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T HE United States of Amer-
ica is a land of great con-
trasts. Human rights were 

guaranteed by the Constitution as 
early as 1787. Yes, the British Bill of 
Rights was enacted in 1689 but it 
was not as elaborate as the Bill of 
Rights of the first Amendment of 
the US Constitution. The French 
Rights of Man and of the Citizen 
was declared in 1989. In contrast 
not till the Proclamation of 1862 by 
Abraham Lincoln were the slaves in 
USA acknowledged as human 
beings.

    The main architect of the Univer-
sal Declaration of Human Rights as 
adopted by the UN on 10 Decem-
ber 1948 was Eleanor Roosevelt, 
the widow of three-time US Presi-
dent Franklin Delano Roosevelt. 
Her dream was that it would be an 
enforceable international law with 
further progress of human civiliza-
tion. At last the International Crim-
inal Court has been established but 
USA would not accept its jurisdic-
tion. Eleanor must be turning in 
her grave.

 Infringement of human rights 
used to be made routinely by the 
CIA or the FBI. CIA is credited with 
conspiring murders or regime 
overthrow and FBI surveillance did 
not leave out bedrooms of families. 
Their excesses brought their activi-
ties under strict scrutiny but it 
cannot be claimed that they are 
now completely clean and trans-
parent in their operations. But 
even then it must be acknowledged 
that accountability of these power-
ful intelligence agencies has a fairly 
credible arrangement. In no other 
country such accountability to the 
people and their representatives is 
so neatly defined, so tightly sys-
tematised and so well established. 
The law on right to information 
was passed in USA in 1966 and 
whistle-blowers of bureaucratic or 
political misdeeds are specially 
p r o t e c t e d .
    You will probably not find a more 
Christian populace anywhere else 
but the separation of the state and 
the church is so meticulously 
institutionalised that a parallel 
system is difficult to find in any 
other country. It is not so widely 
known that one of the main histori-
cal reasons for the growth of the 
public education system in USA 
was the need for separation of the 
state and the church. When in 1870 
primary education was made 
compulsory it was not left to the 
church schools to educate the 
children; the responsibility was 
assumed by the local government 
institutions.

The power of the corporate 
sector is perhaps not so majestic 
anywhere else. The old saying is 
that what is good for General 
Motors is good for USA. But the 
anti-trust Sherman Act was passed 
in US Congress as early as 1892. 
And in the regulation of the corpo-
rate sector USA is the world leader.

Laissez faire is the dominant 
philosophy of the country and yet 
the most elaborate social security 
system was introduced in the 
country in 1935 by President Roo-
sevelt and further improved by 
President Johnson in 1965. The 
Americans may not like to hear it 
but they have some of the best 
elements of socialism in their state 
system.

    Individual rights are not hon-
oured and protected so much in 
any other political system. Some-
times civil liberties are asserted 
and ensured in absurd propor-
tions. Press freedom virtually owes 
its origin to USA when in 1733 in 
the "New York Weekly Journal" its 
editor John Peter Zenger claimed 
the right to criticize the govern-
ment. Fascism, no doubt, has 
found its proponents in the sup-
pression of the blacks or in the 
punishment of the so-called "Un-
American" activists and spies or in 
the incarceration of citizens of 
Japanese origin during the Second 
World War. But civil liberty com-
mitment has always asserted itself 
in the ultimate analysis.

    USA is the richest country with 
the largest economy in the world 
and the unemployment rate is the 

lowest at around 4 percent. Mil-
lionaires and billionaires are there 
in droves and yet the population 
below the poverty line is over 11 
percent and over 15 percent is 
without any medical insurance.

    In our young days we used to read 
a lot of British and related Euro-
pean history in school. It was there 
that we learnt about colonization 
of America by the British, overpow-
ering of Red Indian tribes by the 
British governors and generals, the 
great American War of Independ-
ence. We were particularly aware of 
the surrender of Lord Cornwallis to 
George Washington at Yorktown in 
1781, whom we knew as a success-
ful Governor-General in British 
India. Soon after the transfer of 
power in British India we also 
vaguely learnt about an American 
positive role in decolonisation.

