
AFEW years ago I asked a 
question: How do we shame 
the shameless?  The feed-

back overwhelmingly indicated that 
I was considered to be naive, and I 
was the butt of much laughter. 

Yesterday I received by courier 
three bound files of papers with a 
covering letter purportedly from 
'WAPDA Officers (For good manage-
ment)'. The writers conveyed to me 
their salaams and told me that they 
had never imagined that I could be 
so naive as to imagine that General 
Pervez Musharraf and his men 
know nothing about the present 
high level corruption, which I 
maintained was drastically reduced. 
They also put it down to the ageing 
process, or to the desire to believe in 
someone, that I was under the 
impression that corruption at the 
lower levels had been somewhat 
reduced. They were sending me 
three volumes of documents 'pains-
takingly put together' which they 
suggested I study as the contents 
may change my opinion.  This also 
would be material for one of my 
columns. The closing exhortation: 
"May you live long to see Jinnah's 
Pakistan once again." 

Now, as would have said my late 
lamented old counsel, Dingomal 
Ramchandani, who, when the true 
history of Pakistan is written, may 
warrant more than just a footnote: 
Lo and behold! The honest officers 
of WAPDA have not signed their 
letter, or identified themselves. 
Shame? 

Why and how is it that we have 
leaders who have no concept of 
apology or atonement for their 
conduct? Take Jungle ke Badshah 
Bill Clinton, who, two days before he 
relinquished the most powerful 
office in the world, made the follow-
ing statement: "I tried to walk a fine 

line in between acting lawfully and 
testifying falsely, but I now recog-
nize that I did not fully accomplish 
this goal and that certain of my 
responses to questions about Ms 
Lewinsky were false. I have apolo-
gized for my conduct and I have 
done my best to atone for it with my 
family, my administration, and the 
American people." 

Our tin-pot Napoleons who have 
lied through their rotten teeth, 
robbed like rabbits on a spree, 
fleeced the nation and left it on its 
knees, are incapable of bringing 
themselves to make similar state-
ments, to hide their heads in shame, 
and quietly disappear for ever from 
the national scene, rather than 
getting themselves arrested, jailed, 
pardoned, exiled, or having been 
convicted of corruption, allowed to 
tramp the free world making 
speeches unfavourable to their 
country to whatever forum beckons 
them? This might allow the country 
to make some progress. One of the 
multifarious tragedies of Pakistan is 
that it is a nation bereft of men or 
institutions to whom and to which 
the people can look up with any 
modicum of trust or respect. Let us 
start with former president of the 
republic, the obstinate, uncompro-
mising, grim Ghulam Ishaq Khan, 
who, one could take a risk and say, 
was not personally financially cor-
rupt. But one cannot say with full 
certainty that he was not as, whilst 

in office, he allowed an open field to 
his two sons-in-law, Anwar Saifullah 
and Irfan Marwat, to abuse the 
national wealth and the people. 

Ghulam Ishaq did right by dis-
missing Benazir Bhutto in 1990 on 
completion of her first round, 
together with her highly corrupt 
government. But then to ensure his 
own survival as head of state he 
imposed on Sindh as its caretaker 
chief minister no less a man than 
Jam Sadiq Ali, knowing fully well 
who and what he was and exactly 
what were his capabilities. 

His mission in 1990 was to bring 
in Nawaz Sharif as prime minister, 
which he successfully did. His 
mission in 1993 was to dismiss 
Nawaz and his highly corrupt gov-
ernment. Having done that, he 
demeaned himself by collaborating 
with the same Benazir whom he had 
thrown out and for whom on many 
an occasion he had expressed his 
utter and absolute contempt. His 
mission was then to bring her back 
and whilst he was doing so he fur-
ther demeaned himself by agreeing 
to include in his caretaker cabinet 
her disgraced and famously corrupt 
husband, Asif Zardari. Thereafter 
things went awry. A malleable 
Supreme Court brought Nawaz 
back and then a firm chief of army 
staff threw out both Ishaq and 
Nawaz. 

