
True spokesman?
In his regular column "Letter from 
America" (May12), Dr. Fakhruddin 
Ahmed wrote: "I admire any Indian 
who puts the interest of India first, 
just as I commend Bangladeshis 
who do the same for their country. 
Where I have a problem is when a 
'Bangladeshi' starts putting the 
interest of India ahead of Bangla-
desh". 

After reading Mustafa Farooq's 
letter ("The truth is out there" May 
18), I realise that there exist such 
'Bangladeshis' right here in Bangla-
desh! 

After reading this letter, a friend's 
immediate reaction was that the 
writer has been severely hit by the 
Indian media blitz. For me, the writer 
has spoken like a true 'spokesman', 
just like HMV. 
Ashfaque Chowdhury 
Banani, Dhaka, on e-mail 

Unsafe  airport road
Thanks to the indifference of the 
government and utter professional 
inefficiency of the police, the Dhaka 
airport road has become unsafe for 
travellers for the last few years.

A large percentage of the voters 
would not vote for the party in power 
just on this count, because adminis-
trative failure of this type is reflected 
in many other public sectors: gang 
violence, corrupt practices, armed 
hold-ups, robbery, toll collection, 
politicisation, and so on.Why is the 
regime so callous even during this 

sensitive period?
A citizen
Dhaka

Election wish list
We are approaching election fever 
in our country and politicians are 
busy giving their usual rhetoric and 
making impossible promises. We, 
the citizens want very basic commit-
ments and a clear plan of how they 
plan to achieve them during their 
tenure.

We don't want the politicians to 
make a manifesto with all our wish 
lists as that would need a magic 
wand. What we need are a few basic 
human demands to be fulfilled so 
that we could live as decent human 
beings.

We want security of life and that 
means getting the law and order 
situation in order. We don't want to 
hear who did what but how the 
elected representatives will reor-
ganise the law enforcement force so 
that they are better equipped, better 
paid, fed and would have the author-
ity to bring to book the criminals, no 
matter who they are. 

We want clean air and stern 
environmental control so that stern 
action can be taken against the 
polluters. We want our children to 
get the best education in line with 
the rest of the world so that in the 
world of 'globalisation' they are not 
left out of the job market. We want 
business to be competitive and not 
state sponsored. We want patrio-
tism not as a speech but in action. 
We want public servants and politi-

cians to be working for us and with 
us but not us becoming hostage to 
their power play. Last but not the 
least, the basic 'human rights' 
recognised by the UN Charter 
should be applicable to all citizens of 
this nation

Am I asking for too much?
Akku Chowdhury 
Banani, Dhaka, on e-mail 

On Palestine
I have gone through, the article by 
M. Shafiullah on Palestinians, 
Biharis and Kashmiris (April19). I 
would like to state that this article 
contains a lot of inaccuracies. 

For the readers let me reproduce 
the exact words of the Lahore 
Resolution adopted on 23 March 
1940. This  resolution is commonly 
known as the Pakistan Resolution 
although the word Pakistan did not 
appear in the text of the resolution.

"Resolved that it is the consid-
ered view of this session of the All 
India Muslim League that no consti-
tutional plan would be workable in 
this country or acceptable to Mus-
lims unless it is designed on the 
following basic principle viz.; that 
geographically continuos units are 
demarcated into regions which 
should be so constituted, with such 
territorial readjustments as may be 
necessary, that the areas in which 
the Muslims are numerically in a 
majority as in the North-Western 
and Eeastern zones of India should 
be grouped to constitute Independ-
ent states in which constituent units 
shall be autonomous and sover-
eign."

Here I underline the significance 
of the world's independent states 
and constituent units. This resolu-
tion was moved at the general 
session of All India Muslim League 
by A.K. Fazlul Haq, the leader of the 
Bengal delegation, who was given a 
historic ovation in Lahore and hailed 
as Sher-e-Bangla by the people. In 
the original resolution the words 
sub-continent as mentioned by M. 
Shafiullah did not appear. The word 
India was mentioned.