  I took an interest in the United 
Nations soon after one of the lead-
ers from Sylhet, Mudabbir Husain 
Chowdhury, MLA, attended the 
UN General Assembly session in 
Paris in 1948 and came to know of 
the contribution of US leadership 
in its formation and in the shaping 

of a just international system in 
post-War world. Sylhet had some 
contact with USA mainly through 
sailors who started settling in that 
country since 1930s. Our students 
also started going to USA for higher 
studies after the War. One of the 
first of them that I personally knew 
was Engr. Dr A Rashid, who later 
became the first Vice Chancellor of 
BUET and a Minister in Bangla-
desh Government.

Those were the incidents of first 
exposure to USA, a land that was so 
far away from home. Remember 
that  although airplane was 
invented air service was still some 
years away. Youthful admiration 
for socialism developed somewhat 
adverse feeling towards USA when 
its containment policy gave rise to 
regional defence treaties and 
Pakistan entered into a Mutual 
Defence Treaty with USA on 19 
May 1954. But on the whole I 
believe our generation looked up to 
USA as a great nation with high 
ideals, a citadel of liberty and 
freedom, a home of scientific and 
technological miracles, and a 
country of unlimited economic 
opportunities.

I visited USA for the first time in 
1963 and I entered the country 
through the western route at Hono-
lulu. Soon after my arrival USA 
witnessed the great tragedy of the 
assassination of the young and 
idealistic popular President John 

Kennedy on 22 November 1963. A 
month later it took my family and 
some friends about four hours in a 
queue with snow all around us to 
pay respects at the grave of Presi-
dent Kennedy at Arlington. I trav-
eled to the southern region and 
witnessed racial discrimination. It 
was to the credit of President 
Lyndon Johnson and his able 
Attorney General Robert Kennedy 
that far-reaching and comprehen-
sive Civil Rights legislation was 
enacted in 1964. The assassina-
tions of Martin Luther King fol-
lowed by that of Robert Kennedy in 
1968 by a strange twist spelt the 
end of racial segregation in USA. In 
the northeastern region I was 
exposed to liberal America. What 
appealed to me most was a 
national identity with all the diver-
sity of its people. Liberalism and 
conservatism coexisted and above 
all there was freedom of associa-
tion and speech. I also witnessed 
coexistence of Puritanism and 
social permissiveness.

    I was posted in USA in the Paki-
stan embassy in 1969 and I hap-
pened to be there at the time of our 
Liberation War. I transferred my 
allegiance to Bangladesh govern-
ment on 30 June 1971 and sought 
political asylum on 22 July for my 
family and myself. It was promptly 
granted and I was issued a "green 
card" that enabled me to travel to 
Canada on 18 August to attend the 
Toronto conference of concerned 
people. President Richard Nixon 
and his Security Advisor Henry 
Kissinger opposed the emergence 
of Bangladesh and tried to help the 

murderous Yahya regime in every 
possible way. But they were held in 
check by the American people, by 
the academia, by the civil society, 
by religious groups, by conscien-
tious civil servants, by the press 
and the electronic media, and by 
the US legislators in particular, 
both the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. A number of us 
functioned on behalf of the 
Mujibnagar government as regis-
tered foreign agents with full free-
dom. I traveled to about thirty 
states speaking at different forum 
for Bangladesh and appeared in 
numerous press conferences and 
television and radio programmes. 
In April 1972 I almost decided to be 
an active participant in US politics 
and joined a Presidential campaign 
team. What is impressive is the 
abundance of countervailing 
forces in the society that ensue 
democracy and fundamental 
rights of individuals.

   In a way I took shelter in USA in 
1987 to escape the wrath of the 
arbitrary regime of General H M 
Ershad in Bangladesh without 
actually seeking political asylum 
there. I closely followed the thaw in 

the cold war, the summit meeting 
between the leaders of USA and 
USSR in Washington in 1987 and 
the great speech of Mikhail 
Gorbachev in the UN General 
Assembly in 1988 that I thought 
ended the ideological divide began 
in 1945. Perestroika and Glasnost 
really meant no more of doctri-
naire economic management and 
end of economic autarky of the 
communist block. It also meant 
that Soviet forces would not move 
into a satellite state if it decides to 
open up its borders or change its 
government. So came the inevita-
ble collapse of the Berlin Wall on 11 
November 1989. The ideologically 
divided world disappeared and 
dreamers planned of an arms-free 
world, a world of democracy and 
an integrated prosperous global 
economy.