Ghulam Ishaq is back in the news 
once more. Our world famous gold-

medal bedecked nuclear scientist, 
Abdul Qadeer Khan, has collected 
money from the people or collected 
from other monies to which he has 
access, to build within the grounds 
of the GIK University a mausoleum 
in which GIK will be put to rest 
when his time on earth runs out. 
Over Rs.5 million has been spent on 
this university project. Not believing 
what I had heard, I asked my friend, 
suspended speaker Ilahi Bakhsh 
Soomro, a great supporter of GIK 
and now rector of the GIK U, 
whether there was any truth in it.  
He admitted that there was; the 
mausoleum stands on a hilltop for 
all to see and admire. I suggested to 
Ilahi Bakhsh that he advise GIK not 
to make a fool of himself and not 
allow himself to be so degraded. 
Whether Ilahi Bakhsh can bring 
himself to do this is questionable. 
My friend is flip-flopping, hoping 
finally to be the prime minister of 
Pakistan - and he may turn out to be 
a good one. 

Back in time to Zulfikar Ali 
Bhutto. Aspiring politicians all over 
the world, even in sanctimonious 
Great Britain, wield flattery as a 
powerful weapon with which to 
worm their way upwards. For 
instance, as Richard Crossman, 
Labour MP and a Wykhemist to 
boot, used to say, "The way to 
become a minister is either to lick 
the arses of the leadership or kick 
them in the political goolies." (This 

was quoted by Dalyell's biography of 
Crossman.) Few can be more adept 
at the art of flattery than was ZAB. 

Rising young star ZAB in 1958 
wrote a letter to President Iskander 
Mirza, by whom he had been sent as 
chairman of a delegation to the UN 
Conference on the Law of the Sea 
held at Geneva: "I would like to take 
this opportunity to reassure you of 
my imperishable and devoted loyalty 
to you. Exactly four months before 
the death of my late father, he had 
advised me to remain steadfastly 
loyal to you, as you were not an 
individual but an institution'. 

"For the greater good of my coun-
try, I feel that your services to Paki-
stan are indispensable. When the 
history of our country is written by 
objective historians your name will 
be placed before that of even Mr 
Jinnah. Sir, I say this because I 
mean it and not because you are the 
president of my country." 

It worked. When Iskander and 
Ayub took over on October 7, 1958, 
Zulfikar was sworn in as a full-
fledged minister in the first martial 
law cabinet. 

Being a thoroughbred political 
animal, flip-floppy and of little 
character, he realized where power 
lay and, despite the fact that it was 
Iskander who was responsible for 
his rise, stayed on with Ayub Khan 
after Iskander was deposed and sent 
into exile. He ingratiated himself to 
such an extent that Ayub fondly 

referred to him as his fifth son. 
In 1976, in the fifth year of his 

rule over what was left of Pakistan, 
in a note to the chief of army staff on 
the subject of 'the elevation of 
General Ayub to the rank of Field 
Marshal', he claimed full credit for 
the master-stroke. In 1959, Ayub 
was apparently worried about the 
intrigues and ambitions of certain of 
his generals. It was ZAB who then 
advised, 'rather cynically' he said in 
his note, that since it was essential 
that Ayub be 'head and shoulders 
above the others' he should elevate 
his rank to that of Field Marshal, 
which Ayub Khan did soon after. 
Proudly he wrote "I am therefore the 
hero of Ayub Khan's valorous bat-
tles. Of course, the object of this 
note is not to dismantle the man. 
Some of us can still refer to him with 
respect. I am only setting the record 
straight." Hypocrite? 

All of this is rather horrid and 
disgusting. 

