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A
CCORDING to Cambridge 
dictionary interrogation 
means 'questioning closely, 

or aggressively and for a long time'. 
There is a progression of acts 
implicit in the definition. When 
interrogation is close i.e. intensive 
and is carried on for a long time it 
becomes aggressive. That aggres-
siveness inevitably leads to vio-
lence can also be read between the 
lines here. The violence is both 
verbal and physical. From abusive 
and angry words aggressiveness 
moves seamlessly to physical 
violence. Such a denouement can 
inflict injury or even death. In both 
cases, interrogation leaves telltale 
marks.

The question is: why does inter-
rogation turn aggressive? The 
answer lies in the psychology of the 
interrogator (subject) and the per-
son (object) subjected to interroga-
tion. In most cases before interroga-
tion takes place none of the two 
parties know each other. They meet 
as complete strangers in an isolated 
place, usually one with which the 
object of interrogation is unfamiliar. 
It may be and usually is, intimidating 
in its severe appearances. Time 
spent in solitude, waiting for the next 
step to be taken by the subject i.e. 
those who have brought the object 
for interrogation, builds up tension, 
nervousness and fear in the mind of 
the object. He or she is already 
scared when interrogation begins. 
Interrogation follows the same 
arche-type: two actors, usually 
unknown to each other, facing 
across a table in a room cut off from 
the rest of the world. The trappings 

of incarceration render the object 
(prisoner) psychologically nervous 
and physically weak. Finding one-
self suddenly in an unusual situa-
tion, the inner resolve and physical 
strength of the object start to ebb 
away. The object is already vulnera-
ble even before interrogation 
begins.

Interrogation starts slowly and 
gently, with exceptions excluded. 
The interrogator shows patience 
and even some consideration. He 
may offer the object a cigarette in a 
friendly gesture. In Roselleni's film 

'Rome, Open City' the captors of the 
clergyman did exactly that. The 
scene recurs in many films and in 
books like Arther Koestler's 'Dark-
ness at Noon'. It is part of the arche-
type. 

In making this gesture the subject 
is not taunting or even mocking his 
object, the prisoner. He is genuinely 
trying to put him at ease. They 
cannot be friends sitting on opposite 
sides, that much is known to the 
interrogator. But he tries to be 
friendly in order to assure that no 
harm is intended, that all will end 
well if only the object cooperates 
and makes things easy. The interro-
gator seems to be telling him that, 
'as it is, you are already in a mess, 
don't make it any harder for you'.

If the object has guilt he or she 
will resist the interrogation by keep-
ing silent or evading the questions. 
In the case of objects who have 
nothing to hide the answer will be 
straightforwardly in the negative. In 
either case, a certain chemistry 

between the subject and the object 
starts building up. From being 
casual and indirect, questions 
gradually become serious and 
pointed. 'No' is not taken for an 
answer because the object is 
already under suspicion, otherwise 
he/she would not be where he/she 
is. Negative answers from the object 
does not diminish suspicion a whit in 
the mind of the subject, the interro-
gator. Because of the chemistry 
overtaking the mutual relation, be 
becomes increasingly aggressive. 
The longer the interrogation takes 

place, aggressiveness intensifies, 
notch by notch. From gentle, even 
assuring words, the language 
becomes abusive and threatening. 
As more time passes and mere 
verbal abuse and threats fail to 
work, aggression takes a severe 
turn. It becomes downright physical. 
By the time this stage is reached the 
interrogator seethes with anger over 
the failure to extract information or 
confession from this object. He sees 
the object not only as a suspect but 
increasingly as an arrogant and 
obstinate adversary who is trying to 
undermine his power and authority. 
It almost becomes personal which 
impels him to brutally show who is 
superior in power. Physical violence 
that evoke mere cries of pain but no 
confession may enrage the interro-
gator further. As long as he fails to 
get what he wants, there is frustra-
tion, even a sense of humiliation. It 
is an experience that makes the 
interrogator livid with anger. Blinded 
by fury he continues with his aggres-

sion. In that frenzied mood he does 
not remember what have been the 
instructions from superiors or what 
do the regulations in the matter say 
about what can he do and how far 
can he go. Interrogation ultimately 
becomes self-reliant, self-propelled 
and gains a degree of autonomy. 
Because the superiors are not 
present, they have no or very little 
control over the interrogator. He is in 
charge of the situation and decides 
how it should evolve.

