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Dying Buriganga 
Save it to avert an environmental 
disaster

T HE river Buriganga is taking in such a heavy dose of 
industrial effluents and other wastes on a regular 
basis that the badly shrunken trickle of basin water 

cannot really absorb. The result is that it is now an almost 
stagnant river with black, slimy, stinking water. 

 Statistics should make the point clear: at least 35,000 
cubic meters of untreated, highly toxic industrial wastes is 
being dumped into the river every day.  The problem has 
been made worse by the fact that the flow of current is now 
almost non-existent in the river. So the heap of garbage 
and wastes are getting stuck, which means pollution is 
taking place on a much larger scale. 

  The river is used as a dumping ground by the huge num-
ber of people residing on either side of it.  And planners, 
more so the overseer agencies, have failed to do anything 
in this respect.  Though it is now an accepted truth that 
immediate steps are needed to check pollution to save the 
river, what we watch in practice is extremely disquieting.  
Even the Department of Environment, which found in a 
survey in 1997 that the river was devoid of oxygen, is still 
giving clearance to new industries with no effluent treat-
ment plants to be set up along the river banks. So there is a 
visible gap between the theoretical stand adopted by the 
government and the developments at the field level.

  Anybody cruising along the river can see how it is being 
squeezed from both sides as more and more illegal struc-
tures are being raised.  And there is a corresponding 
increase in the total volume of sewage and other wastes 
going into the river. 

 The government response to the issue reflects a laid-
black attitude, to say the least.  Several wake-up calls have 
been ignored, and the existence of the river is now threat-
ened in a number of ways.  However, we would like to draw 
the attention of the agencies concerned once more. They 
should realise the gravity of the situation and formulate a 
well-thought-out strategy for giving the river a new lease of 
life. Experiences of some major cities nestling by river-side 
may be drawn upon. The time factor is crucially important 
since great damage has already been done to the river. Its 
death, the policy-makers must not forget, will mean drying 
up of an important lifeline as far as the city is concerned.   

Bangladesh cricket in 
World Cup
High time for a turn-around 

T HE latest performance by Bangladesh cricket team 
against the mighty New Zealand at the World Cup 
may have inspired some viewers, who had already 

lost all hopes, to say a few nice things about the players. 
But on a closer look, the doubt remains -- was it really a 
game to be proud of?  Apart from some inspiring batting by 
Muhammad Ashraful and later the pair of Khaled Mashud 
and Mohammad Rafique, were there any other good facet 
of the performance that springs to mind instantly? Well, 
not really. The team, as always, failed in the top-order 
batting; bowling was not also any great shakes; and the less 
said about fielding, the better.

But we cannot also ignore the fact that the batsmen held 
on to the wicket till the end of 50 overs, giving the Kiwis 
reasonably a tough time. It showed, if they put their mind 
to it, the players could play responsibly and with consider-
able determination. Many had originally appreciated the 
induction of new players in the team, but the management 
should realise that fresh blood alone does not necessarily 
ensure good playing. The lack of experience on their part 
was quite evident except for the last match with the Kiwis 
where some older guards played. We believe the authority 
should concentrate more on training before despatching 
our team for prestigious outings. 

As it is, ever since getting the test status, Bangladesh 
have been playing against teams who are far superior in 
the field; thus the burden of playing well is getting heavier 
on the players. It would be rather unfortunate if the Inter-
national Cricket Council decides to rethink about the test 
status of Bangladesh. We have to come good soon  other 
minnows are improving. The millions of cricket lovers in 
the country look forward to a quick turn-around.  

We would like to see some consistent cricket from our 
players; they don't have to win all of them, but there 
should at least be some evidence of gradual improvement 
on playing tactics. For how long, would we keep wonder-
ing whether games like the one against Pakistan in the last 
World Cup and that against the Kiwis this time around 
were just a flash in the pan? 