Now to business at hand. We are 
in deep mire and sinking deeper by 
the day. The photographs of our sole 
allies - blind, hooded, armed, hir-
sute, fierce - carried in the press are 
enough to frighten even those with 
the strongest of nerves. No one who 
wishes to live in peace and prosper-
ity will consider investing in our 
country. Without keeping our allies 
well under wraps, or disassociating 
ourselves from them, and then 
reviving the economy we will get 
nowhere. The main news emanat-
ing from and about this country 
concerns Kashmir, terrorists, 
Shariah laws, interest-free banking, 
karo-kari, blasphemy laws - which is 
all rather deflating and discourag-
ing.  Kashmir and all that goes with 
it should be relegated to the back-
burner until we can pull ourselves 
up. 
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Founder-Editor : Late S.M. Ali

Dhaka, Monday, January 22, 2001

To the Editor …

THE Syria-sponsored Hizb 
Allah guerilla activities in 
southern Lebanon and 

beyond had already been the most 
likely catalyst for a conflict in the 
region. Later the danger also of the 
Palestinian Intifada Alaqsa escalat-
ing  into a wider conflict existed 
from the beginning. The recent 
Iraqi force movements towards the 
borders of Jordan, Syria and Saudi 
Arabia could as well spark a confla-
gration engulfing whole of Middle 
East in its flame. There seems to be 
a consensus now among the intelli-
gence services of Israel, the United 
States, Russia and several Arab 
states that the Middle East is rapidly 
and inexorably moving towards a 
regional war. While the latest devel-
opments in Middle East led Israeli 
military and intelligence leaders to 
establish a de facto unified wartime 
high command with the tacit sup-
port of Israeli political leaders, the 
neighbouring Arab countries are 
awash with militancy, a posture not 
seen since the populist hysteria on 
the eve of the 1967 six-day war.

At the core of this development is 
the cumulative impact of a under-
standing between two longtime 
allies  Iraqi President Saddam 
Hussain and Palestinian Authority 
(PA) President Yassir Arafat  to 
bring about the destruction of what 
they perceive to be a weak and 
vulnerable Israel. Added to this are 
the desires of Egyptian President 
Hosni Mubarak to exploit the cur-
rent Middle East  crisis in order not 
only to empower himself as the 
regional leader, but also, some 
analysts believe, to empower his 
son, Gamal, as his heir to the Egyp-
tian leadership. 

A major threshold in this direc-

tion was crossed in early November 
last year with a significant change in 
the policy of Saudi Arabia. Formally, 
Riyadh only changed its posture vis-
a-vis Iraq but this change has 
affected the whole region in more 
than one way. Saudi Arabia has now 
opened its border with Iraq and 
begun a process of normalisation 
with Baghdad. The change was the 
result of recent movement of Iraqi 
armed forces near Saudi and Jor-
dan-Syrian borders. Because of the 
US and Israeli 'red lines' the Iraqi 
force movement threatened to place 
Saudi Arabia in a tacit alliance with 
the US and Israel  an untenable 
position to Riyadh. The only way for 
Saudi Arabia to neutralise the threat 
was through a sudden rapproche-
ment with Saddam. Riyadh's move 
was capped by Cairo's decision to 
renew full diplomatic relations with 
Baghdad in the name of Arab unity 
at a time of crisis. Consequently the 
Arabs are now provided with two 
major advantages in their prepara-
tions for war. One, there would be 
no US military intervention from 
the bases in Saudi Arabia and sec-
ondly there can be an effective oil 
embargo if the Arabs want to use it 
as a weapon during a regional erup-
tion.

Since late October, 2000 the 
Israeli National Security has been 
increasingly over the prospect of a 
regional war. An eerie uncertainty 
with regards to the future of the 

peace process led Israeli military 
leaders and intelligence experts to 
undertake a war like preparations 
and the security leadership decided 
to pull together all the resources for 
both a major escalation of Intifada 
and an anticipated regional war 
dominated by Syria, Iraq and Egypt. 
The IDF (Israeli Defence Force) 
high command worried over its 
battered operational readiness 

resulting from Barak's deep budget 
cut was convinced that Israel would 
require massive US air lift to fight a 
lengthy war. As a result the newly 
established unified wartime high 
command invited its US counter-
part for a major informal discussion 
at the resort town of Eilat in early 
November last year to review and 
compare their regional threat 
assessment. From the meeting 
there emerged a consensus that the 
imminent threat to Israel was  a 
combination of long range missile 
attacks from Iran and Iraq with the 
prospect of a regional war involving 
all of Israel's neighbours irrespec-
tive of the signing of the peace 

agreement with Israel by some of 
them.