Once he is beside himself even 
the interrogator is not sure how the 

interrogation will end, or how long it 
will continue. But nature takes its 
own course and so does human 
physique. There is only so much 
that a human body can take. The 
object screams in fear and cries in 
pain, sometimes begging for mercy. 
As pointed out earlier, these only 
make the interrogator more furious 
and even more aggressive as he 
has not got the information that he is 
looking for, not to speak of confes-
sion. He is overwhelmed with a 
sense of impotence which seems to 
taunt him. As the aggression contin-
ues the object, injured in body and 
mind, may faint. Others, not so 
fortunate, may expire on the spot, or 
later, unable to survive the relent-
less pummeling of the body. Psy-
chologically he has already become 
a wreck having been subjected to 
unthought of acts of humiliation.  
Usually the interrogator is not autho-
rized to do this. He also may not 
have desired the outcome that 
results from the aggressive interro-

gation. He was interested only in 
obtaining certain information or a 
confession for the object. During 
war, when interrogating suspected 
enemies, interrogation, of course, 
takes place with no holds barred, 
even though Geneva Convention 
gives protection to prisoners of war 
against ill treatment and physical 
torture. But interrogation in peace 
time takes place all the time, all over 
the world, in police stations, army 
corps or wherever the authorities 
deem that necessary and appropri-
ate. In  such interrogations the 

sequence of actions, the change in 
chemistry of relationship between 
the subject and the object, and the 
inevitable denouement resulting in 
injury or death of the object are the 
same. Interrogation follows its own 
logic and has its own rules and 
regulations whatever might be 
written in official codes or contained 
in the instruction of superiors. 
Momentum is gained in a crescendo 
of aggressive acts. Matters become 
irreversible and go out of control. 

This being the general case, it is, 
therefore, important to be fully 
aware of the consequences of 
interrogation before a decision is 
taken in this respect. Authorities and 
superiors far removed from the 
interrogator, may not intend to do 
physical harm to the object (pris-
oner) but even as an unintended 
consequence, the outcome of 
interrogation may come home to 
roost, embarrassing them and 
calling for accountability. There will 
be an interrogation mark over 

interrogation. 
If interrogation cannot be held 

within the bounds of safety for the 
object (prisoner) other alternatives 
to obtain information should be 
availed of. After all, information 
gathering through physical torture is 
a primitive and crude method. 
Advances in science, technology 
and breakthroughs in behavioral 
psychology have opened up other 
possibilities for intelligence work. 
The sophisticated approach may 
take little more time and may be 
relatively expensive. But advantage 
of the modern approach is that it 
may be more successful in gather-
ing information than the archaic one 
and with no unintended conse-
quences. This will, of course, 
require intelligence gathering for 
prevention of crime and punishment 
of criminals to be a continuing 
p r o c e s s  u n d e r t a k e n  b y  
agency/agencies, which are sincere 
and fully committed. For checks and 
balances such intelligence agen-
cies should be more than one so 
that there are no acts of omissions 
and commissions.

Interrogation is a means and not 
an end in itself. But the interrogator, 
acting alone or in a small group, may 
turn this exactly into that viz. an end. 
He sees it as a one to one relation-
ship where his superiority in terms of 
power is at  stake. There is very little 
leeway for making compromises 
here and therefore he does not 
hesitate to make the most (worst?) 
of interrogation. For this reason also 
it is of utmost importance to think of 
other alternatives. This piece is 
concluded with a quotation from 
John Rawls: "Justice is the first 
virtue of social institutions, as truth 
is of systems of thought. Theory, 
however elegant and economical, 
must be rejected or revised if it is 
untrue, likewise laws and institu-
tions, no matter how efficient and 
well arranged, must be reformed or 
abolished if they are unjust. Each 
person possesses an inviolability 
founded on justice that nothing 
should override". (A Theory of 
Justice).