I also differ slightly with M. 
Shafiullah's comments on stranded 
Pakistanis in Bangladesh. These 
Pakistanis are not culturally differ-
ent from Pakistanis settled in Paki-
stan from India immediately after 
partition. For repatriation of 
stranded Pakistanis successive 
governments in Bangladesh are 
held squarely responsible because 
they did not take up the matter as 
seriously as the situation demands 
with Pakistan or OIC. 

One also finds it difficulty to 
comprehend the comparison of the 
situation of Palestinians with that of 
the stranded Pakistanis. 

After the fall of communist sys-
tem, the Soviet Union was divided 
into 15 states and in fact 14 states 
on distinct nationality emerged after 
the dismemberment of the USSR. 
Possibly only five independent 
states in Central Asia belong to the 
neighbourhood of Kashmir. 
M.A.Hossain 
Mohammadpur, Dhaka

Dhaka's pollution
Your "Down to Earth" column of  
May 12TH, has touched my heart. 

Nobody is realising the extent of air 
pollution and noise pollution created 
by brick fields located near the 
residential areas of fast growing 
greater Dhaka. 

You have mentioned about the 
brick fields located in Pagla and 
Mohammedpur areas but left out the 
main depot at Gazipur and Savar. 
Brick fields are  now appearing in 
the newly created Ashulia, a scenic 
spot desperately needed by resi-
dents of Dhaka. 

There are about 350 brick fields 
in Gazipur district mostly located at 
Tongi, Joydevpur, Kodda, Konabari-
Kashimpur area. Due to the high 
land position  a number of housing 
societies, residential areas, schools 
and colleges have been developed 
here. Coal burning,  flames, and the 
fall-out of coal-lava is destroying the 
fruit, vegetables and plantations of 
the area.

The worst part is, serious dam-
age is being done to our children, 90 
per cent of whom are developing 
breathing difficulty.

During winter when it is the peak 
season for brick burning,  wind 
comes from the north towards 
Dhaka and carries the dust and 
pollution towards the capital. In my 
opinion one of the major causes of 
pollution in Dhaka during the dry 
season is the waste from coal 
burning in brick fields in the area.
Azim Uddin Ahmed
Monabari, Gazipur.
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New Delhi's welcome 
policy shift
Islamabad should reciprocate 
with earnestness

T
HE Indian government's invitation to Pakistan's self-
styled chief executive, General Pervez Musharraf, 
was certainly the last thing the region's political ana-

lysts had expected against the bleak backdrop of prolonged 
acrimony between the two South Asian neighbours. The 
bold move, viewed as a major shift in diplomatic gear, surely 
entitles Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee to unalloyed 
talks and not reprobation as, we are sure, some hawks within 
his own country would come up with. New Delhi's invitation 
to the military ruler, if accepted by Islamabad without its 
signature cynicism and followed up with reciprocatory mea-
sures, looks poised to change the diplomatic equation 
between the two bitter neighbours in particular and for the 
region in general. And, needless to say, the change would be 
for the better. 

Islamabad's response to New Delhi's unexpected offer 
was quick and, encouragingly, positive, reiterating 
Musharraf's readiness "to meet and hold talks with the Indian 
leadership anytime, anywhere." Hopefully, the military 
regime would refrain from attaching any string to its readi-
ness for bilateral talks at the summit level. The pothole is 
there all right: along with the invitation also came the 
announcement--the unilateral cease-fire that the Vajpayee 
government had effected from November last year was over. 
However, we believe that Islamabad would focus more on 
rational negotiations rather than any unreasonable pre-
emptive demands. As we see it, there is no military solution 
to the Kashmir problem and, therefore, now that the channel 
for talks has been opened, interaction between the two gov-
ernments should continue until an amicable settlement is 
reached.