On November 5, 2000 Israeli 
General Staff and the chiefs of the 
Mossad and Shin-Bet made a joint 
presentation in Israeli cabinet 
meeting challenging the validity of 
the government's reading of the 
current situation and particularly 
the likelihood of the revival of the 
peace process. On the contrary they 

projected their position as the first 
outward manifestation of the de 
facto unified wartime high com-
mand. The cabinet tacitly accepted 
this development because of its 
expediency. Ehud Barak would thus 
formally continue pursuing his 
peace process and avoid any formal 
alliance with Ariel Sharon while 
Israel's National Security profes-
sionals proceed with the prepara-
tions for war.

On November 7, 2000 the IDF 
Chief General Shaul Mofaz led a 
group of senior intelligence officers 
to the Knesset Foreign Affairs and 
Defence Committee in order to 
warn it of an impending war and ask 

for the additional budget and per-
mission to adopt other measures. 
According to General Mofaz and his 
staff the likelihood of a full-scale 
regional conflict is now greater than 
it has been anytime in the past. Syria 
is willing to go to war with Israel if its 
interest in Lebanon are damaged 
and is  convinced that it could win 
such a war. While Iran is working 
behind the scene to bring about a 
regional escalation the Palestinians 
and their allies are pushing for 
regime changes by overthrowing 
moderate Arab governments partic-
ularly where the Palestinians are in 
significant numbers. 

The new Israeli intelligence 
assessment of the common interests 
of Saddam Hussain and Yassir 
Arafat is rather revealing. According 
to the analysts close to both leaders, 
both interpret the indecisive Israeli 
policy as vulnerability, and therefore 
a unique chance not only to take on 
Israel but also avenge the 'past sins' 
of Arab rulers against both Iraq and 
PLO. President Saddam reportedly 
envisages a Ba'athist empire in 
Iraq's adjoining territories while a 
desperate Yassir Arafat dreams of a 
greater Palestine carved out of the 
parts of Israel, Jordan, Lebanon and 
Sinai  the areas dominated by  
radical Muslims and the Palestin-
ians. In the meantime the Iranians 
and Syrians consider the current 
conflict as an opportunity to change 
the regional balance of power in 

their favour.
In any future conflagration the 

role of Egypt would however be 
crucial because of its powerful US-
equipped Armed Forces. Tradition-
ally Egypt is unavoidably a party to 
any Arab issue of consequence 
whether in peace or war. Given the 
incitement of the Egyptian popula-
tion, it must participate in any Jihad 
or risk a popular or military uprising. 
President Hosni Mubarak is 
believed by analysts to want to use 
the impending crisis to get the 
Egypt's military establishment to 
empower his son, Gamal, as the 
country's next president. Mubarak 
is reportedly convinced that after 
the war neither Saddam nor Arafat 
will be accepted as all-Arab leaders 
by the rest of the world. Conse-
quently Egypt would be able to step 
in as regional leader which would 
subsequently rehabilitate post war 
Arab world by rebuilding bridges to 
the west.

So at the core of the dangerous 
situation in the Middle East are the 
peculiar sets of interest of all key 
players in the region. All of them 
appear to be convinced that they 
could benefit from a conflagration 
involving other armies and leaders. 
On top of this there are myriad 
terrorist organisations and  move-
ments ready and willing to provide 
the provocation to start the war. The 
pace of slide towards war was indeed 
accelerating from early November 
when both Arafat and Saddam 
moved to exploit as much as possible 
the Qatar Summit of the Organisa-
tion of Islamic Conference (OIC) in 
order to mobilise the entire Arab 
world to support the war. It is now to 
be seen how and when exactly the 
final hour would, if at all, be struck. 