Hasnat Abdul Hye is a former secretary, novelist 
and economist.
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ERE the happiness of 
the next world as 
closely apprehended 

as the felicities of this, it were a 
martyrdom to live", writes an English 
physician named Sir Thomas 
Browne. But another Englishman 
named Samuel Johnson argues 
that every man has a right to utter 
what he thinks truth, and every other 
man has a right to knock him down 
for it. He then concludes that martyr-
dom is the test.

The fact remains that there is a 
special breed of men and women 
who undergo that test, who deny the 
felicities of this world and risk death 
and duress in the hands of others in 
order to defend a belief or a cause. 
Hypatia, the renowned daughter of 
Paganism, was dragged inside a 
church by the Christian monks of 
Alexandria, who stripped her naked 
and scraped her quivering flesh 
from her bones with oyster shells. 
The test for her was to renounce her 
faith and kiss the cross to embrace 
Christianity. She refused to do both.

Thus martyrs are people born 
with death wish. Their lust for life 
comes from its denial as they prefer 
death and suffering over unrecon-
ciled conscience.  "Yes we shall die, 
but it will be a fine death" proclaimed 

one of the Decembrists, who were 
amongst the first Russian revolu-
tionaries. In December 1825, these 
revolutionaries would be arranged 
in formation and mowed down by 
canon fire at St. Petersburg. Martyrs 
are people who commit suicide in 
the interest of others.

That doesn't mean a martyr takes 
his life with his own hand, rather he 
chooses to give it in supreme sacri-
fice. Russian revolutionary Kaliayev 
glorified that giving in his famous 

proclamation, "I consider my death 
as a supreme protest against a 
world of blood and tears." Dressed 
in black and wearing a felt hat, he 
climbed the scaffold one morning 
and told the priest, who offered him 
the crucifix, " I have already told you 
that I have finished with life and that I 
am prepared for death."

In that sense, martyrdom is the 
antithesis of murder. The martyr 
dies to save others, while the mur-
derer kills others to stay alive. The 
former is willing to relinquish what 
the latter avidly retains. But what 
motivates the martyr to give up his 
prized possession, his own life, 
while rest of the world clings to it at 
any cost? How does he have the 
courage to ignore his own exis-

tence, which is his only connection 
with the world that he glorifies 
through his sacrifice? What inspires 
the courage in men and women who 
accost death and persecution 
instead of going through life as it is?

In Atlantic magazine, David 
Brooks uses the example of suicide 
bombers to give us that answer. 
Suicide bombing, he explains, is the 
crack cocaine of warfare, because it 
doesn't just inflict death and terror 
on its victims, but also intoxicates 

the people who sponsor it. It 
unleashes the deepest and most 
addictive human passions, which 
are, namely, the thirst for ven-
geance, the desire for religious 
purity, the longing for earthly glory 
and eternal salvation.

A Pakistani journalist named 
Nasra Hassan interviewed almost 
250 people to understand how they 
prepare themselves for suicide 
missions. Her conclusion was that 
the suicide bombers, who ranged 
from age eighteen to thirty-eight, 
didn't conform to the typical profile of 
the suicidal personality. They were 
not uneducated, desperately poor, 
simple-minded, or depressed. They 
tended to be devout, but religious 
fanaticism did not explain their 

motivation. 
Yet the suicide bombers brought 

a transformation in the concept of 
martyrdom since the explosion in 
Beirut in 1983. Martyrdom became 
a tactic of choice as the psychology 
shifted. People volunteered to die 
even in circumstances where a 
terrorist could have planted a bomb 
and escaped without injury.  Martyr-
dom became not just a means, but 
an end unto itself.