The shift in Indian policy on Pakistan eliminates a major 
hurdle from the path of the South Asian Association for 
Regional Co-operation (SAARC). India's reluctance to share 
the same dais with a military ruler resulted in the postpone-
ment of the last SAARC Summit. Till now, the summitry cycle 
has remained stalled, although there has been some moves 
at the sidelines to revive it. We earnestly hope that New 
Delhi's move would soon, very soon, result in rejuvenation of 
SAARC. Engrossed in their hatred and mistrust for each 
other, both India and Pakistan tend to forget the greater 
responsibility they have to their other neighbours in the 
region. As the major powers of South Asia, it is more their 
responsibility to maintain peace and harmony, and ensure 
smooth economic development in the region than their small 
neighbours. We are sure both have started realising that. 

Non-registered drugs 
in market
Policy lagging behind real demand

T
HE Drug Administration  (DA) has deemed certain 
drugs to be 'luxury' items as an excuse for leaving 
these out of the registration process. According to a 

Daily Star probe, over 200 potentially life-saving drugs manu-
factured outside Bangladesh are being brought into the 
country illegally. They form the substance of a Tk 150 crore 
annual turnover black market in medicine. Routinely pre-
scribed by doctors for cancer, heart, liver and kidney prob-
lems and a wide range of other serious illnesses. the drugs 
are being openly sold in drug stores everywhere. 

It is highly provocative of the DA to be so nonchalant about 
this illicit trade in drugs. Even if the volume of demand is low 
compared to that for other medicine, this does not justify keep-
ing critical drugs outside the public registration umbrella. Not 
only are prices for these illegally sold drugs generally high, but 
also supply is erratic, with sudden shortages causing untold 
hardships to patients. Furthermore, there is no guarantee that 
expiry dates and quality safeguards are being adhered to by 
local retailers of these contraband drugs.

The Ministry of Health has offered the flimsy excuse that 
since no formal application has been made to the relevant 
authority, these drugs have not been registered. This is 
highly irresponsible. The onus lies on the Ministry to monitor 
demand, maintain surveillance and encourage stability in 
the drug marketplace. It is also about time that the Ministry 
looked into the reasons why local manufacture of special-
ised drugs is still in its infancy.  Pharmaceutical companies 
need incentives to encourage production of drugs that do not 
have an assured high volume of sales. In the meantime, the 
DA's list of legal drugs must be updated to reflect market and 
health needs. The case for any life-saving drug must not be 
so summarily ignored. 

PHOTORIAL
Readers are invited to send in exclusive pictures, colour or black and white, of editorial value, with all relevant 
information including date, place and significance of subject matter. Pictures received will not be returned.

OPINION

MUSLEHUDDIN AHMAD

W
HEN the British mandate 
ended in the area, Israel 
was created by partition-

ing Palestine on May 15, 1948, by 
the UN as per British Plan. The 
Palestinians observe this day as Al-
Nakba  the day of Catastrophe.  
Chaim Weizmann, the first president 
of Israel who often used to deplore 
the 'gun Zionism' told the UN com-
mittee of inquiry  in 1947 that ' thou 
shall not kill - has been ingrained in 
us since Mount Sinai. But unfortu-
nately today Jews are breaking this. 
I hang my head in shame when I 
have to speak of this fact before 
you.' The first president of Israel 
openly and officially acknowledged 
the 'gun Zionism' i.e. killing of native 
Palestinians to occupy Palestinian 
land for building Jewish homes  the 
Jewish settlements. The story of the 
return of the Jews, the wondering 
people, to Zion is a long one and 
unfortunately through "gun Zion-
ism".. The settlements date back to 
sometime in 1882. By the time the 
war ended in early 1949, the Jews 
occupied 77 per cent of Palestine 
though they were  allotted only 57 
per cent and  drove out about 
900,000 (some put it at 700,000) 
Palestinians from their homes and 
properties. Today about 4M Pales-
tinian refugees live outside Palestin-
ian territories. Even today the same 
'gun Zionism' is on and indeed in a 
highly deplorable form through 
continued expansion of Jewish 
settlements. But unfortunately only 
Palestinians are being blamed  for 
violence and killings while they try to 
resist occupation.  

