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Second: let us be clear. There is
no "Muslim exception” when it
comes to the abuse of religious
symbols.
France, the Roman Cathalic
Church last year won a suit ban-
ning a depiction of the Last Supper
by a fashion designer who replaced
the Apostles with lightly elad
WOmen.
Tony Blairlast year proposed anew
law extending protections against

blasphemy to all religions, not just ~ §
Christianity. Hedid notsucceadbut

it's significant thathe tried.

The impaortant point is that, for
mainstream European Muslims,
lastweek's protests represent a call
for equality and integration, not
separation or special treatment,

Moreover, this is very much an

ongoing trend. Burope's Muslims
have long allied with other faiths to
defend comman moral values, [n
France, to cite but one of many
examples, the Catholic bishops,
the Grand Rabbinate and
Protestant churchmen quickly
came fogether to denounce the
cartoons and issued supportive
communiques. Again, the issue is
not Islam versus free speech. It's
the common drive by Western
religious leaders, Christian or
otherwise, to win some protection
againstwhattheyseeasblasphemy
and the denigration of belief. It
comes down to respect. If the car-
toons had portrayed the prophet
doing good works, the proscription
against representation would have
been mutedifnotedatall.

This does not excuse the vio-
lence that erupted throughout the
Muslim world. Protest is also a
freedom of expressionbut not the
use of force or the pressure of
threats. And it is essential to recog-
nize the provenance of these
polemics, for they reflect a discern-
ible political agenda.

Consider the Arab ambassadors
in Copenhagen, who first thrust the
affair into the international arena
by calling on the Danish govern-
ment to punish the publisher. It
defies belief that such secular
regimes asSyriawould beso deeply
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outraged in their religious sensitiv-
ity. The condemnation, of course,
sprang from more pragmatic
intereststo be on the right side of
religious fervor, to deprive their
own internal enemies (largely
militant [slamists) of a weapon and
to maintain leverage over their own

immigrant communities in

Europe. The Islamic university of Al
Azhar in Cairo routinely offers its
services to train "moderate”
imams for Europe who issue fatwas
on specific issues concerning
European Muslims. And it strongly
opposes the London-based
Eurapean Council of Fatwa, which
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0 _Bar.k in September 2005, the liberal Damsh newspaper lyl!ands -Posten published
. several cartoon deplttlons of the Prophet Muhammad -- at least one as a terrorist --
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e ,although any physu:al representation of the prophet is forbidden in Islam. There was

-iwugno immediate backlash, but last week, after several other European newspapers
i 'reprinted the cartoons, the reattion went global. Muslims from Jakarta to Istanbul took

~Onf

“to the streets in pmtest while editors from France to Jordan were dismissed because

liag tof their decisions to run the drawings. Newsweek's Charles Ferro spoke with Flemming
i "Iloss, the Jyllands-Posten editor who made the original decision to publish the
, cartoons, about his actions, the reaction and the bigger issues at stake -~ freedom of

Ko 48 speech and religious sensitivity.
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"‘m!’errncqm was your lhlrlktng
: decision to publish the
FURS Mubh, cartoons back in
v ‘Sepumb&?
SX Rose: 1 was concerned about a
""““"l‘endeucy toward self-censorship
among people in artistic and
cultural circles in Europe. That's
why I commissioned these car-
. toons, to test this tendeney and to
starta debate about it [fwas nota
media stunt. We just approached
‘that story in a different way, by
asking Danish cartoonists to draw
Muhammad as they see him. I did
it4 yt'not ask for caricatures. 1 did not
5111'S ask'to make the prophet a laugh-
i et ingstoek or to mock him.
“" But you depicted Muhammad
“WE witha bomb in his turban, armed
50 with a knife and with a broken
YO8 hato that resembled satanic
i [h rns.
_"T‘ The cartoon with horna didn't
:unuqcspecinl criticism; itwas the
. other gwo. The one with the bomb
' in his turban doesn't say, "All
B 5 Mus!hm are terrorists,” but says,
i "Some :peuplc have taken Islam
sl;usmgn 0 permit terrorist and
'mrcex!remhl:ucts. These cartoons do
970 not treat Muslims in any ather way
& 5% than we treat other citizens in this
country. By treating them as
equals, we are saying, "You are
equal.”
Why do you think Muslims are
expressing such outrage now,
s=w= when other religiously offénsive
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cartoons have been published in
thepast? |
T'think you have to sgpanate this
story into tyo parts, One part (is
the debate) inside Danish borders
-- that has been going on for four
maonths. On the (one) hand, what
does freedom ol religion imply,
what does respect for other peo-
ple's feelings and religions imply?
You have different points of view,
and I thinkit's problematic if any
religion -- it doesn't matter if it's
Islam, Christianity, Buddhism,
any religion -- tries to impose its
own tabooson the public domain.
When I goto amosque, [ behave
by the rules that exist in that holy
house. I will not stand up and
make a cartgon of the holy
prophet in a mosque, But I think if
any religion insists that [, as a non-
Muslim, should submit to their
taboos, then I don't think they're
showing me respect. | think
they're asking for my submission.
Thisisakeyissueinthisdebute,
You (also) have the interna-

