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Does Foreign Aid Really Help the

by Bharat Dogra

Poor?

Does aid really go to the small farmers? Or does it go just to the 'big boys' — the judges, the
magistrates, the members of Parliament, the union chairmen? Then, what is the impact of aided
projects based on the use of high-price imported inputs — as they often are? Besides, land reforms
promoted by aid agencies are generally pretentious and do not bring any real benefit to the poor.

MPRESSIVE statistics are of-
 fl ten cited re%arding the num-
“ ber of rural poor who have
‘benefited from projects fi-
nanced by aid agencies. What is
forgotten is that these statistics
sometimes include all people
lving in the project area. This
is certainly not a proper way of
evaluating the number of bene-
ficiaries, as many such projects
are known to leave untouched —
or even worse off — a majority
of the poor. Another reason
why the number of 'rural poor
beneficiaries’ is exaggerated is
that often the term ’'small
farmer' is defined in too liberal
a way, to also include relatively
better-off medium farrners and
in some cases even big
landovmers, :

' One US House appropriation
subcommittiee investigated a
livestock project in Honduras,
which had received three suc-
cessive loans, totally $23.2
million, from the soft-lending
window of the World Bank. the
IDA [International Develop-
ment Association]. Investiga-
tions revealed that the average
size of loans for all three pro-
jects ranged from $25,000 to
$59.000 and that the vast ma-
jority of farmers receivin
credit from the project owne
more than 375 acres of land.
These certainly were not the ru-
ral poor of Honduras. As the
subcommittee pointed out, 'Lo-
cal officials point out that they
have been unable to devise any
programme to reach such peo-
ple and that projects were not
designed for, and cannot reach,
the rural poor who are landless
or existing on 1 or 2 hectares.’

The World Bank {along with
the Swedish International De-
velopment Authority. SIDA) fi-
nanced 3.000 deep tubewells in
Bangladesh. Each was supposed
to serve 25-50 small farmers,
organised in a cnnﬁeraﬁve irri-

ation group. Did the benefits of
this really go to the small farm-
ers? A foreign expert working
on this project told two inde-
pendent researchers, Betsy

Hartmann and James Boyce, T ..

no longer ask who is getting the
well. T know what the answer
will be and I don't want to hear
it. One hundred per cent of these
wells are going to the "big boys”,
First priority goes to those with

the most power and influence —
the judges, the magistrates, the
meimbers of Parliament, the
union chairman.”If any tube-
wells are left over, the local au-
thorities auction them off. Big
landlords compete, and who-
ever offers the biggest bribe gets
the tubewell,’

A SIDA study that evaluated
this project also pointed to its
failure, or rather inevitable
failure: ‘It is not surprising that
the tubewells have been situated
on the land of well-to-do farm-
ers who are the chairmen and
managers of the
groups. It (would have) been
more surprising if the tubewells
had not been located on their
land, with the existing rural

ower structure maintained
argely because of the unequal
distribution of land.'

In their study of nne such
village, Hartmann and Boyce
found the tubewell had become
the property of the richest land-
lord of the village. The irriga-
lion cooperative had been re-
duced to a few signatures he
collected on a scrap of paper.
This big landowner sold water
to other farmers at a very high
rate. He also had his eye on the
plots near his tubewell. His in-
creased earnings from the
tubewell project have put him
in a better position to buy out
the small farmers’ lands when
they are financially in a spot. If
aided projects aimed at increas-
ing the productivity of small
farmers are based on the use of
‘high-price imported inputs —
as they often are — they can re-
sult in increased problems for

the small farmer.

An obvious example is the
Masagana 99 project of the
Philippines, initiallg funded by
USAID, Assessing the impact of
this programme launched in
1977, Frances Lappe and Joseph
Collins wrote, 'By 1977, the gov-
ernmernt announced that over
20,000 borrowers were being
taken to court. Many were
small farmers who had lost
their crops owing to national
calamities. Some were detained
without trial and were forced Lo
seli their farm animals or even
their farms to repay the gov-
ernment loans.' One of the main
beneficiaries ol this pro-
gramme was Planters Products
Inc., a company which markets

irrigation

largely imported fertilisers,
pesticides, herbicides and agri-
cultural equipment. To partici-
pate in Masagana 99, farmers
have had to use certified seeds
wltich call for the massive use
of the products supplied by
Planters Products.