On the Al-Nakba day and thereaf-
ter, Israel used helicopter gun ships, 
tanks and bulldozers for destroying 

Palestinian security posts within 
Palestinian territories. Israel also 
killed five Palestinian police men 
while asleep reportedly in a pre-
planned ambush. Under US and 
international condemnation Israel 
has said it would apologise if it was a 
mistake. Though a military source 
reportedly  already acknowledged 
that it was a mistake, Israel has not 
yet apologised. However, it appears 
from some reports that Israel did this 
under a secret terror tactic that PM 

Sharon approved. 
The revenge is going on in both 

sides. A suicide bomber killed him-
self and five Israelis and wounded 
another 70 or so at Hasharon Mall, 
Netanya. Hamas claimed the 
responsibility and said it carried out 
the attack for Israel's killing of 5 
Palestinian police men. President 
Bush said he was "deeply con-
cerned" by the suicide bombings. He 
added, " It is essential that the lead-
ers in the Middle East speak out 
clearly against violence. We must 
break the cycle of violence in order 
to begin meaningful discussions." 
It's not clear whether President Bush 
made his remarks after Israel's use 
of F16 Fighter bombers as his 
statements did not mention anything 
about the use of American F16.

Suicide bombing, of course, 
deserves strong condemnation as 
usually such is against civilians but 
the use of a highly sophisticated 
warplane  F16  without declaring a 
war should be doubly condemned. 
F16 strikes killed 12 Palestinians 
and injured scores. The damage 
was colossal. The world expected 
the US to condemn both  suicide 
bombings and the use of Ameri-
can F16 in an undeclared war. 
One does not know whether the 
sale of such destructive war 

equipment puts any restriction on 
the buyer in terms of its use. The 
restrictions are particularly 
important in such sale deals for 
the reason that there could 
always be person like Sharon in 
the helm of affairs of a country 
and he can merrily use such 
destructive war equipment any 
time against civilians. If, however, 
the Palestinian Authority had anti-
aircraft guns  a defensive equipment  
in its possession, Israel would have 

thought twice before using F16. This 
indeed, raises the important issue of 
future Palestinian State having 
appropriate defensive equipment. 

UN Secretary General Kofi 
Annan termed Israeli response as 
"excessive and misdirected" and 
called on both sides for restraint. He 
also termed the suicide bombing as 
an " appalling terrorist attack" and 
expressed his utter condemnation. 
Europeans, particularly  Britain and 
France  expressed anguish over the 
suicide bombing and also bombing 
by F16. 

Meanwhile in the Arab League 
Foreign Ministers' conference in 
Cairo Abu Musa, the Secretary 
General, condemned the use of F16 
Fighter bomber and called on the 
international community for "urgent 
international protection" of the 
Palestinians. He said a "rapid inter-
national intervention force" was 
necessary to put an end to organ-
ised slaughter.." of the Palestinians. 
President Mobarak himself was 
furious over Israel's use of F16 and 
asked for immediate halt of Israeli 
aggression. 

The Jerusalem Post reported 
that President Arafat told the Arab 
League conference that the fight 
between Palestinians and Israelis 
has escalated into a "decisive battle" 

for "Palestine... We will not give in. 
We will go on, God willing, until we 
pray together..." in Al-Aqsa Mosque. 
This means that Arafat has practi-
cally given up the strategic option of 
peace through the peace process 
apparently for the reason that the 
other side led by Sharon does not 
believe in peace. This clearly leads 
to a dangerous situation i.e. Hamas 
and other extremist groups are 
gradually taking over the control. 
This is obvious as the control on the 

other side too slid into the hands of 
the rightists and extremist parties 
through conscious choice made by 
the Israelis in the last election. The 
situation became worse as Shimon 
Peres could not exert the necessary 
influence on Sharon and his cabinet 
to change course. Peres is in the 
cabinet and he has not said a word 
about the use of F16.