It also turned martyrdom into a 

ritual, as the suicide bombers would 
be elaborately prepared for their 
deaths. They would go through 
intense counseling and indoctrina-
tion, prayers and even the experi-
ence of lying in empty graves to         
get a sense of being buried after 
death. Then they would go through 
cleansing and ablution, good-byes 
to friends, neighbours and relatives, 
last trip to a disco, favourite restau-
rant, and appearance in the       
farewell video to be televised after 
death. 

In every moment of training for 
martyrdom, the trainee is reminded 
that he would leave this world soon. 
That he would be required to erase 
his existence step by step in a 
methodical way until the moment of 
truth when he would be blown into 

pieces in protest to an injustice or 
oppression.

A. Ezzati of Tehran University 
claims that what motivates a martyr 
to imprecate that horror of self-
annihilation upon himself is the 
passion for truth or haqq. The word 
shahid is derived from the Arabic 
verbal root shahada, which means 
to 'see', to 'witness', to 'testify', to 
'become a model and paradigm'. A 
shahid is the person who sees and 
witnesses and he is therefore the 

witness of truth, who stands by it 
firmly not only to testify it verbally, 
but also prepared to struggle and 
fight and give up his life for it. In that 
process he also becomes the role 
model for the truth, which he tries to 
defend with his life.

Matyrdom is, therefore, the final 
link in a long chain. It is the outcome 
of Holy Struggle or jihad, which is 
the outcome of one's ability to enjoin 
right and discover wrong or al-amr 
bi'l-maruf. But the right and wrong 
can only be understood if one has 
an understanding of the independ-
ent divine source of righteousness, 
truth, and goodness or tawhid. 

So, whenever a life is conse-
crated in the fight for a cause, it 
involves more than the destruction 
of a person. Thus it is wrong to look 

for a martyr in the wreckage of his 
body, or to trace his immolation in 
the stains of his blood. He is not a 
victim, and he doesn't die a natural 
death. He chooses his death as his 
career path in a deep psychoso-
matic experience of spiritual agita-
tion. His body eventually succumbs 
to his mind, when he is finally slain 
by his fellow men. 

That is when the absurd hap-
pens. The martyr lives to die and 
dies to live. He perishes to preserve, 
and depletes himself in order to be 
complete. The most celebrated 
martyr of all times is Jesus Christ 
who suffered for the sins of men, 
whose martyrdom formed the 
central tenet of one of the largest 
religions on earth. 

Thomas Becket, the ill-fated 
Archbishop of Canterbury, fell under 
the wrath of King Henry II, and 
would be hacked to death by the 
knights while kneeling in prayer in 
front of the altar. Four years later, in 
an act of penance, the king donned 
a sackcloth walking barefoot 
through the streets of Canterbury 
while eighty monks flogged him with 
branches. Henry capped his atone-
ment by spending the night in the 
martyr's crypt. 

Martyrdom is a tragedy, which 
magnifies death and makes it larger 
than life. But that tragedy persists in 
the memory of those who remember 
the martyrs. Each year as the mar-
tyr's day comes, there is a Henry 
inside each of us that spends the 
night in the crypt of remembrance. 
In atonement for what? That is the 
question we need to ask. For so long 
as we don't know the answer, we 
shall not find the truth, and it will 
become increasingly difficult to 
distinguish martyrdom from murder.

Mohammad Badrul Ahsan is a banker.
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IN MY VIEW
If interrogation cannot be held within the bounds of safety for the object (prisoner) other alternatives to 
obtain information should be availed of. After all, information gathering through physical torture is a 
primitive and crude method. Advances in science, technology and breakthroughs in behavioral 
psychology have opened up other possibilities for intelligence work. The sophisticated approach may 
take little more time and may be relatively expensive. But advantage of the modern approach is that it may 
be more successful in gathering information than the archaic one and with no unintended consequences.