T
O many, George Bush Jr. 
evokes the wild west in 
America and the rough and 
tumble life in the 'last fron-

tier' days. His use of vocabulary 
that portrays the world starkly in 
black and white is canny and sits 
well with that image. He speaks 
grimly of his determination to have 
adversaries 'dead or alive' and to 
'smoke them out' in pursuance of 
that mission. The domestic audi-
ence is continually assured by the 
American President, squinting 
crosswise at the camera with non-
chalance and tossing a gritty John 
Wayne chuckle, that America is 'on 
their trail' and have 'got them on 
the run'. In his gestures and casual 
trash-talking George Bush is the 
modern day sheriff with a swagger, 
out to corner and annihilate the 
'bad guys'. Just as he sees people as 
either good or bad, he likewise 
expects his 'charge' to be with him 
and if not, they are against him. In 
this Manichean world of moral 
clarity the champion of 'good' is 
bathed in such self-righteousness 
that the mission of retribution 
propelled by it seems to have 
almost divine blessing.

Assuming that the American 
President and his hawkish sup-
porters, at home and abroad, are 
right in their identification of 'evil' 
questions about the appropriate-
ness of response made beg for 
answers. The excesses already 
committed in the name of combat-
ing terrorism have left notions of 
civil liberties and rule of law in 

tatters in a country that supposedly 
epitomises those ideals. The con-
tinuous build-up to unleash the 
awesome destructive power of 
electronic warfare by the mightiest 
military power seem not only 
unprovoked but also dispropor-
tionate. The actions already taken 
in the name of protecting 'good' 
against 'evil' evoke the age-old 
issue of the conflict between ends 
and means. If end (eliminating 
evil) justifies means (limits on civil 
liberty, rule of law and deaths of 

millions) then the distinction 
between the two becomes blurred 
when actions taken as means 
assume the same ferocity and 
malevolence as that of 'evil'. It is in 
this sense that good and evil, while 
being moral absolutes in the 
abstract, become indistinguish-
able in the concrete real life experi-
ence. The meaning of 'the road to 
hell is paved with good intentions' 
can be found in this pitfall of blind 
and vengeful self-righteousness.

If absolute power can corrupt 
absolutely, excessive and blatant 
use of power must be its manifesta-
tion. Power freed from all restraints 
and used wantonly, can become 
the tool of oppression even when 
used on behalf of the 'good'. Both 
in its arrogance and consequences 
such overriding power becomes 
evil. In such a situation good and 
evil take leave from the world of 
moral clarity.  Power exercised is 
then to be examined through the 
lens of relativism to locate it on the 
moral scale. Good and evil may 
exist eternally as absolutes but no 
one exercising power can be seen 
as belonging to either side irre-

spective of the nature and intensity 
of actions taken. Ultimately, the 
proof of good or evil is in the atti-
tude of mind and postures made in 
public. Since George Bush is so 
much steeped in the folklore of 
wild west he may be entertained 
with the Clint Eastwood western, 
'Unforgiven', where a dictatorial 
sheriff metes out justice in the way 
he deems fit, arbitrary and authori-
tarian. When excesses committed 
in the name of dealing with bad 
guys cross the tolerance quotient 

the aggrieved in the film revolt. In a 
reversal of role, Clint Eastwood, the 
one time gun stinger, appears as 
the saviour of the oppressed and 
does the sheriff in. The film shows 
that even in the mythology of the 
wild west good sometimes turn bad 
and ugly, while the bad can put on 
the mantle of the 'good'. The con-
cepts of good and bad don't 
change, neither do the moral 
values. Only the images of people 
undergo transformation through 
the chemistry of what they do in 
actual life.

There is a moral in the story for 
George Bush and his cohorts. Their 
campaign against evil (terrorism, 
Saddam) has become so obsessive, 
one sided and ruthless that like the 
sheriff with the messianic zeal they 
have started losing moral author-
ity. This is not surprising. Absolute 
power inevitably goads the wielder 
of power to become arbitrary, 
dictatorial and even diabolical, 
creating a moral vacuum in the 
process. It is unfortunate, but true 
nevertheless, that to-day many 
consider America, the only super-
power in the world, in this light. 

Like the sheriff in 'Unforgiven', 
Bush is the subject of vitriolic 
attack and hatred by millions in the 
world. 