Occasionally, World Bank
aid has been tied to the promo-
tion of export crops, even
though left to themselves the
local peasants prefer to grow
food crops for their subsistence.
Many export crops, moreover,
are exposed to the rise of a fluc-
tuating market, risks which
can wipe out many small, low-
resource farmers. The Interna-
tional 'Finance Corporation
(IFC), like the IDA. is a World
Bank affiliate but set up with
the exclusive purpose of lending
to the private sector. In the late
1960s, the IFC invested in sugar
production in Ethiopia. in co-
operation with HVA. a Dutch
agribusiness firm. By 1970,
HVA controlled over a fifth of
the cultivated land in the
Awash valley.

For nearly 500 years, semi-
womadic herdsmen. especially
the Afars, had been grazin
their cattle in the rich lowlan
plains inundated by the Awash
during the rainy season. As
these excellent pastures started
falling under the control of
HVA and other foreign compa-
nies, the pressure on the less
fertile areas increased and eco-
logical ruin followed overgraz-
ing. With the loss of the rich
greenlands, these tribals be-
came much more exposed to the
vagaries of nature. Those who
stayed on at the Awash found
their cattle dying after drinking
water contaminated by sugar
mill residues.

In 1973, Ethiopia experi-
enced widespread famine which
killed nearly 100.000 people,
The semi-nomadic tribes were
the worst affected. Nearly one-
third of the Afars are estimated
to have been wiped out. Thus the
Eﬂﬂr can sometimes be harmed

y misdirected loans.

‘Often, it is the rich busi-
nessmen and contractors who
corner a big share of the bene-
fits of such projects. The person
who beneﬁtedj the most {rom
the Bangladesh tubewells pro-
ject was an extremely rich,
London-based businessman of

Bangladesh. "When his com-
pany secured the contract for
El.lp]]l}'in%l pumpsets for this

project,’ Hartmann and Boyce
report, 'the price tag on the
12 mil-

ﬂumpaets jumped to
on although another company
‘had reportedly offered to pro-
vide them at the World Bank's
original estimate of S9 mil-
lion... In the words of one offi-
cial, the businessman's extra S3
was easler than robbing a
bank,'

Similarly, Lappe and
Collins write about the experi-
ence of some projects in
Bangladesh. "While investigat-
in ¢ Bank-funded rural de-

elopment roject in
Hangi)adcsh. we learnt that ru-
ral work projects designed to
maximise local labour input
had been diverted from the lo-
cal rural workers committee by
rich contractors. These con-
tractors, usin
sive methods, built roads and
markets quickly and shoddily
but quite lucratively for them-
selves. World Bank internal re-
ports disclosed that recently
completed market places were
in deplorable conditions and
that the newly built roads were
already partially washed away.'

The Wall Street Journal re-
ported on 10 November 1977
that '(in Indonesia) it is author-
itatively estimated that 10to 15
per cent of the total outlay on
Bank-financed pru{ects
(running at over $500 million a

ear) is dissipated through
eakage.' Lappe and Collins

ointed out that the land re-
orms promoted by aid agencies
are generally pretentious and
do not bring any real benefit to
the poor.

In fact, these reforms can
have the effect of strengthenin
the position of an enclave o
better-off producers, at the cost
of fnrﬂstaﬁing possibilities for
a more sweeping reform moti-
vated by an organised peasan
and benefiting an entire rura
population.

— Third World Network
i Features

The author, based in New
Delhi, is editor of News from
Fields and Slums {(NFS], an al-
ternative media effort -:}[fering
an insight into issues of rele-
vance to the grassroots in India.
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More Than Mere Glamour

by Sam Tanenhaus

John Kennedy Jr. was granted no choice at all. It was
with heroism, and he deserves our gratitude

siardem from the beginning. But ke never confused it

for doing his best to make sure we understood the difference, too.

OW that the assessiments
i N ol John F, Kennedy Jr.'s
short lite have begun. the
genceral iimpression seems 1o be
that his importance had more
to do with his good looks. his
glamorous aura and his good
nature than with any
particular «contlribution he
madle Lo American politics or
society. But that would be a
misreading ot who he was.
Certainly, as an adult he strug-
gled to lind himsell.
Although he had an early in-
. terest fui acting. he drifted to
law schoel and a short tenure in
the Manhattan prosecutor's of-
fice, where he was well liked but
hardly stood out. 'I'm  clearly
not i major legal penius.” Mr.
Kennedy cheerfully admitted
alter twice lailing the bar exam
while the tabloids crowed over

the "Hunk Who Fhanlked.”
I PRRS he attemptled his
lirst sustained venture when he

tounided George. the glossy po-
litical suagazing. But when the
lirst issue appeared, with Cindy
Crawforcd on lhe cover dressed

......
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tude, that there is a shadow side

to all this political lun: He had .

grown._up being trailed by
oecrel Service agents.