Note of interrogation 

The martyrdom

OPINION

A. Ezzati of Tehran University claims that what motivates a martyr to imprecate that horror of self-
annihilation upon himself is the passion for truth or haqq. The word shahid is derived from the Arabic 
verbal root shahada, which means to 'see', to 'witness', to 'testify', to 'become a model and paradigm'. 
A shahid is the person who sees and witnesses and he is therefore the witness of truth, who stands by 
it firmly not only to testify it verbally, but also prepared to struggle and fight and give up his life for it.
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MOHAMMAD AMJAD HOSSAIN

T seems the dawning of the 

I informat ion age has not 
decreased the gap between 

countries, businesses or individuals 
as envisaged. But the importance of 
information is undeniable. Whoever 
has a better access to information 
will prosper profitably in this highly 
competitive world. Access to the 
right kind of information has the 
advantages of allowing one to be 
kept abreast of any development on 
an issue and enabling him to take 
the rational decision for a desired 
change.

The print and electronic media 
have been playing a significant role 
in building up society and helping 
people to achieve their national 
objectives while on the other hand, 
advanced Western electronic media 
in particular has also played havoc 
in dismantling 70-year old commu-
nist system in Europe as well as 
misrepresenting facts about the 
happenings in the South.

Much has been said and written 

about the freedom of press. There is 
firm belief that freedom has to be 
conceived and expressed in the 
perspective of greater national 
interest and wellbeing of the people. 
The freedom of expression is an 
inalienable right; the concept of 
freedom of expression encom-
passes freedom of speech and 
freedom of the press. In fact, free-
dom could not be conceived in 
absolute terms. Freedom carries 
with it duties and responsibilities. 
Freedom implies obligation of the 
individual to the society and also to 
the nation. Therefore, the role of the 
information media in informing, 
alerting and inciting public opinion is 
absolutely critical. Sensationalism 
and gimmicks may help boost sales 
of newspapers but resort to such 
practice is more an exception than 
the rule. But Western media very 
often resort to the exception to serve 
the interests of their masters.

I have read a number of write-ups 
on the arrest of two foreign citizens, 
one each from Britain and Italy, who 
reportedly claimed to be freelance 

journalists. Arrests of these foreign-
ers were made at Benapole border 
while they were 'escaping' to India. 
Reports said they had valid con-
firmed ticket to travel to London. 
Instead of going to London they 
travelled to Benapole to cross over 
to India. Naturally the question 
arises about their surreptitious 
movement and justifiably too.

Having 17 years of experience in 
handling foreign media since 1968, I 
noticed that foreign journalists, by 
and large, are working on two fronts. 
They report back to the newspaper 
or news agency they represent on 
important developments in third 
world countries mostly on the basis 
of background information they 
carry from the headquarters. They 
also carry a list of persons to be 
contacted, mostly supplied by their 
respective foreign office. Here I am 
tempted to  quote  f rom Dr  
Mohammad Mahathir, the Prime 
Minister of Malaysia, who said in the 
recent past that "Malaysia had been 
subjected to a hostile press when it 
had differences with the oil compa-

nies to obstruct Malaysia's indus-
trialisation programme -- the oil 
companies bent on the Malaysian 
government to change the condi-
tions of the oil production contracts. 
Only after the oil companies had 
secured favourable terms the press 
campaign against  Malays ia 
stopped."

In this connection, I would like to 
mention another propaganda 
campaign launched by the media, 
particularly American, against 
UNESCO, to condemn its Director 
General, Amaduo Mahtar M'bow 
whose main objectives were to bring 
about possible means for a bal-
anced flow of information between 
the developing and the developed  
countries. Late S M Ali, the founder-
editor of The Daily Star, who was 
UNESCO regional communication 
advisor for Asia and the Pacific, 
gave a reply to the western media 
criticism levelled against UNESCO. 
He said it was hard to think any of 
those projects could be seen by any 
section of US media as an attempt 
to muzzle the free press or to deny 

access of western news agencies to 
the Asian market.