If the corruption of absolute 
power is ominously evident in the 
behaviour of America under 
George Bush, the difference in the 
interpretation of evil between 
America and the rest of the world is 
equally glaring. The world was 
taken aback when America all on a 
sudden launched its diatribe about 

'the axis of evil'. So long evil was 
seen in acts of terrorism and a 
worldwide consensus for the 
campaign against it was reached 
on this basis. Nothing happened in 
the course of this campaign to 
justify broadening its scope. There 
is no doubt that Saddam as a per-
son epitomises evil in many ways, 
particularly by the example of his 
past conduct. But his regime has 
been so weakened by the Gulf War 
and the decade-long sanction that 
it cannot reasonably be seen as 
constituting a clear and present 
danger, either in the region or 
globally. Evidences of Iraq's con-
nection with terrorist groups, on 
the other hand, are at best anec-
dotal or circumstantial and at 
worst, concocted. These have not 
washed well with world opinion.

Given the suddenness of the 
campaign against Iraq by America 
and the insistence to start war even 
without UN resolution, the outside 
world suddenly woke up to the 
danger of allowing the 'only kid in 
the bloc' to have his way. In the face 
of combined pressure from major 
European allies and other member 

countries, America reluctantly 
accepted a UN resolution that 
provided for inspection of disar-
mament in Iraq. Even before 
inspection was completed America 
continued to bluster against Iraq 
for material breach and intimidate 
countries to toe its line. This tactics 
of arm twisting, blackmailing and 
open bribery became counter 
productive. Both Europe and 
NATO have become riven with 
serious division over the Iraq issue. 
The war of words across Atlantic 

that is going on since the split 
became public is unprecedented. 
It threatens the edifice of western 
alliance that was erected after the 
Second World War with serious 
damage, if not collapse.  

Most tellingly, world public 
opinion has also gone against 
American policy on Iraq. Millions 
have taken to the streets, demon-
strating in favour of peace and 
criticising the continuous drum-
beat of war coming from America. 
Even in New York, ground zero of 
the September terrorist attack, 
people have demanded that peace 
be given a chance. The overwhelm-
ing view coming from the anti-war 
quarters is that UN inspection can 
ensure disarmament of Iraq peace-
fully and force of use is unneces-
sary. The recently concluded NAM 
conference, attended by heads of 
states from 116 countries, viewed 
with alarm the rise of unipolarity 
a n d  t h e  t r e n d  t o w a r d s  
unilateralism as seen in the Iraq 
crisis. The statement issued at the 
end of the NAM summit called for 
respect for the sovereignty, territo-
rial integrity and political inde-

pendence of all member states of 
the UN. America and her few allies 
thus have become isolated over the 
Iraq issue. It is very likely that if a 
resolution is placed before the 
security council that specifically 
provides for war against Iraq veto 
will be used by France or Russia or 
China. America never suffered 
such ringing diplomatic defeat in 
the past. 

The ground swell of public 
opinion throughout the world is 
based on the conviction that evi-
dence has not yet shown Iraq to be 
a threat to peace and that war will 
mean deaths of millions of inno-
cent civilians. Iraq is not seen as 
being a malevolent evil, as is made 
out by America and its motley 
allies. Countries opposing war 
against Iraq and the world public 
opinion behind this stand, how-
ever, make a distinction between 
Saddam and Iraq. Saddam may be 
evil himself, but the objective 
conditions in Iraq at present and 
the state of surveillance in the 
world to-day are such that it will be 
almost impossible for his evil acts 
to see the light of the day, the argu-
ment goes. 

If in spite of worldwide opposi-
tion America still decides to go on 
war against Iraq it will suffer an 
enduring defeat. It will not be in the 
battlefield where its superiority is 
unquestioned and unchallenged. 
America's defeat will come in the 
form of moral indignation and 
hatred felt by peace loving people 
throughout the world, including 
many in America. To them there 
will be little difference between 
George Bush and Saddam Hussain 
in respect of their contempt for 
public opinion and indifference to 
the sanctity of human life. Both will 
inhabit the same space in the moral 
scale. The contrast between the 
stark world of American good and 
dictatorial evil will be blown to 
smithereens.

Hasnat Abdul Hye is a former secretary, novelist 
and economist.