No one knew better than he
that democracys entertain-
nients can guickly become dis-
turbing spectacles. Many have
praised his ongoing interest in
politics. But the public service
he gravitated toward was chari-
table and nonpolitical and
done behind the scenes. Like
Princess Diana, with whom he
apparently felt a kinship, Mr.
Kennedy was especially drawvn
to the plight ol have-nots and
outcasts, Reaching Up, the non-
profit group he headed for a

decade, helped train people who

work with the mentally re-
tarded. It is hard not to think
thiat some part of him must
have hated politics. Perhaﬁs
this was why George. thoug

Mr.. Kennedy described it as a
vehicle for raising civic aware-
ness. did best when it niade
sport of politics-and political
figures and of the pundits who
have become celebrities in

General MAG Osmany, first C-in-C of Bangladesh Army with
Ashok Sarkar of the Ananda Bazar Patrika, Calcutta at a
reception. )

Che Duiily Star 5

Bangladesh edition).

1973: Beginnings of
Disillusion

advisers of Mrs. Gandhi like D P Dhar had anticipated this

prospect of Bangladesh trying to distance itself from India
under the new leadership of Mujibur Rahman. D P Dhar was not
in favour of returning Lo Pakistan its territory in the discussions
preceding the summit at Shimla. He was not in favour of
releasing all the Pakistani prisoners of war. He felt that
Bangladesh should be encouraged to go ahead with war crime

IT must be mentioned in parenthesis that some of the senior

trials ol Pakislani officers. Dhar's assessment was that the -

tension and bitterness that these steps would generate would
ensure that there would be no early rapprochment between
Pakistan and Bangladesh. He also wanted the Indo-Bangladesh
treatv of peace and friendship to be backed up by additional
agreements on political, defence and economic cooperation in
specilic terms. As far as | recall, PN Haksar and Sardar Swaran
Singh held a different view, They felt that there was no point in
sirneturing a relationship with Bangladesh with purely Indo-
cenlric motivations; especially if such a relationship were to be
crealed through only Indian pursuasion. They felt that after
having achieved liberation Bangladesh on its own should decide
whatl equations it should have with important countries in Asia
and with other important powers of the world. They also thought
that keeping Pakistani prisoners of war for a long period in India
wotlld be a costly proposition; not only in terms of expenditure
bul even in political terms. There was no logic in adding to the
perennial  bilterness which characterised Indo-Pakistan
relations. For the same reason they were also opposed to India
advocating holding of any war crime trial. They felt that
Bangladesh should take the decision on this issue entirely on its
OWTY.

This is precisely what Bangladesh did. Sheikh Muijibur
Rahmian and his close advisers were not unaware of these
undercurrents in India's foreign policy. In any case, fissures
began to appear in Indo-Bangladesh relations by the first quarter
ol 1973 They accentuated to critical levels in 1974, but that is
another story.

The houevinoon phase of Indo-Bangladesh relations came to

an_end by the spring of 1973, The symptoms which confirmed
this were certain leaders of the Awami League, such as
Khondakar Mushtag Ahmed, questioning India's motivations in

Lryving fo be of economic and security assistance to Bangladesh.
These elements promoted ‘the view that India's primary

motivation for supporting the Bangladesh liberation war was its
own strategdic interests (correct!), which was limited to the break-
up of Pakistan (not correct!). They went on to assert that India's
extensive econommic assistance to Bangladesh in 1972 was part of
the same game plan with the ultimate motive of dominating
Bangladesh. They advocated that Ea:ﬂgladesh should restore
relalions with Pakistan, China and the United States and the oil-
rich countries of the Gulf, emé)hasisin that such diversification
ol its foreign relations would neutralise India's domineering
influence. Certain sections of the Bangladesh media joined in
this campaign with political commentaries and editorials.
Parallel to Lhis, the absorption of pro-Pakistani Bangladeshis
helonging fo the old Pakistan civil service into the central
administration ol Bangladesh resulted in an insidious campaign
aimrd to create hurdles in the implementation of programmes
ard projects ol bilateral cooperation between India and
Bangladesh.