tional story, and | believe it has"

little to do with our cartoons. The
people in Saudi Arabia and some
other countries who have started
the action have never seen the
cartoons. They are acting on false
rumors, misinformation and
directlies.

What does this controversy say
about assimilation, or lack
thereof, in Europe?

This is aclash of eultures and, inits

essence, a debate about how
much the receiving society should
be willing to compromise its own
standards in order to integrate
foreigners. On the other hand,
how much does the immigrant
have to give up in order to be
integrated?
Yours is a small Danish paper. Yet
your actions had big global rami-
fications. What does this tell you
about how instantly connected
the world is today?
This is the first time I've witnessed
@ slory in & newspaper with a
circulation of 150,000, ina country
of just above 5 million people,
becoming a global issue. This is a
challenge. It means that what you
do in a secular, modern democ-
racy may offend people in some
parts of the world, people not
living in this type of saciety. I think
it would be unfortunate if people
in Saudi Arabia or some parts of
the world nfluenced what we
speak aboutin Denmark, (But) it's
a fact of globalization, and we
mustconsiderit.
But you tried to influence what
happens in Saudi Arabia via the
messagesin the cartoons.
No, 'm not doing that. This story
was about what was going on in
Denmarkand Northern Europe.
So where do you draw the lisie
between censorship and freedom
ofspeech?
My newspaper has its limits. In a
pluralistic society where you do
have freedom of speech, my limits
_should not be the limits of others.
We do have laws against racism
.and blasphemy.
Didn't your newspaper commit
blasphemy by depicting
Muhammad?
Danish prosecutors determined
around a month ago that the
cartoons were not blasphemaous.
Will Jyllands-Fosten apologize?
Forwhat?

(e} 2006, Newswoek Ine. Al fights resarved.
Reprinted by arangement.

believes Muslim minorities should
adapt to their adoptive communi-
ties and live by new rulesIslam Lite,
ifyouwill.

Such meddling from the Arab
“motherland” has grown more and
more unpopular among European
Muslims, however liberal or con-
servative. In fact, many Muslim
leaders and intellectuals suggest
that Europe is an opportunity for
Islam to modernize, precisely
because Muslims there enjoy
freedoms unknown in Egypt,
Tunisia, Syria or Saudi Arabia. That
fact figures large in their response
to the cartoon flap: they under-

NAEEM MOHAIEMEN

have a bad habit of working

late into the night.

Occasionally some brain-wave
will strike and I'll call up a friend,
regardless of the hour. Last week-
end, an e-mail arrived about a
project in Germany -- a short film [
was working on with a colleague
would be shown there. But which
German city, Frankfurt or Munich,
we had to decide.

Without a second thought, [
dialed my colleague. It was after
midnight, free minutes were on
{yes, those soon to disappear "mor-
als corrupters?), 1 didn't think
mucholthe hour.

"Ket Ke?® The startled voice on
the other end brought to mind the
Banglaslang dhorfor.