MEGASTHENES

J ACK Fingleton is not exactly a 
household name even in 
cricket-playing countries . He 
played Test cricket for Austra-

lia from 1932 to 1938 , usually as an 
opening batsman . He would not be 
placed alongside the likes of 
Trumper ,Ponsford, Barnes, Morris 
or Simpson and  Taylor of more 
recent years as an opener for Aus-
tralia. He was a competent enough 
player though -- who once scored 
four centuries in successive Test 
innings -- fully deserving of his 
place in a competitive side at a time 
when fast bowlers abounded. By 
profession, Fingleton was a jour-
nalist and also wrote a number of 
books on cricket. His journalistic 
interests ,however ,went beyond 
cricket .

 The late and long-serving Prime 
Minister of Australia, Robert Men-
zies, in a foreword to one of 
Fingleton's books on cricket wrote 
with modesty that Fingleton hon-
oured him "with his friendship". 
The two were, in Menzies' words, 
also "occupational enemies" in 
their daily lives, as journalists and 
politicians usually vie with one 
another in the moulding of public 
opinion .He recounts with relish 
that frequently enough, after a 
tough press conference, Fingleton 
would linger behind for a chat 
exclusively on cricket . As a cricket 
writer ,Menzies rated him highly; 
his style of prose neither "barren 
nor over- decorated", with an 
intimate perception of the tech-
niques and subtleties of the game". 
Menzies was clear that among 
writers on cricket, Sir Neville 
Cardus was the supreme stylist. I 
would without qualification con-
cur, as would most people with the 
acquired taste for cricket literature 
.Fingleton the writer ,I would place 
at par with a few others, a short 

distance behind Robertson-
Glasgow and possibly CLR James. 
His books are eminently readable 
remarkably free of partisanship . In 
one of his essays, he expressed 
satisfaction that with the passage 
of years he was becoming less and 
less nationalistic in outlook. This 
comment related not so much to 
politics as to cricket. He continued 
till the end, I should think, to root 
for Australia but felt that the out-
come of a game, though certainly 

of interest, was not as important as 
certain other aspects; a great chal-
lenge accepted and won, an 
innings of genius, or an inspired 
bowling effort -- something that 
enriches the game. There was, he 
felt, more to cricket than the results 
of a particular match .

 Sir Neville Cardus has also 
written in a similar vein. There was 
more to cricket, in his opinion, 
than "are dreamt of in the economy 
of scorers". He was emphatic that 
in no other game "does winning 
and losing so little affect aesthetic 
,spectacular and entertainment 
values".

 Fingleton and Cardus certainly 
had their own special perspective 
and perception of cricket; they saw 
the game through the prism not of 
an aficionado but of an expert. I am 
not quite certain that it is all that 
simple to grasp in its entirety all 
that they wrote and felt. One may 

not today accept readily the relega-
tion of a match result to a place of 
secondary importance. The sense 
and substance of what they sought 
to convey, however, is not difficult 
to appreciate . Cricket is a game, 
not a branch of any religion. It is 
meant to be played, straining to the 
utmost every resource of skill, 
sinew, nerve and limb; to be 
enjoyed and meant to give pleasure 
to players and spectators alike. A 
century by Brian Lara -- when on 

song none in his generation of 
players can match him for lissome 
almost feline grace -- should give as 
much pleasure to spectators, West 
Indies supporters as to the belea-
guered fielding side. Therein lies 
the true spirit and essence of 
cricket .

 Things, of course, have changed 
since the t ime Cardus and 
Fingleton wrote about the game. 
Neither, I suspect, would have 
wholeheartedly approved of or 
applauded the commercialisation 
or even industrialisation of cricket. 
And yet it is essential for the game 
to thrive; for its genius to be fruitful 
and multiply. As I write this ,taking 
place in South Africa is the greatest 
cricketing event of the present 
time, the World Cup. Bangladesh, 
the babes of Test cricket, is taking 
part and so far its performance has 
thoroughly disappointed and 
disheartened its supporters. We 

have lost unexpectedly to non-Test 
playing Canada, almost supinely 
surrendered to Sri Lanka and were 
fortunate to share points -- due to 
the intervention of rain -- with the 
West Indies. Our cricket-loving 
public has made known its disaf-
fection in no uncertain terms. In 
India the public has been even 
more vehement and vociferous in 
its reactions to the Indian team's 
performance.