Middle East Sliding Towards War? 
There are myriad terrorist organisations and  movements ready and willing to provide the provocation to start 

the war. The pace of slide towards war was indeed accelerating from early November when both Arafat and 
Saddam moved to exploit as much as possible the Qatar Summit of the Organisation of Islamic Conference 

(OIC) in order to mobilise the entire Arab world to support the war. It is now to be seen how and when exactly 
the final hour would, if at all, be struck. 

President Clinton made a trip to this region early last year and sought to persuade India and Pakistan on the 
need for dialogue for reduction of tensions in the area. He, however, did not succeed much. Clinton described 

South Asia as a major international flashpoint because of acquisition of nuclear weapons in the region. It 
remains to be seen how the new administration deals with the tension-ridden populous region as a part of its 

avowed policy to promote peace across the globe.

We are in deep mire and sinking deeper by the day. The photographs of our sole allies -- blind, hooded, armed, 
hirsute, fierce -- carried in the press are enough to frighten even those with the strongest of nerves. No one 
who wishes to live in peace and prosperity will consider investing in our country. Without keeping our allies 

well under wraps, or disassociating ourselves from them, and then reviving the economy we will get nowhere.

ON Saturday, January 20 
George W Bush took over as 
the 43rd president of the 

United States of America. Curtain 
was rung down on the eight-year 
old Clinton era  which will cer-
tainly be embedded as one of the 
most interesting and eventful in 
the saga of the Americans. Inter-
esting because his second tenure 
was replete with such unbelievable 
sequences that he was about to lose 
his presidency over personal scan-
dals and then just before relin-
quishing the charges dramatic 
events surrounded the election to 
the American presidency. 

Never before in the long demo-
cratic history of the United States 
an election has been so much 
controversial in the sense that it 
took long 34 days after the voting to 
determine who won the highest 
office of the nation and that too 
through the intervention of the 
highest court of the country which 
also gave a split judgement on the 
issue favouring George W Bush. 
Clinton's personal matters rocked 
the Americans midway through his 
second term and there is hardly 
any parallel to such a romantic but 
dangerously overbearing penchant 
on part of a president who was 
impeached for misdemeanours 
and was about to be thrown out of 
the office but for the lack of 
approval at the Senate due to 
shortage of majority. Clinton was 
criticised and even condemned by 
most Americans and also abroad 
but once he received the reprieve 
he bounced back with greater 
aplomb and was now at the almost 

zenith of his popularity when he 
laid down the office on January 20.

An emotional William Jefferson 
Clinton or Bill Clinton was almost 
on the brink of tears as he spoke in 
the final moments of his tenure as 
the president of the current world's 
only superpower. The era was 
marked by melodramatic events at 
times bringing into question the 
moral turpitude of the chief execu-
tive of the most powerful nation 
but it also saw enormous dyna-
mism of the president of the 
United States who not only spared 
no efforts to give the Americans a 
good economy along with a sense of 
pride but also remained deeply 
entrenched in the international 
scene mainly in quest of resolution 
of the intractable conflicts. He was 
active almost tirelessly till the last 
day in the office for a settlement of 
the Middle East crisis and his 
seemingly inexhaustible energy 
nearly brought the crisis to a solu-
tion which is obviously very tough 
because of the complex nature of 
the tangle. Israeli foreign minister 
remarked on January 19 that his 
country and the Palestinians were 
close to peace than ever before. 
Whether a deal can be struck or 
not may still remain uncertain but 
there is no denying the fact that 
two sides were close to a peace deal 
as the outcome of commendable 

efforts of Bill Clinton.
He not only tried his best to see 

that the two warring sides narrow 
their differences through bilateral 
discussions but also employed 
everything possible under his 
possession to wield considerable 
pressures on both. In the interna-

