly, another cause of supporting Pakistan by the 

Arabs was ‘information gap’. On January 20, 1973, 

Mohammad Haycol, the representative of Egyptian 
journalists, says that the whole event was not clear to them. 

The Arab monarchs were totally empty-headed about the 

issue of East Bengal. There was none to point out that the 

leaders of Pakistan, self-styled defenders of Islam, were not 

only the illegal usurpers of the political power in Pakistan, 

but led a life that was in total contradiction with the 

principle of Quran and Hadith. On 5-9 September, 1973, the 

4th NAM summit was held in Algiers where Bangabandhu 

met and discussed with King Faisal (1964-75) of Saudi 

Arabia. After that, a royal spokesman says, “Our concept is 

now much more clear than that of past about Bangladesh.”69 
Nay, Colonel Muammar al Gathafi, the steadfast opposer of 

Bangladesh, after discussing with Bangabandhu in the same 

summit, started to pray willfully for the well-being of 

Bangladesh. Independent Bangladesh was, indeed, a reality 

in terms of time and geographical location. But, this truth 

could not be realized by the Arabs. They wore the glass of 

tin on their eyes and cotton in their ears. So, it was quite 

impossible to let them know the news of genocide and 

discrimination in Bangladesh. It is easy to wake up a 

sleeping man, but it is very difficult to wake up a man who 

took the pretend of sleep. In the age of science and 

technology, it is not believable that there was ‘information 
gap’ between the facts in Bangladesh and hearing in the 

Arab world. But, Dr. Syed Anwar Husain says that it was 

proved some days later that Muslim world was the victims 

of Information gap slightly.70 The Actual fact is that after 

getting independence, Bangladesh supported Kuwait to save 

its sovereignty and Arab rich countries needed man-power 

from Bangladesh in cheap rate. So, they made an old wives’ 

tale named ‘Information gap’ to convince Bangladesh. 

 

Sixthly, the Ministry of the Information of Pakistan 

became the ‘Ministry of Propaganda’. They defeated Paul 
Joseph Goebbls (1897-45), a Reich Minister of Propaganda 

of Nazi Germany, in spreading baseless lies and half lies 

information. So, the Arab states found it a political 

responsibility of the Muslim Ummah to defend the territorial 

integrity of so-called ‘Islamic Pakistan’ against the 

professed conspiracy designed by Hindu India. Along with 

the government officials the Islamist parties of Pakistan 

propagated against the liberation war of Bangladesh. On 

April 1, Maulana Syed Abul Aala Maudoodi, Amir of 

Jamat-i-Islami, sent a cable to Heads of Muslim States and 

appealed to them to take note of Indian’s constant 
interference in the internal affairs of Pakistan and exert their 
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maximum influence against it. 71 Ghulam Azam (1922-

2014), the former Ameer of Jamaat-e-Islami (Bangladesh) 
says, "It is not only the war of arms but also of ideology. We 

must win this war to save this country for establishing the 

religion of Allah.”72 Actually they Hindusized the issue. 

Nay, they explained the crisis to its Arab friends as a riot 

between the Hindus and the Muslims. The rolling stone was 

not stop here. General Yahya blamed Bangabandhu as a 

power hungry leader and unpatriotic person who played 

with the destiny of 120 million people. The Arab leaders 

were blinded by the Pakistani scam in the name of Islam. On 

July 3, 1971, the spokesman of the Bangladesh mission in 

New Delhi, Mr. Amzadul Huq, appealed to the Muslim 

nations of the world not to be hoodwinked by Pakistani 
propaganda.73 But, the initial supports and sympathies of 

most ‘Muslim states’ (including Arab nations) towards 

Islamabad was inspired by the latter’s (Pakistan) ceaseless 

propaganda that East Pakistan’s efforts for national 

liberation was instigated by ‘Hindu’ India.74 By believing in 

Yahya’s propaganda in press releases, the editors of the 

Arabic newspapers who had never been within a thousand 

miles of Bangladesh published news and articles which 

contain only the pro-Pakistani attitudes. Adnan Kamel 

Salah, an editor of the Daily Al-Madina, a Saudi Arabian 

Daily, published an article heading ‘where is war?’ Nay, he 
propagated that among the total number of refugees, 90% 

are Indians.75 However, it was totally media blackmail. They 

hide the truth intentionally. In this way, they controlled 

public sentiment and government’s attitude towards the 

crisis.  