 Our performance so far reflects 
the uncertainties for which cricket 
is renowned. There was no reason 
for us to lose to Canada and for four 
of our top order batsmen to get out 
in the opening over of the match 
with Sri Lanka is almost incredible 
even after the event. And yet there 
are some positive indications. To 
reach a score of over 120, after 
losing the top four batsmen speaks 
of a certain depth in our batting. 
We lost to Sri Lanka by ten wickets; 
Canada lost by nine  and so would 
seem to have played better. Can-
ada, however, could only manage a 
total of less than 40 runs. The bare 
results thus do not tell the whole 
story. Against the better batting 
line-up of the West Indies, our 
bowling performed much better 
than against Sri Lanka. Our team in 
any case would have benefited 
from the exposure against top class 
opposition .

 There is often enough a period 
of trial and tribulation for a new-
comer in any area of competition 
.If it is any comfort or consolation, 
New Zealand in 1955 was bowled 
out for 26 in a Test against England. 
India in 1952 was bowled out twice 
in the same day for scores of 58 and 
82 against England. Our team at 
this time needs all the moral sup-
port and encouragement possible 
and not criticism and carping  .It is 
a fair assumption that they are just 

as dejected and frustrated as the 
most strident of their critics; more 
so as they carry the burden of 
having disappointed their country-
men by failing to compete credibly.

 There are, as with every such 
contest, some lessons to be learned 
for the future. The following come 
readily to mind:

1. The structure of domestic 
competition could do with some 
change .This is easier said than 
done .India and Pakistan with 
similar problems have not been 
able to do much in this regard.

2. Pitches in Bangladesh could 
be made more sporting, with the 
ball doing something off the pitch 
and through the air. This should 
better prepare batsmen for tougher 
playing conditions abroad.

3. To take more than one or two 
teenagers in a team may not always 
be prudent. There have been 
young prodigies in the past -- the 

likes of Clem Hill, Archie Jackson 
and Neil Harvey of Australia, 
Tendulkar, Mustaq and Hanif in 
India and Pakistan .Nowadays, 
given the pressures ,however the 
tendency is to allow precocious 
talent to ripen before being tested 
at the highest levels .Extraordinary 
talent should in any case find its 
way and premature exposure could 
damage confidence .

4. It is important to play against 
quality opposition to improve 
standards but it is also important 
not to be grossly over-matched. 
Under 25 or A teams of England 
could provide healthy competition 
.The 1951-52 English team that 
toured India, against which India 
won for the first time in Tests, was 
virtually an A team. Only Statham 
and Graveney in that team went on 
to major achievement in Tests 
.Absent were Hutton, Compton, 
Bedser, Washbrook, Simpson, 
Bailey Edrich and Evans, all Test 
regulars .The team played two 
unofficial Tests against Pakistan 
also, unofficial because at that time 
Pakistan still had not achieved Test 
status. It took India and Pakistan a 
long time even after that to be 
taken seriously in cricket.

5. Training programmes at 
cricket academies in the region for  
specially talented  younger players.

Cricket is above everything else 
a game; nothing more and nothing 
less. An old saying best sums-up 
what should be a healthy attitude 
towards it:

 "Winning and losing are part of 
the game,

 But to lose without a fight, now 
that's a shame".

As long as our players are giving 
of their best, they surely deserve 
our every support. Constructive 
criticism is surely welcome but 
perhaps best deferred until after 
the World Cup is over.

Faces of evil

Period of trial and tribulation

HASNAT ABDUL HYE

IN MY VIEW
If in spite of worldwide opposition America still decides to go on war against Iraq it will suffer an enduring defeat. It 
will not be in the battlefield where its superiority is unquestioned and unchallenged. America's defeat will come in 
the form of moral indignation and hatred felt by peace loving people throughout the world, including many in Amer-
ica. 

LIGHTEN UP
Our performance so far reflects the uncertainties for which cricket is renowned. There was no reason for us to lose to 
Canada and for four of our top order batsmen to get out in the opening over of the match with Sri Lanka is almost 
incredible even after the event. And yet there are some positive indications. To reach a score of over 120, after losing 
the top four batsmen speaks of a certain depth in our batting. 