tional arena, Bill Clinton's perfor-
mance is evidently a mixture of 
successes and failures but the 
success weighs heavily and the 
vexed Middle East crisis is a testi-
m o n y  t o  h i s  u n r e m i t t i n g  
endeavour to solve international 
conflicts. He called his era as "great 
American renewal" in his last 
official televised address pro-
foundly thanking the American 
people for giving him two term 
opportunities to serve them. He 
touted his tenure's unprecedented 
economic growth with 22 million 
new jobs, the lowest unemploy-
ment in 30 years, and record home 
ownership, as well as health care 
and education initiatives and sharp 

drop in crime rate.
Indeed, Bill Clinton would be 

remembered in the United States 
as one of the successful chief 
executives as far as his perfor-
mance is concerned.  New presi-
dent George Bush's first problem 
obviously is to rise past the "suc-

cessful" image of the past president 
which is apparently monumental. 
This success story was largely 
responsible for the good showing by 
defeated presidential candidate Al 
Gore who was vice president dur-
ing the two tenures of Clinton. He 
won more popular votes than his 
rival but lost the race because of 
complex electoral system of the 
United States. Many feel Gore 
remains the real winner in the 
elections. 

Bush has to start his task as the 
president with a "image problem" 
because he received less votes of 
the Americans than his rival did 
but won the White House because 
of a system that paradoxically 

helped him. The legal battle that 
ranged from Florida state lower 
courts to federal Supreme Court 
finally favoured him. Bush moved 
to the White House with his wife 
Laura and twin daughters Jenna 
and Barbara for a stay that prom-
ises to be less turbulent than his 
predecessor's.

During the presidential cam-
paign, Bush repeatedly said that he 
wants to "restore" the dignity of the 
White House. The catch phrase 
was clearly meaning Oval office 
encounters between Clinton and 
the White House intern Monica 
Lewnisky. Bush could swipe at 
Clinton on latter's personal affair 
but could seldom dig at his perfor-
mance. Bush has to face the stark 
reality of effective governance. And 
this applies for both domestic and 
international affairs. Bush too does 
not have a spotless past as it was 
disclosed before the elections that 
once he was caught for driving in 
drunken condition and the licence 
was cancelled. However, he repeat-
edly mentions about commitment 
to family life. 

Bush faces a daunting task at 
home to retain the economic 
progress of the past administration 
but he has an efficient and experi-
enced team that should ably walk 
past the problems and demonstrate 
zeal to the American people. In the 

world affairs, Bush is relatively new 
having been Governor of Texas 
state and no exposure as such in 
the international matters. But his 
team comprises experienced 
persons including the secretary of 
state Colin Powell who have gained 
enormous ability because of their 
involvement in the administration 
of Bush senior  the father of new 
president before Bill Clinton. 

In Asia, many countries wel-
comed the Bush administration 
but there is also an impression that 
the new president may be a hard-
liner towards China because of his 
pro-Taiwan policy and can also be a 
bit hawkish towards Iraq. But it is 
also being predicted that nothing 
will be done in haste so as to create 
new tensions making departure 
from the past accomplishments. 
The Middle East situation is also 
being closely watched. 

For South Asia, the policy of the 
Bush presidency will be monitored 
from the beginning. A separate 
South Asian bureau was already set 
up in the state department. Presi-
dent Clinton made a trip to this 
region early last year and sought to 
persuade India and Pakistan on the 
need for dialogue for reduction of 
tensions in the area. He, however, 
did not succeed much. Clinton 
described South Asia as a major 
international flashpoint because of 
acquisition of nuclear weapons in 
the region. It remains to be seen 
how the new administration deals 
with the tension-ridden populous 
region as a part of its avowed policy 
to promote peace across the globe.