Some policy decisions of India gave a handle to those in
Barngladesh wim were opposed to close bilateral relations and
were seeking confirmation of the validity of their position, India
nnot returning to Bangladesh all the military equipment captured
from the Pakistani army, the delay in handing over the
territorial enclaves belonging to -Bangladesh, and a certain
freecdlomn given to businessmen from West Bengal to establish

_contacts with the private sector in Bangladesh were all

“material to swamp the Bangladesh mar

through exclusive
publisher of its

:

Part-I11

interpreled as parts of India's negative and hidden agenda on
Bangladesh. This criticism of India found expression in an
undercurrent of propaganda against some members of the
Mujibur Rahman Cahinet who had been members of the
Mujibnagar Government during the liberation war. The
Frn;_m;{anda averred that these ministers were functioning as
ndian agents. Finance Minister Tajuddin Ahmed was a particu-
lar targel of this criticism. The delay in handing over of the Teen
Bigha corridor to Bangladesh due (o legal, procedural. political
and constitulional difficulties which India had to face (the
corridor was ultimately handed over to Bangladesh in May 1992)
was inlerpreted as a manifestation of India‘s approach of territo-
rial aggrandisement.

Another issue of .contention was. the Joint rives Commission,
sel up to resolve the issue of sharing Ganga waters. It got bogged
down because its Bangladeshi cochairman decided to take a
negotiating stance which was exactly that of Pakistan belore the
liberation of Bangladesh. India suggested a joint physical survey
of water flows on the basis of which water resources could be
apportioned taking into account the actual water requirements of
Bangladesh during the lean season spread over between six weeks
to two months. But the Bangladesh delegation shot this proposal
down and stuck to demands based on some absolute figures
inherited  from the Pakistani days claiming 55.000 to 60,000
cusers of water below the Faraﬁka Barrage regardless of the
actual volume of water flows at Farakka, When it was suggested
Lhat India and Bangladesh might jointly explore the possibilities
ol Aaudiienting the water flows in the (Ganga below the Farakka

through other means and by tapping other rivers. the Bangladesh
side was reluctant even to undertake a feasibilit study.

India had given, as mentioned in an earlier chapter, two
Fokker Friendship aircraft and a couple of cargo ships to
Barngladesh to establish its airlines and shipping lines. In 1973
there was politically inspired eriticism that India had given sub.
standard aircraft and ships and had forced Bangladesh to make
financial commitments to pay for them. The suggestion was that
this prevented Bangladesh from obtaining superior aireraft and
ships {rom other countries. The ships were in particular focus in
this controversy. There were breakdowns in the operation of
these ships not because they were delivered in a bad condition but
because of lack of trained manpower in Bangladesh who were to
maintain these vessels. Mechanical failures in these ships were
interpreted as a 'part of India's plans to make Bangladesh ex-
cessively dependent on Indian merchant shipping lines,

Then, there was the controversy relating to textile exports
from India. There was an acute shortage of basic clothing in
Bangladesh. Responding to Bangladesh's requests India agreed to
export large numbers of lungis and sarees to Bangladesh. Put
India was accused of deliberately sending sub-standard and bad
et. Some Bangladeshi
critics went to the extent of accusing India of exporting large
numbers of sarees with a view to killing the famed "Dacca Saree
Manufacturing Industry”. This paranoid propaganda reached
ridiculous levels in the second half of 1973 when there was a
sudden shortage of hilsa and river shrimps due to some seasonal
factors. Certain vernacular newspapers indulged in the
speculation that fishing authorities in West Bengal had mixed
some bait or chemicals in the lower reaches of the river systems
which flowed through West Bengal before joining the sea. This
had affected the habitat of ‘all the hilsa fish and shrimps,
depriving Bangladesh of its normal catch. Other issues also

‘ crnppeg ul]_;lr revealing differences of opinion between India and
esh.

Bangla

r’}%e maritime boundary between India and Bangladesh in the
northern reaches of the Bay of Bengal had not been demarcated
before liberation. Bangladesh wanted the trajectory from the
coastline to the sea for determining the maritime boundary in a
manner that would give Bangladesh a larger economic zone in the
coastal seas than what it would get on the accepted principles of
international law for delineating the maritime boundary, There
was also an island called the New Moor island over which bath
India and Bangladesh claimed jurisdiction. The real reason
behind Bangladesh's somewhat exaggerated claims over the
coastal seas was the anticipation that there were off shore oil
reserves in the Bay of Bengal. Bilateral discussions on all these
issues had begun within the institutional framework of joint
mechanisms which Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and Mrs Gandh}
hg?l.:l2 put in place as a follow up of her visit to Dhaka in March
1 :