"Keep your fingers 
crossed"
I read, with interest, the caption 
"Keep your fingers crossed for the 
next match!" below a photograph 
in the letter "World Cup and Ban-
gladesh  Cricket" (February 26).

Whereas there is nothing wrong 
with terms like "keep your fingers 
crossed" or "gee-wiz" or "gee," I 
suspect that not everyone is aware 
of the origins or implications of 
such phrases.

"Keep your fingers crossed" is 
the Christian equivalent of "Pray to 
God." "Gee-wiz" and "gees" on the 
other hand are the same as Jesus. 
So these are used to represent the 
exclamation "Oh my God." Other 
such commonly used terms are 
Santa Clause, which is a kiddy 
version of St. Nicholas, and Valen-
tine's Day is St. Valentine's day.

I am not against people using 
these phrases. Of course that's the 
c h o i c e  o f  e a c h  i n d i v i d u a l .
Didarul Islam Qadir
Michigan, USA

Noise pollution
I live in Shahbagh, near the BSMR 
Hospital (former IPGMR) and the 
BCS Training Academy. As I am 
writing this letter, a party is taking 

place on the rooftop of a nearby 
high-rise building. Very pleasant. 
But the organizers are playing 
Hindi/Bangla songs at top volume. 
It is 11 p.m., my family is trying to 
sleep in the other room. But can't. I 
failed to follow the cricket com-
mentary on the television due to 
the high volume music. It is quite 
understandable the situation of the 
patients in the nearby hospital.

Can anyone please answer me 
which virtues are we loosing faster - 
common sense or moral values? 
Can you answer me why am I afraid 
even to request them to keep it 
down?

I am just an ordinary citizen 
who earns his living working 
through out the day and wants a 
good night sleep in the night. Is it 
too much to ask for?
NMT
Dhaka

Valentine's Day
I can't believe the amount of ink 
expended in this newspaper-- and 
other newspapers in South Asia-- 
on what I think is a silly argument 
on whether or not we should be 
celebrating Valentine's Day. 

Honestly, do we actually need a 
particular day of the year to express 

our love for the significant people 
in our lives? Do we love them any 
less on the other days of the year? 
You can give presents, cards, can-
dies and flowers to people any day 
of the week. In fact, people can 
create their own Valentine's Day, 
or, better yet, call this day whatever 
they wish.
Niraj Agarwalla 
Boston, MA, USA

Sylhet-Golapganj 
Road 
Sylhet-Golapganj road which is 
part of Sylhet-Zakiganj road is 
s imply  beggars  descr ipt ion 
although this is the busiest road in 
Sylhet Division. Numerable pot-
holes have developed in the road 
which is causing damage to the 
vehicles and making the passen-
gers life miserable.

What is the Roads and High-
ways Dept doing in this regard?
Saleh Ahmed Chowdhury 
Fulbari, Sylhet 

"Middle East peace 
process"
This is a response to Mr. Azad 
Miah's letter regarding the Middle 
East peace process. I would like to 

express my absolute solidarity with 
his views. It is true that whenever 
violence breaks out in the Middle 
East, Yaseer Arafat and the Pales-
tinian militants are blamed. But in 
reality, it is the illegal Israeli occu-
pation in the Palestinian territories 
that is inciting violence. 

The head of Israel's Labour 
Party said prior to the election that 
if he had come to power, he would 
have dismantled all the illegal 
Jewish settlements in the Palestin-
ian territories. That would have 
created a conducive situation for 
cease-fire. But majority of Israel 
voted Sharon back to power 
because of his hard-line policies 
towards the Palestinians militants. 
But it is very likely that this will 
backfire. His aggressive attitude 
towards the Palestinians is only 
likely to surge hatred for the Israelis 
in the hearts of the Palestinians. 
Moreover, Israel causes more 
damage to the Palestinians than 
the Palestinians cause to them. 
And still, the blame of any violence 
falls on the Palestinians. If Israel 
actually wants peace with the 
Palestinians, it should immediately 
recognise the legal rights of the 
Palestinians, i.e., an immediate 
end of illegal Israeli occupation in 
Gaza strip, the West Bank and East 
Jerusalem.