Bush Presidency: Likely Ramifications at Home and Abroad
US Embassy Incident
Sir, Reference, the news item in The Daily Star on December 25, 2000, about 

the death of a local businessman who had gone to the U.S.embassy at Dhaka for 
visa along with his wife. Actually the alleged death took place on  December 19 
when they went to collect their passports from the embassy. The victim's wife has 
alleged at a press briefing that the behaviour of an embassy staff of Chi-
nese/Korean origin was responsible for the death of her husband. The 

culprit is said to have made sarcastic and cynical remarks that led to his death 
by heart failure.

What is appalling is the apparent failure of the embassy staff to even call an 
ambulance so that he could be taken to a hospital quickly. When he was taken to 
a hospital, more than an hour later he was already dead!

If the incident is proved to be true, we would be shocked at the callous behav-
iour of the embassy staff,. This calls for action against the  person(s) responsible. 
It is surprising that we have not heard anything from the embassy in this regard.

A concerned citizen 
Dhaka 

Pork in Ajinomoto 
Sir, It was shocking to read about Ajinomoto stooping so low as to use pork 

enzyme to process its tasting salt (Mono-Sodium Glutamate) product in Indone-
sia, a Muslim state. Without going into the debate whether the end-product is 
pork-free or not, I would think it very natural for sensible Muslims to have 
reacted to the news. And it was justifiable to ask Ajinomoto recall all its products. 
I am now seriously wondering whether the same underhanded technique to 
'reduce costs' was employed in the production of the Aijnomoto products cur-
rently on sale in Bangladesh.

In a country where certain companies gain huge market share just by brand-
ing their soap as 

'halal', it is essential that a detailed investigation be initiated to check out 
Ajinomoto products, in addition to any others that are likely to have been 'con-
taminated' with products of porcine/non-halal origin.

Mahbub Farid 
JP Morgan, 
T o k y o ,  J a p a n

" Preaching to India?" 
Sir, Mr. Rajeev Kumar's letter, " Preaching to India?" ( The Daily Star Friday 

Mailbox December 22,.2000 ) is objectionable in many ways. As an Indian, Mr 
Kumar finds it difficult to accept comments on secularism from the intelligen-
tsia of an Islamic country. One does not wish to "preach" to him about the basics 
of Islam, but he would benefit if he would look to his own religion because every 
religion teaches one to respect other religions, and to refrain from making 
undignified comments. He complained that Bangladesh "does not subscribe to 
the concept of secularism" and it should "improve the plight of minorities". For 
his information, Bangladesh is trying to improve the plight of all the people, not 
only minorities. 

Every country, whether developed or developing, is struggling with commu-
nal problems, to some degree. In a developing country, where education levels 
are low, it is a bitter truth that some people use religion as a weapon. Our earnest 
endeavor is to eradicate the misuse of any religion and the recent court verdict 
on the illegalilty of a fatwa is a case in point. 

One has immense respect for the people of India and believes that Mr Rajeev 
Kumar is an exception, not the rule. We we believe in peace that can only be 
achieved by giving space to all religious people.

Ruchira , 
D h a k a  .

Women's Plight
Sir, Do the women in our country enjoy the same power and 

privileges as men? Compared to men, the socio-economic condi-
tions, rights, status and standard of living of a majority of women in 
our country are much lower and down graded. The population of our 
country is 120 million people and it is almost equally divided between 
men and women. Therefore it is to be wondered to what extent the 
demand of women for direct election as MPs in the Jatiya Sangsad is 
justified?

It is very interesting and surprising that in our male-dominated 
society, the Prime Minister, the Leader of the opposition in the Jatiya 
Sangsad, more than 30 MPs, many renowned lawyers doctors, film 
stars, singes, educatinaists industrialists, business executives, and 
government officers are women.  Why are the majority of women 
being subjected to various types of oppression, suppression, depriva-
tion, want, hunger, disease, illiteracy, injustice and violation of 
human rights?

We would request the 'think tanks' of different political parties to 
sit together and find concretes solution to alleviate the suffering of 
millions of women in our country.

O.H. Kabir
6, Hare Street 
Wari, Dhaka-1203

Shame 
 

Ardeshir Cowasjee  writes from Karachi


	Page 1