“It's me, Naeem, sorry, ghum
thekejagalam?*

"No, it's OK, just not expecting a
gallatthishour!®

“Listen, it's late, [ just have a
guick question. There is some
news from Germany and we have
to makea decision.”

He quickly interrupted, "Let's
talkaboutitin person, kalke hobe.”

“But we have to give them a
decision quickly, let me just
explain...”

*Na, na, kalkekothahobe...”

"But..."

“Etho bujhai bolthe hobe naki?
Not on the phone!” He practically
growled thelast phrase,

stand that the price to be paid for
this freedom is to accept its use by
others, however repellent its
expression.

Of course, it's precisely this
freedom that Arab governments
are trying to suppressunder the
pretense of protecting Islam. In this
context, it's interesting to note who
among Europe's Muslims are
leading the protests. Many suppos-
edly fundamentalist groups have
remained relatively quiet, while the
crusade against the publishers has
been taken up by such moderates
as the chairman of the French
Muslim Council, Dalil Boubakeur,
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who enjoys very close links with the
Algerian government. Politics plays
a bigger role than religion, in other
words. By the same token, Arab
authoritarians in Syria and Egypt
are using the polemics to gain
legitimacy, even as they repress
opponents in the Muslim
Brotherhood.

Papular protests in the Muslim
world, particularly the Middle East,
are similarly politicized. Itis not by
chance that the outcry was stron-
gest in three places where the
European Union is most involved.
Palestinians in Gaza found a good
opportunity to slam the European

reluctance to acknowledge the
electoral victory of Hamas, not to
mention loosen the purse strings
on financial aid. In Pakistan, the
same religious coalition that sup-
ports the Taliban and Al Qaeda
selzed upon the cartoon affair as an
opportunity to attack Europe and
NATO for progressively replacing
U.S. troops in Afghanistan, And
Syria is taking revenge for Westemn
pressure to leave Lebanon.

The worst lesson to draw from
last week's brouhaha has already
become the most commonthat it
represents a deep "clash of civiliza-
tions." Not true. Instead of demon-

strating the unity of the Muslim
world, the protests underscore its
division: a recidivist old guard
determined to protect its power
and hidden interésts versus the
growing community of mudermst
Muslims. They consider

selves first and foremost
Europeansand they quite slmply
do not want to be treated as tqunl
grants, orinsulted.

{c}ms'ummmumhm
Reprinted by armangement.

Qlpvier Roy, the authar of ‘Globalized Islam,’ is a
professor at the School for Advanced Studies of
tne Social Sciences in Parfs.

I understood, and quietly said
my goodbyes and hung up. We
made plans to meet later in the
week, noharmdone.

January 2006. It has beenonly a
few days since the government
approved the amendment to the
Telecommunications Act to allow
spying on phone calls and e-mails.
But people are already getting
adjusted to the new realities.
Instead of protesting, citizens are
just cooperating. Anything to get
along, move onin life, aslong as the
business is fine, we are all good.
The phone has now become a
linbility. You never know what
phrase can be misinterpreted.
Next thing you know, there will be a
knock on your door. Even harm-
less, apolitical conversations like
deciding a screening venue in
Germany has been offloaded. Not
safe for public consumption.

“This is nothing new," says an
activist friend, "tiktiki have always
been listening to us. This just
makes it legal, means they can
bring phone transcripts (o court.”

Tiktiki.

I remember being ten and first
reading that word in a Kiriti Ray
detective novel. Ifound the whole
book to be in dath-bhanga Bangla
(I was ten!), how did my parents
enjoy this so much? | preferred
Satyajit Ray's Feluda with a mod-
ernist flair. Anyway, on page 5 |
came across the sentence: "Tiktiki
piche legeche" and asked my

. One nation, under surveillance

mother for an explanation.

Tiktiki was a lizard but also a spy.
How exciting. Did he have a tail,
did it grow back if you chopped it
off?

Who knew tiktiki would become
asource forfear?