We may look at the ongoing 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict with 
regard to media coverage. Western 
media actually danced to the tune of 
their leaders in according coverage 
to the deaths of two Israelis in a car 
bomb blast at a crowded city market 

ndnear Jerusalem on 2  November 
2000. The amount of time devoted 
to the coverage of incident by CNN 
and other TV networks reflects their 
lopsided attitude. The CNN cover-
age included minute details of the 
incident. On the contrary, the west-
ern media gave very little coverage 
to the massacres of Palestinians in 
the West Bank and Gaza Strip.

Therefore, one can hardly find 
any reason to shed crocodile tears 
in Bangladesh for the arrest of two 
foreign media people. By definition 
they also cannot claim to belong to 
working journalist class. Moreover, 
they did hide their identity when they 
applied for visa at Bangladesh 
embassy at Rome. British citizen 
Zaiba Naz Malik declared herself as 

teacher while the Italian Leo Poldo 
presented himself as architect. It 
may be recalled that certain proce-
dures have been followed in Ban-
gladesh since 1974 for granting visa 
to working journalists including 
those of the electronic media. No 
Bangladesh mission has been 
authorised to grant visa to journal-
ists without the clearance from the 
Ministry of Home Affairs. Therefore, 
it entails considerable time to clear 
the applicant's visa request. By 
concealing their identity and real 
purpose of the visit they actually 
committed crime for which they 
deserve punishment under law. I 
recall in this connection the govern-
ment of Bangladesh bundled out 
from the airport the correspondent 
of Far Eastern Economic Review 
Lawrence Lifschultz in 1977, who 
wrote the book Unfinished Revolu-
tion, for impersonation because he 
presented himself as Professor of 
Agricultural Economy. There was no 
furor on his expulsion. In 1970, the 
Indian government closed down 
BBC office in Delhi and asked Mark 

Tully, the correspondent, to leave 
the country, for screening of Louis 
Malle's film on Calcutta slum despite 
protests by Indian government.

How western  media behaved in 
a crisis zone has amply been 
reflected in the report by Josue 
Anselmo, ICRC information dele-
gate for the Great Lake region in 
former Zaire, in November 1996. He 
reported that in a flash, hordes of 
journalists had descended on the 
area desperate for stories and 
images. A multitude of NGOs and 
humanitarian agencies working on 
the spot got caught up in the frenzy. 
Competition was fierce on both 
sides, which led to a form of perni-
cious symbiosis that did nothing to 
benefit the victims. Even worse, it 
raised serious ethical questions 
about the behaviour of the media 
and humanitarian organisations."

According to Bangladesh For-
eign Minister these two foreign 
persons were involved in making 
documentary film to present Ban-
gladesh in an unfavourable vein. 
According to our experiences 

freelancers often tend to present the 

existing situation to the insular 

westerners with sensational over-

tones. Delhi based reporters of Far 

Eastern Economic Review and 

Time magazine have subjected 

Bangladesh to canard. Gleaning 

through both reports one gets hazy 

information about the growing 

extremism of Islamic groups and 

intolerance linked with international 

terrorist groups, but the information 

was without a single attribution to 

anyone. There was no substantial 

argument in favour of their claims.

As it stands from the reports that 

deliberate, planned and sustained 

effort have been made by vested 

quarters to defame Bangladesh in 

the comity of nations as a part of 

pressure tactics. This tactics resem-

bles the one mentioned by Malay-

sian prime minister.

Mohammad Amjad Hossain is a former diplomat. 