The Jerusalem Post  also 
reported that the US has given 
'general endorsement' to the Mitch-
ell report. According to the report 
Secretary Colin Powell has said, " 
We note the report's observations 
on the negative impact of continued 
settlement activity on the prospect 
for peace. We believe that this issue 
is an essential confidence-building 
measure that must be addressed by 
the parties." Mitchell said, " Every 
American Administration for the last 
25 years has opposed the actions 
and policies of the government of 
Israel with respect to settlements." If 
one recalls correctly senior Bush, 
former President of the US, stopped 
aid to Israel at some stage at least 
for a temporary period on the issue 
of settlement as US aid enabled 
Israel to divert a good part of its own 
revenue for the settlements.  Mitch-
ell report also recommended that 
the Palestinian Authority make it 

clear that "terrorism is reprehensible 
and unacceptable" and take "imme-
diate steps" in the matter. UN SG  
Kofi Annan asked for 'blanket halt to 
expansion of all settlements .. 
including the "natural growth" of 
existing Jewish communities'. 

Israel also reportedly welcomed 
the report but refused to implement 
the most important recommendation   
freeze on all settlement activities. 
Sharon asked Palestinians to end all 
violence immediately to pave the 

way for talks. This was welcomed by 
the US but it did not ask Sharon to 
stop settlement activities which has 
already been the basic position of 
the US. If the new administration 
does not want to prevail on Sharon 
on such an important issue on which 
international opinion is unanimous, 
then one does not see any chance of 
cessation of violence in the area. 
Even Meretz Party leader Yossi 
Sardid clearly stated that Mitchell 
report is the only basis to end vio-
lence provided it is implemented in 
full.. According to Sardid most of the 
Israelis would support freeze on 
settlements and he said there would 
be majority support even in the 
Knesset (parliament) on it. Palestin-
ians have accepted the Mitchell 
report and asked for implementation 
in its entirety. Arafat also called for 
an international conference on 
implementation of the Mitchell 
report.

International pressure has 
started building up against Israel's 
excessive use of force against 
Palestinians. EU's Chief Foreign 
Relations Coordinator Javier Solana 
has been in the region for some days 
and talking to all concerned. As the 
US has been slow in reacting to 
Israeli-Palestinian situation, 
active role of the EU and UN is 

essential to push the parties to 
the negotiating table. It's not 
absolutely necessary to have the 
end of violence first and then talk. 
Earlier too the parties talked while 
some violence was on. Indeed, 
the violence in this particular area 
is endemic and historical. In fact, 
if some talks start and there is 
some progress in the implemen-
tation of Mitchel report and partic-
ularly on the freeze of settlement, 
the violence would taper down 
paving the way for further talks. 

But most important is to control 
volatile Sharon who is the main 
cause for violence that erupted eight  
months ago.  This appears to be the 
view of former US President Clinton 
too who spoke at a gathering in 
Vienna a couple of days ago. While 
everybody is trying to see an end to 
violence, Sharon has said he would 
create a buffer zone along Egyptian 
border and as The Jerusalem Post 
reported he "warned Arafat not to 
oppose this, or else he will order the 
army to destroy every house and 
uproot every tree along the border." 
How can any one try to stop the 
violence if the Prime Minister of a 
country talks and behaves in that 
fashion? One fears that Sharon 
would lead the area to a major crisis. 
For obvious reasons, the only coun-
try that Sharon cares about is the US 
but unfortunately Israeli-Palestinian 
issue does not seem to be the high 
priority item in the new Administra-
tion's present agenda.   .