Remember 1970s Dhaka, when
Lal Bahini and Rokkhi Bahini
prowled the streets, uwying to flush
out the underground cadres of
Gono Bahini and Sharbahara Party.
Spies and informants were every-
where, neighbours reported each
other to settle scores -- kidnapping
by "security” forces and "crossfire”
executions were the norm. How
little things have changed in thirty
years! Rapid Action Battalion (Rab)
in 2006 looks a lot like Rokkhi
Bahini in 1974. Today, when [ see
photographs of arrested JMB mili-
tants, surrounded by fierce looking
HRab men in sunglasses, bandan-
nas, black clothes, and machine
guns, | don't know who I should be
more afraid of. Will IMB blow me
up when I am shopping in
Newmarker, or will Rab kill me in
crossfire because of mistaken
identity, or a misinterpreted phone
call?

Along with Rab enforcers, we
have the dreaded spies, listening to
every conversation in our ether
Looking for evidence of terror plots
they say, but how many of those
recorded conversations will be
used to harass, intimidate, and
wrecklives?

When the government's surveil- |

lance move first started, | wrote
four editorials on the subject. In
one of the earlier pieces, I putin a
hopeful appeal that not just citi-
zens, but also cell phone compa-
nies would resist these new surveil-
lance laws. A friend who is a cell
phone entrepreneur read the draft
and said: "Yes, but governments
that can shut down private televi-
sion company can do anything to
cell phone companies, All they
have to do is give a dhomok and
threaten to cancel their license.”

Butsurely, I thought, the compa-
nies would fight back. They would
use their economic might to pro-
test surveillance laws that are bad
for human rights and business?
Elsewhere in the world, many
battles are brewing between spies
and business. Recently, Google
refused (o comply with federal
requests for user data, but
Microsoft and Yahoo agreed. An
hour after reading that news item, |
got a mass e-mail from my friend
Sujani -- she was switching her
yahoo e-mail to google in protest.
People powerinaction! ButGoogle
doesn't get off the hook either. In
China, Google agreed to author-
ity's demands for censoring
websites. In protest, activist
groups have launched aValentine's
Day: "No Luv 4 Google" program
which urges consumers to hoycott
Google.

Do we trust our government
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{(BNP ar AL} to do the right thing
when it comes to surveillance?
Will they use this power to harass
politicians, silence activisis and
blackmail ordinary eitizens? Will
they push a bureaucratic, polltica]
and moral agenda under the guise
of law enforcement? What daoes
our past historytellus? -

People are taking no chances
anyway. Like my friend the other
night, there are nowabruptconver-
sations, hushed tones, scared
silences. Best notto say anything,
even innocent eanversations can
be twisted around.

Alter a 35-year journey as an
independent cauntry, is this whatit
has come down to? To refumn to a
condition where we have fewer
rights than in those first horrific
yearsafter independence?

[ thought again of my friend.
Bujhai bolthe hobe naki? People
seem to be bent over in fear. Asif
bringing your body closer and
closer to the ground will give you
armour to protect from the tyranny
ofgovernments.

There are two choices in our
coming future. Keep giving in (but
whatever you give will never be
enough). Or speak up o defend
your own rights, starting with the
surveillance laws.

Whichside willyoubeon?

Nasem Mohalemen is director of
DisappearedinAmerica.org, an arts collactive that
looks at post-241 | civil iberties and survedlanca.

RCG not NCG

Kazi SM KHASRUL ALAM
QuDDUSI

EUTRAL Caretaker
Government (NCG) is an
innovation for which we

take pride as a nation. However, the
critics say it has, in fact, distorted
our pride because it badly betrays
our inability to hold free and faie
elections. It lays bare our intoler-
ance, mistrust, and what not. In
this land of unstoppable move-
ments, people are always subjected
to movements of very diverse
nature. Bifurcation rather than
unity has, thus, become our hall-
mark.

After a long haul of mass
upheavals, democratic system was
again in place in 1991 following an
election held under supervision of
a NCG led by the then Chief Justice
Shahabuddin Ahmed. This elec-
tion received overwhelming
applause home and abroad
because people of Bangladesh had
in fact forgotten to vote in a free
and fair manner prior to that elec-
tion. The then main opposition
party, however, complained of
subtle rigging. That the allegation
was just a political posture is clear
from the fact that Shababuddin

Ahmed was made President of the
countryinALperiod (1996-2001).