Western media, objectivity and third world countries

Fillip to Dhaka-Yangon 
relations
Let's follow up on this   

I
T augurs well that Bangladesh and Myanmar have 
inked an accord to establish a joint trade commission. 
The move together with the decision to introduce 

accounts trade and coastal shipping link is sure to bolster 
the bilateral trade significantly. We welcome the latest 
developments in the bilateral relations between Bangla-
desh and Myanmar during the short but effective visit to 
Dhaka by the latter's Prime Minister General Than Shwe. 
Significantly also 'total understanding has been reached on 
construction of Bangladesh-Myanmar road network.'  No 
doubt it would play an immensely positive role in building 
up a more co-operative trade environment in both Dhaka 
and Yangon. The possibility of linking the proposed road 
network with the planned Asian Highway grows even fur-
ther, so do the long cherished hopes of the business com-
munities in the region to cooperate better with each other. 
The road link could help in putting a stop to smuggling and 
businesses could be done in a legal way. 

We hope that the two task forces formed to examine the 
technical as well as the financial aspects of the proposed 
road highway, would be able to submit their report sooner 
than later, so that the construction work can get underway. 
Besides, other agreements like on avoidance of double tax-
ation and extension of visa tenure for Bangladeshi busi-
nessmen have been steps in the right direction. Impor-
tantly, both countries managed to establish a more solid 
base regarding bilateral relations by agreeing to hold meet-
ing between the foreign ministers 'at least once a year'. 
This would not only enhance the friendly diplomatic rela-
tions between the two countries, but would also help to 
resolve any misconceptions that may arise on either side. 

But it was disappointing to learn that the high level meet 
failed to make any progress in resolving the long pending 
repatriation of Rohingya refugees from the refugee camps 
in Cox's Bazar. More than twenty thousand refugees have 
been waiting for years with the hope that their government 
would agree to take them back, but all attempts in the past 
failed to achieve any success. Their hopes must have been 
dashed somewhat since this was the first topmost level 
visit to Bangladesh by any Yangon dignitary in more than 
ten years. We earnestly wish the repatriation process 
would be expedited so that the thousands of Rohingyas 
could be relieved from their years of miseries in the camps. 

Clubbing reporters
Right to peaceful protest must be 
respected

T
HE police on Wednesday not only prevented a 
group of journalists to hold peaceful demonstration, 
but also used strong-armed tactics and clubbed 

them when they were trying to bring out a procession to pro-
test against the harassment on the scribes. We want to 
know, has holding public demonstration been banned? Is it 
illegal to bring out peaceful procession in the city? Do we 
have the democratic and constitutional right to speak freely 
and publicly and also to demonstrate if necessary? If yes, 
then why were the journalists beaten up and why was force 
used against them? 

We have noticed in the past that the government had pre-
vented the opposition from holding rallies, demonstrations. 
We witnessed a similar attitude again towards the journal-
ists yesterday. We strongly protest such high-handed 
behaviour. In democracy, people have a right to speak and 
to protest. The authority can only intervene when a demon-
stration becomes violent. But in this case, there were no 
such disruptions. Police began to use force without any 
provocation. The government obviously seems to have 
decided not to tolerate any opposition. 

The more condemnable part in Wednesday's incident 
was that the protestors were demonstrating against police 
harassment of journalists! It would be foolish to deny the 
arrests of  Shahriar Kabir, Muntasir Mamun, Saleem 
Samad and Priscilla Raj  and claim that journalists should 
not be concerned. Two of the above four are eminent jour-
nalist and columnist. Another is a well-known freelance 
writer. How can journalists overlook the arrests of these 
individuals? And why, and under what law a demonstration 
to protest their arrest should be baton charged? 

Does this mean that the government would only allow ral-
lies of supporters and sycophants and disrupt those by the 
opponents? If so then this is definitely not the democracy 
we believe in. We strongly protest the police action and 
would urge the authority to desist from such highhanded 
behaviour. There are enough reasons for us to believe that 
the government is simply intolerant of those who have criti-
cal views about it. When a government tries to silence its 
critics, it actually opens the door for its own decay.   
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