Sameer Ahmed Khan Mojlish
Dhanmondi, Dhaka

“War in Iraq"
The Daily Star and apparently 
many of its readers naively imagine 
that Saddam can be contained and 
controlled with weapons inspec-
tors. But even the most rabidly 
anti-Americans support the prem-
ise that Saddam is a dictator who is 
oppressing his own people. 

In the UN, the detractors of the 
US will continue to say that the 
mere presence of United Nations 
inspectors will prevent Saddam 
from building nuclear weapons, 
and that even if he were to acquire 
them he could still be contained. 

As one article in the New York 
Times pointed out, "observers 
have a very poor track record in 
predicting the progress of the Iraqi 
nuclear weapons program. In the 
late 1980's, the nuclear experts of 
the American intelligence services 
were convinced that the Iraqis 
were at least 5 and probably 10 
years away from having a nuclear 
weapon. For its part, the Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agency did 
not even believe that Iraq had a 
nuclear weapons program. After 
the 1991 Persian Gulf war, United 
Nations inspectors found that not 
only did Iraq have a program far 

more extensive than anyone had 
realized, but it was also less than 
two years away from producing a 
weapon.

Four years later, the interna-
tional agency was so certain that it 
had eradicated the Iraqi nuclear 
program that it wanted to end 
aggressive inspections in favor of 
passive "monitoring." Then a slew 
of defectors came out of Iraq-- 
including Hussein Kamel al-Majid, 
the son-in-law of Saddam Hussein 
who led the Iraqi program to build 
weapons of mass destruction; 
Wafiq al-Samarrai, one of Saddam 
Hussein's intelligence chiefs; and 
Khidhir Hamza, a leading scientist 
with the nuclear weapons pro-
gram. These defectors reported 
that outside pressure had not only 
failed to eradicate the nuclear 
program, it was bigger and more 
cleverly spread out and concealed 
than anyone had imagined it to 
be."

For twelve years the UN has 
tried to contain Saddam and with 
what result? As this weeks Econo-
mist points out, inspectors found 
biological, chemical and nuclear 
programmers, but mainly when 
pointed out by defectors. The 
sanctions, no fly zones, contain-
ment and inspections have not 

worked. Normal diplomatic meth-
ods have been tried for over a 
decade to remove Saddam but to 
no avail. 

Even now with 150,000 Ameri-
can and British troops at his bor-
ders, Saddam is playing games with 
the UN. Either Saddam has the 
nonchalance of James Bond, or 
he's a stark, raving lunatic with 
WMD's. 

When Saddam is removed and 
the dust has settled we would do 
well to have stood by our true 
friends, the Americans and the 
British, at their hour of need. 
MA
Dhaka 

Attacks on western 
civilians
It may be difficult to control one's 
anger towards the Westerners if 
their loved one gets killed in a 
Western bombing campaign or by 
some Israeli F16. One may think 
that they are fighting for a good 
cause and I don't dare question 
their pain and loss. The interna-
tional community is witness to the 
injustice and atrocities committed 
against Muslims worldwide. How-
ever, these atrocities can't justify 
more atrocities and attacks on 

innocent western civilian. Number 
of western civilians have been 
attacked in certain Muslim coun-
tries and they are increasingly 
feeling insecure because of the 
looming war on Iraq.

We Muslims argue that Iraqi 
people must not be bombed 
because of Saddam's crimes. The 
same argument can be applied 
here and ask, why attack western 
civilians for the crimes of their 
corrupted and bully governments? 
Our governments (American, 
Asian, African etc) are using us, the 
innocent civilians to do their dirty 
business. Serving us is the last thing 
in their minds. Everyone would 
agree that at this moment, the 
strongest pressure coming on Blair 
and Bush is not from France or 
Germany, but from their own 
public. That is why we, the civilians 
must communicate and under-
stand each other more. If some 
Westerners can tie themselves in 
an Iraqi hospital to form a 'human 
shield', then the least we can do for 
them, is to make them feel safe and 
secured in our countries! It is NOT 
too much to ask for, especially 
when some of them are willing to 
sacrifice themselves for us.
Azad Miah
Oldham, UK
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