However, it's good to see that the 
US has started to act and asked its 
Ambassador in Jordan, Willium 
Burns and its envoy in Israel to 
undertake the "task of moving the 
ball forward." This is encouraging 
though the action was taken after a 
lot of damage has already been 
done in terms of the peace process 
through use of American F16. Talks 
at the officials level may help but 
New Administration's "hands off" 
policy should end and serious talks 
at high political level should start 
before it is too late.

Undeclared war:  Israel uses F16 aginst Palestinians!

SPOTLIGHT ON MIDDLE EAST
As the US has been slow in reacting to Israeli-Palestinian situation, active role of the EU and UN is 
essential to push the parties to the negotiating table... Indeed, the violence in this particular area is 
endemic and historical. In fact, if some talks start and there is some progress... particularly on the freeze 
of settlement, the violence would taper down paving the way for further talks. 

KHANDAKAR QUDRAT-I ELAHI

E could be under no 

W illusion about the serious-
ness of the Padua inci-

dent, because it concerns our 
national prestige and a sense of 
persecution. We have already been 
humiliated by the fact that we had to 
retreat from Padua, the village we 
repossessed after three decades. 
And our people living in the border 
areas are sustaining damages  both 
in person and property  as the BSF 
continues to harass them in different 
ways. Unless the incident is 
resolved in a way that satisfies both 
the countries, we will remain under 
constant assault. Thus, the Padua 
incident is a matter of serious 
national concern and it demands a 
very sincere and objective assess-
ment. 

In making this assessment, it is 
important to make a clear distinction 
between the perceptions of prestige 
and persecution: Prestige is a moral 
(sentimental) matter, while persecu-
tion is a physical phenomenon. The 
whole debate on the Padua incident 
is overwhelmingly loaded by the 
perception of national prestige, 
which means that the persecution of 
our people, living in the border 
areas, receives little attention. Since 
the national prestige issue concerns 
mainly those of us who have little or 
no risk of suffering persecution, it 

would be fair to give adequate 
reasons to the people in the border 
areas who are suffering personal 
injuries on our behalf. An objective 
assessment of the situation would 
require the clarification of the facts 
about how this incident had hap-
pened. If we knew how it happened, 
we would then know why it hap-
pened and who is responsible for it. 
This knowledge will pave the way for 
a satisfactory solution of the issue. 
And this clarification of these facts 
might begin with understanding the 
nature of this incident.

The incident  is  normal ly  
described just as a 'skirmish' in our 
media and popular discussion. The 
word, skirmish, in this context, 
means a minor gun battle between 
the border forces of two neighbour-
ing countries. This sort of exchange 
of gun fires is understood to be both 
unintentional and unplanned, and 
ordinarily take place between 
border forces of countries which are 
not in good friendly relations. 

Describing the Padua incident as 
a skirmish, however, seems quite 
difficult. Referring to the BDR Direc-
tor General Major General Fazlur 

thRahman, the DS (18  April) reports 
the incident as establishing 'full 
control' over our territory that has 
been under Indian occupation for 
about three decades. "We have just 
completed a mission", said, the 
General, "to restore our territory and 

sovereignty. We did not have to fire 
a single shot during the operation 
and there was no casualty or injury 
on either side." The operation to 
reclaim the occupied land began on 
the night of April 15 and ran through 
the next morning. 

It is, thus, clear that this BDR 
operation was pre-planned. This is 
public knowledge, which gives very 
different meanings to the incident. 
India could interpret the incident as 
an act of 'aggression'. The fact that 
Indian occupation of the village was 
illegal, would hardly change this 
interpretation. The dispute is sup-
posed to be resolved through bilat-
eral negotiations, not through 
military operations. 

From our perspective, we could 
consider the incident as an act of 
war, because it could have insti-
gated Indian retaliation. In other 
words, a war could have broken out 
between the two countries over the 
incident. This brings out a critical 
question of authority: Who in our 
system of government has the right 
to authorise such a serious action 
that could put the whole nation in 
danger?