[ was a participant in the discussions of the Joint Rivers
Commission and on maritime boundary. In retrospect my as-
sessment is that while Bangladesh made the mistake of reverting
to Pakistani negotiating stances in dealing with these issues
Indian reaction, instead of being accnmmudatmg, was too rigid. |
feel that India should have expedited the handing over of the
enclaves to Bangladesh. We should have also taken interim steps
to share the Ganga water on the lines which we. accepted much
later, in 1977-78, and then again in December, 1996. I am also of
the view that India should have delineated the maritime
boundary on the basis of mutual accommodation and assurances
to Bangladesh that if oil was found in the Bay of Bengal, it would
be shared with Bangladesh. A quid pro quo could also have been
discussed for Bangladesh getting oil in exchange of giving India
natural gas of which there were proven reserves in that country.

(Continued)]

Watching Disillusioned Societies

by A Husnain

up as a winking George _ ' . their own right. [t seems some- |
Washigeiton, complete with ; e how emblematic that on a re- o _ ‘ . S
powder@l wig and bare midnift; « 2l cent visit to South Dakota Mr. disillusioned society lutien in sight in New Delhi. But the question which is lusory relief? Nostradamus is

Mr. Kennedy's judgment and
his sericusness seenled suspect
ance again, The criticism grew
louder alter Mr. Bemnedy bared
tihuch ol his own body in the
pages of the magazine. More re-
cently. his high-prolile friend-
ships with the likes of Larry
Flvil  and Mike Tyson ettt
~ soie wondering whether he re-
" iained any respect tor the great
political naine he bore.

But in truth, Mr. Kennedy
_seeins Lo have understood with
unique clarity that he had be-
come an emblem of the new
celebrity polities: Today that
politics is all around us. There
is the starstruck road show iol-

lowing Hillary Rodham
Clinton around New York.
There i 5 [ he current
Presidential race, Al Gore,

we're 1ok, is worried about his
poor showing aniong those who
constitute the "Ally McBeal"
vate — that 1s: among single
young women who stll swoon
over Bill Clinton bul are bored
by Mr. Gore's wonkery and his
wooden demeanor,
7 Meanwhile, Georve W. Bush
is ovitpacing all his Republican
rivills because he's more charni:
ing and relaxed than they are.
more “hul.” which is another
way ol saying that Mr. Bush

would lare best on MTV.
Politics was not always so triv-
il o business, To wateh the
Presidential television debales
of 1860, the greal media event

ol their day. is toamarvel at the
seriotsiess of the sabjects -
dressed by the swavery crown-

up candidates, John F. Kennedy
atld Richiard M. Nixon. Should
the United States mount an as-
saull against Fidel Castro? Fiad
we allowed the Soviels to create
a mnissile gap” that gave them a
nuclear advantage? Just how
mariy millions ol Amnericans
were impoverished and under-
nourished? :
Mr. Kennedy came out
ahead. according to conven-
tional wisdom., because he was
more telegenic than his oppo-
nent. Bul that mattered only
beeause he held his own on the

WASHINGTON: The picture dated May 1, 1999 shows John F.
Kennedy Jr. and his wife Carolyn Bissette.

judgment of

— AFP photo

issues. Today's politics is far

- different, and for John Kennedy

Jr. what may have heen most
telling is how many years he let
7o by withoul seeking elective
office. After his poised and
polished performance ai the
1988 Democratic convention., it
was widely assunied he would
enter politics. ;
The opportunity was there
— for instance, his name was
mentioned when New York's
Daniel Palrick Moynihan de-
cided nol Lo seek re-election to
the Senate. But Mr. Kennedy
held back. "A public career is —
it's a lot to bite off. And you bet-
ler be ready for it,"” he said when
asked about the attractions of
political life. These were not
Lthe words of a naif but the wary
someone who
knew, with harrowing exacti-

Kennedy wanted to rappel down
Mount Rushmore (a request
denied by park  officials):
rather than trying to scale the
heights of elective politics, he
was nore like a child thumbing
his nose at it.

In the final volume of his
memoirs Henry Kissinger reck-

ons the cost Camelot exacted

from all Presidents who fol-
lowed. "John F. Kennedy's
Presidency was too brief to re-
quire him to choose between
heroism and stardom, or even
Lo be conscious of the choice.”
Mr. Kissinger wrote. "Kennedy
was able to practice both
modes, unintentionally mort-
gaging the tenure of his imme-
diate successors who fell prey to
the illusion that no choice
needed to be made."