 

Seventhly, the Middle Eastern countries and Pakistan 

had also played a vital role in getting membership of the 

Peoples’ Republic of China (PRC) in both the UNGA & 

UNSC on October 25, 1971. So, during the war, China 

became the spokesman of Pakistan in the UNO who 

demanded a ceasefire in East Pakistan. With the direct help 
of Pakistan, China started to contact with gulf countries and 

made diplomatic relations with the Arab world such as 

Yemen, Iraq and Egypt. Besides, Pakistan helped to 

normalize the relation between the USA and China. So, they 

were grateful to Pakistan. As a result of this thankfulness, 

they tried their best to maintain the integrity of Pakistan. For 

this, they used minor states of the Arab world in various 

ways because most of the countries were dependent on the 

USA directly or indirectly. Henry Alfred Kissinger, the then 

secretary of state and national security advisor of the USA, 

instigated Arab countries to participate in the crisis of 
Pakistan. Withal, he sent letters to both, the King of Jordan 

and the King of Saudi Arabia. To sum up, Nixon and 

Kissinger used...Jordan, Saudi Arabia and Libya for 

supplying arms to West Pakistan.76  

 

Eighthly, Pakistan government promulgated 

worldwide that the present crisis is purely an internal matter 

exclusively within the domestic jurisdiction of Pakistan. The 

Arab nations tuned with the voice of Pakistan and stated that 

Pakistan has the right to take necessary steps to subdue the 

secessionists as a sovereign state and proclaimed that they 
will not abide any foreign trespass about the homely matters 

of Pakistan. With this, they wanted to keep away India in 

poking its nose in this regard. Notwithstanding, Yahiya 
Khan has declared that Pakistan is determined not to allow 

any country to interfere in its internal affairs.77 Verily, the 

happenings in Bangladesh were neither civil war nor an 

internal conflict. It was a strategy of the Arabs to save their 

friend Pakistan. The killings of 30 lakh people, raping 2 lakh 

women were not an internal crisis. Even, the third World 

War might have happened with this cause. So, it can never 

be an internal crisis of Pakistan. 

 

Besides above mentioned causes, the similarities 

between Urdu and Arabic, the affiliation of many common 

events like Suez invasion of 1956, the Palestine issue, the 
assistance of Pakistan in the Arab-Israel war of 1967 and 

being a trainer of Arab military, the mediation of many 

crises of the Arabs by Pakistan and having no major conflict 

between Pakistan and the Arab countries, were also 

responsible for opposing Bangladesh by the Arab world. 

 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 

Concluding the discussion it may be said that Arab 

countries except Egypt, Iraq, Lebanon and some politically 

non-important states extended unstinted support to Pakistan. 
Whereas, their silence or neutral posture could minis the 

gruesomeness of the genocide and could soothe the gravest 

political crisis as well, they raised their hand and offered 

their moral and material help to Pakistan. The firm support 

was given by Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Libya, Algeria etc. This 

forthright support inspired Pakistanis and got so-called 

legitimacy of killing, raping and looting over the East 

Pakistanis. The Arab world was influenced by so-called 

religious consideration. The terms ‘Jeopardy of Islam’ and 

‘Islamic Unity and Solidarity’ are the two pills used by them 

to assist Pakistan.78 Their attitude towards the genocide on 

the Bangalees by the Pakistan military was like the head 
hiding camel bird. It was Pakistani Propaganda which was 

mainly responsible for their attitude like this. Yahya was 

able to sell his ideas to the Arab leaders that Islam and the 

Muslims were on the verge of destruction in Pakistan due to 

the secessionist activities of some miscreants like Sheikh 

Mujibur Rahman who was directed by India. The Pakistanis 

used the name of a great religion of Islam for mischievous 

purposes to mislead the Arab countries. The animus role of 

the Arab world, who believed Pakistan’s campaign, was an 

unexpected surprise for the Bangalees. Bangladesh expected 

that as the liberation war of Bangladesh was totally against 
discrimination, despotism and injustice, which might be 

supported in regard to the logic of Islamic ideology. Its 

thinking was not building a castle in the air. But, they 

disappointed 7.5 million Muslims of Bangladesh. Can an 

innocent Muslim child be butchered by a Muslim? Can the 

innocent Muslim girls be raped by the Muslim soldiers of 

West Pakistan in the name of unity? What type of Islam it 

was! The Bangalees revolted against such type of Muslims 

and their allies.  

 

However, the formal recognition of Bangladesh was 
delayed even by the opposition of the hardliner pro-
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Pakistani Arab countries due to their masterful 

misperception. The actual teaching of Islam is to help the 
suppressed and to oppose the oppressor, but Arab countries 

did its opposite. Whereas, Bangalees never missed an 

opportunity to stand behind the Arabs in their hour of need. 

Till death, Bangabandhu wanted to make a close relation 

with the Arab world and he always stood for the Arabs’ 

interest. He spread his helping hands to the Arabs with his 

limited ability during the Arab-Israel war of 1973 and says, 

“They (Arab countries) either give recognition our 

independence or not, we acknowledged the moral 

responsibilities to stand beside our Arab Brothers.”79  It was 

a swat on the face of the Arabs. Even, for that reason, he had 

to die.80 The hopeful news is that Bangladesh successfully 
removed all types of misunderstanding in the Arab world 

and became one of the parts and parcel of the Muslim world 

within 1977 by its prudent diplomacy. 
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