Clearly this right belongs to the 
PM and the President respectively 
as the head of the government and 
the head of the state. This means 
that this action must have been 
authorised by both the PM and the 
President.

In that case, the PM needs to 
explain to the nation two points. 
First, she should clarify about the 
constitutional questions, which 
might be involved with the action. 
Second, she should explain why 
she sought a military solution to this 
problem, which we know we cannot 
achieve. On the other hand, if the 
incident took place without proper 
authorisation, it infers a dangerous 
breach in the chain in command. 
This matter should be taken seri-
ously. The PM has a responsibility to 
tell the nation  and the nation has a 
right to know  how this incident had 
happened. 

To clarify the facts about how this 
incident happened, the opposition's 
role also needs to be taken into 
account. For this purpose, M. M. 
Rezaul Karim's column in The Daily 
Star, published on the 28thApril, 
may be consulted. Mr. Karim analy-
ses the facts concerning the inci-
dent from BNP's partisan perspec-
tive. He argues that the AL govern-
ment pursues "a foreign policy 
subservient to that of the Indian 
government", which is starkly dem-
onstrated in handing this incident. 
Mr. Karim's argument is nothing 
new, although it is truly difficult to 
see what he really means.

However, he states something 
that ought to be taken seriously: 
"Some people allege that the entire 
scenario was the product of a 

scheme masterminded by the 
Awami League in order to counter 
people's apprehension of Awami 
League's undue love for India. On 
the other hand, a few went so far as 
to blame even the Opposition Alli-
ance or the BNP to have organised 
the whole episode in order to spite 
the Awami League."

A number of points come out 
from the above quotation. First, the 
AL does not need to mastermind the 
incident because it is in the govern-
ment; it has the rightful authority to 
order this BDR operation. 

However, the government is 
defaulting in performing its respon-
sibility by not clarifying the occur-
rence of the incident, particularly 
when it is being accused of influenc-
ing the political events in the country 
through this event. Second, there is 
already a theory that a breach in the 
chain in command might be respon-
sible for the incident. If that is true, 
then the BNP's implication in the 
incident makes it both an accom-
plice and a conspirator. In that case, 
BNP cannot blame the government, 
because the responsibility for the 
incident lies with it. The point is that 
if we expect the government to deal 
with such situation, then we must 
also believe that only the govern-
ment has the rightful authority to 
order such operation. Third, the AL 
is said to be 'in love' with India, 
which implies that BNP is 'in hate' 

with India. 
In other words, if AL is pro-Indian, 

then BNP is anti-Indian. If this is the 
case, then how does the BNP pro-
pose to solve all the difficult prob-
lems, like the Padua village, that we 
have with India? 

Finally, the Padua incident is a 
serious matter which has already 
cost a number of lives of border 
security forces of both countries and 
caused sufferings to our people 
living in the border areas. Yet, BNP, 
the party which had been in power 
for more than a decade and now 
performs the role of main opposi-
tion, sees the situation just as an 
ordinary political game. This is both 
unfortunate and regrettable. 

The government's failure to 
clarify the facts about the Padua 
incident is only benefitting those 
who want to use it for their partisan 
advantages and those who igno-
rantly seek to satisfy their sense of 
national pride. This also means that 
the government is utterly failing to 
perform its duty to the nation.

Khandakar Qudrat-I Elahi, a former Associate 
Professor of the Bangladesh Agricultural 

University, now lives in Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

The Padua incident: How did it happen?

The area adjacent to the railway at Jurain is occupied by numerous  encroachers who have turned the 
place into a bazaar. A serious accident may occur at any time, but nobody seems to care. Even though 
these unauthorised shops and bazaar have been demolished once, it didn't take too long for them to 
mushroom again. How long will the authorities continue to overlook this problem? 
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