John Kennedy Jr. was
granted no choice at all. It was
stardom from the beginning.
But he never confused it with
heroism, and he deserves our
gratitude for doing his best to
make sure we understood the
difference, too.

The author. a contributing
editor at Vanity Fair, is the
author of ‘Whittaker Cham-
bers: A Biography.™

This piece appeared in July
20 issue of The New York Times.

A loses its sense of direc-
tion, and is therefore
unpredictable to that extent:
and is also, to the same extent,
dangerous, because sudden
events or movements might
take uncontrollable turns, .
The example of Mescow
[Russia) immediately comes to
mind — the complex process of
changing over {rom commu-
nistg to capitalism: with the
leadership in crisis. Then look
at the Kashmiri people, fighting
a rear-guard action for half a
century, controlled by two
neighbouring countries, ‘who
cannot solve the problem bilat-
erally (now a third party,
US/UN, is being brought in un-
officially behind the scenes].
Iran is showing some symp-
toms, judging from the western
media reports (why the Islamic

world could not yet set up its.

owrl international news service,
initiated by the OIC. a moth-
eaten institution which prefers
to do nothing crisis after eri-
sis?).

Indonesia is in ferment after
controlled regimes ran the
country for half a century. The
Tamil Sri Lankans can't make
ug their minds; or have they?
The NE Indian states are in
turmoil for decades, with no sd-

The emerging African nations
are still sorting it out — the
price of freedom is heavy. Iraq
is suffering the Jews' pound of
flesh. Persian and Arabic do
not mix. The fear ol religion is
ruling the world: aflter Chris-
tianity. what?

The Bangladesh society ma
be classified as passing throu
a severe dose ol disillusion-

~ment. Can'y gel our bearin

right. The politicians are sti
fighting over Lhe future image
or reality of Bangladesh, and
the poor people are confused,
and see no end of the debate and
conflicts, as the politicians fail
to reach a consensus on the ba-
sics (do we know clearly what is
the basic poal?).

A morbid society is like a
hang-over, or a lump of cancer,

which distracts attention from-

forward-looking national pro-
grammes and projects. Now a

‘Dhaka cholo’ [converge orr

Dhaka] agitational mass march
is being planned by the com-
bined Opposition from Nov 7.
with non-stop hartal, till the
fall of the regime within this
century, so as to slart the mil-
lennium with a clean slate.

_This is stark realily. what could

e more cruel for a hunch-
backed society?

agitating the public mind and
the non-politicians is whether
the politicians can provide a so-
lution. Bangladesh's stalemate
might have some technical sim-
ilarity with the Kashmir issue,
in the sense that the former
case could not be solved for
neary thirty years.

Another depressing aspect of
the malignant carbuncle is that
the 'meutral' intellectuals are
divided politically; and the re-
sult is that there is no third
force to put pressure on the
politicians, as the latter have
their own axes to grind, and are
taking advantage of the situa-
tion. There is a third spanner
within the spokes: the cult of
personality led by the relatipns
of charismatic leaders. In other
words, the dynasty rule is

. Playing havoc with a spineless

nation.

These are not new aspects of
analysis. The younger politi-
cians are aware of the forces at
Elay, and it remains to be seen

ow long their patience will
hold out. Already splinter
groups are making noises. The
outcome will be revolutionary,
after the point of no-return.
]3.':11,ng!e:ur:lnz:s'l%rj is sitting on the tip
of a volcano,

Where to seek temporary il-

in the news with his arcane
predictions made centuries ago.
One former British Prime Min-
ister (James Callaghan] pro-
posed a political forecasting
tool: major political changes
occur aﬁ]er an average of 30
years. Applied to Bangladesh,
the next important change may
be in 1971+30=2001 . The
date on the other side, 194],
11971 minus 30), is also impor-
‘tant: did it have something to
do with the famous Lahore Res-
olution which germinated Pak-
istan? Numerolo provides
another data: 1999 is one, the
beginning of a new phase,
Hazrat Nizamuddin Awlia [RA]
predicted about 800 years ago
that the World War II' would
start- 21 vyears after WW-I; .
British Incﬁa would be parti-

tioned [in 1947]; and the time
for natural calamities and
plague is near; the decline of the
West and the ultimate rise of
Islam; and gloomy news about
Japan and England. Pes-
simistic or optimistic? Take

your choice.

Who are going to save
Bangladesh: &1& politicians, _
fate, or the greenhouse effett?™
To guess the answer, the waiting -
period is not too long. ’
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