Another election took place in
1996 under Retired Chief Justice
Habibur Rohman as the Chief
Advisor of the NCG. That election,
too, was accorded with apprecia-
tion. As usual, the then main oppo-
sition party complained of anoma-
lies, butthe reactions were not of a
serfous nature. Admittedly, these
two elections held under
Shahabuddin Ahmed and Habibur
Rahman heralded new hopes and
the nation was set to settle down.
The confidence reposed in the
judiciary also paid off.
Consequently, it became rather a
golden rule that a man from the
judiciary is the appropriaté person
for the postof Chief Advisor.

Arguably, disenchantment with
the people of the judiciary seems to
have taken place in reécent times.
Now, the propasition is being put
forward that any person from the
civil society -- not necessarily a
person from the judiciary -- can
become the Chief Advisor of the
NCG. One is tempted to delve into
the projected rationale behind
such thinking.

Retired Chief Justice Latifur
Raman was the Chief Advisor of the
NCG under whose supervision

another election took place in
2001. I need to make it categorical
that my intention is neither (o
unearth its fairness nor 1o contra-
dict its results but to point to the
controversy it created. Perhaps, the
reactions and implications of that
election have been so profound
that they have prompted a rethink-
ingas to the Chief Advisor's chair.

Latifur Rahman made a strong
reshulfle in the administration
within hours of his take-over,
Though it created resentment
among some quarters, the inten-
tions of Latifur Rahman seemed
good as he was required to do so for
bringing back sort of equilibrium
in the administration. He had every
right to tinker with the previous
administration's arranged strue-
ture for ensuring neutrality of the
administration in the election
process. More changes followed
and were mostlywelcomed.

In an another move, the then
vice-chancellor of National
University was removed from his
post fearing that, being a minority,
he would work in favour of a spe-
cific political party claimed tobe in
the good books of the minority
people. Even if this rationale is
accepted, was theré not the appre-
hension that the replacement vice-

chancellor might also be biased?
Another significant, among others,
decision of Latifur Rahman gov-
ernment was to appointemployees

‘of a specific private bank in crucial

election duties ignoring thousands
of government and autonomous
employees over whom control of
thegovernment is rather direct.
There is no cogent proof to
claim that these changes influ-
enced the results of the election,
but they did fuel the skeptics. The
point at issue is, however, whether
these and other questionable yet
avoidable decisions have any
bearing on the demand for reform
of caretaker systemn and the disen-

. chantment with the people from

the judiciary, Besides, is the "care-
taker" concept poised to undergo
serious reexamination in its birth-
place within just 15 years of its
birth? s its sustainability in ques-
tion orvulnerability exposed?
Seemingly, Latifur Rahman, for
some reasons, valid or not, became
gmotional rather than rational.
While working hard for streamlin-
ing the administration, he, per-
haps, lost his concentration at
times and gave something (o ques-
tion his credibility so much so that
the disenchantment was induced.
Admittedly, any such disillusion-

ment did not take place after two
elections held under Shahabuddin
Ahmed and Habibur Rahmaun

Plenty of laws are there to deter
human failings. We talk about
accountability and call for strin-
gent laws and their enforcement.
But, is it possible to make a man
completely accountable only by
the laws? Moreover, what is the
practical mechanism to make a
NCG accountable? What about
responsibility? Is any law required
1o make a sensible person respon-
sible?

I think that the time has come to
demand a Rational Caretaker
Government [RCG) instead of a
Neutral Caretaker Government
(NCG). Its high time all assumed
more responsibility ‘as well as
rationality rather than crying
hoarse for neutrality. Concurrently,
our all-knowing political leaders
can also be kind enough to start
being rational. Arguably, it I8 nei-
ther easy nor essential to be always
neutral. However, it makes sense to
be rational under all circumstances
and, more important, it pays to be
the same.

Kazi S.M. Khasrul Alam Qudidusl s Assistant
Professor, Departmant of Public Administration,

University of Chittagong.