 I was so taken by the propitious 
developments that I thought of 
Costa Rica kind of states devoted to 
education, devoid of regular armed 
force and dedicated to sustainable 
development. I pleaded for CSCE 
(Conference for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe) type of 
organization to guarantee the 
territorial integrity, amicable 
settlement of disputes and protec-
tion of human rights in other 
regions. I was hopeful at last for the 
peace dividend for global eco-
nomic welfare. I extolled the uni-
versality of the western civilization 

and despite Huntington thought 
that for the first time there was the 
chance for one civilization encom-
passing all nations and all denizens 
of the world. In my view the world 
in the past had compartmentalized 
civilizations that lost their vigour at 
various points of time. Such civili-
zations were many such as Sumer-
ian civilization, Phoenician civili-
zation, Hittite civilization, Egyp-
tian Pharao dynasty, Ming empire 
of China, Greek democracy, 
Maurya civilization of India, 
Roman civilization, Maya civiliza-
tion, Islamic civilization of Arabia, 
Mughal empire, Moorish civiliza-
tion, Hanover empire of Great 
Britain, Ottoman empire of Turkey, 
Byzantine civilization, Hapsburg 
dynasty of Austria, or Napoleonic 
empire of France.

Unfortunately my expectations 
proved rather premature and 
unrealistic. Ethnic strifes engulfed 
so many regions and then Iraq in 
the gangster style just occupied 
Kuwait. But the response by the 
world inspired hopes once again 
even though the process was rather 
protracted and human sufferings 
were too much. Kuwait was liber-
ated and Iraq was being disarmed. 
UN peace missions were gaining in 
strength and effectiveness and a 
system of conflict resolution as well 
as cease-fire in the event of break-
out of hostilities followed by nation 
building was being developed. 
Developments in respect of 
nuclear disarmament, banning of 
chemical weapons, demobiliza-
tion of military personnel in many 
countries and conversion of mili-

tary production units inspired 
hopes for Kant's "perpetual peace" 
and a world without arms.

As the fiftieth anniversary of the 
founding of the United Nations in 
1995 approached, there were 
reasons to conclude that in a uni-
polar world international will has 
the ascendance and a bright future 
can be conceived for mankind. As 
we celebrated the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights in 1998 we could 
look forward to a system of interna-
tional law. Violations of human 
rights were being effectively moni-
tored, war crimes had become 
punishable and International 
Criminal Court was on the anvil.

As I step into my seventieth year 
I tend to be a little cynical. Is it 
because the course of robust opti-
mism has run out or have the 
objective conditions changed? The 
first reason for cynicism is the 
debilitating politico-economic 
environment in my own country 
under an evil regime bent upon 
persecution of the opposition 
forces and dominated in its policy 
stance by the collaborators of the 

occupation force of barely thirty 
years ago. But overriding this 
cynicism is the loss of confidence 
in the future of human civilization 
so direly threatened by the mighty 
President of the only superpower 
in the world, George Bush. Worse 
still is the support he is getting from 
the youthful leader of the Labour 
government in Great Britain, Tony 
Blair. 9/11 was a black day for 
human civilization but a blacker 
day was awaiting us because of an 
obstinate and unethical attitude of 
a strange group of leaders who are 
in power in USA. As former Presi-
dent Jimmy Carter has explained it, 
the war on Iraq is an unjust war. As 
the senior Senator Robert Byrd has 
said it, Iraq war is a war of choice 
with no credible justification but 
simple flaunting of arrogance.

It is heartrending to observe the 
demeaning of a proud, powerful 
and benevolent superpower in the 
hands of a doctrinaire gang of big 
business in energy and arma-
ments. United States of America 
since its birth has positioned itself 
on high moral grounds. It is com-
mitted to peace, prosperity and 
happiness of its people. Its core 
values are the most noble of demo-
cratic culture. It has mostly resisted 
imperialist leanings that go hand in 
hand with military and economic 
power. Its first foray into foreign 
affairs was in the evolution of the 
Monroe doctrine in 1823 when it 

sought non-interference from 
European powers in the western 
hemisphere. But its own involve-
ment in the internal affairs of the 
states of the hemisphere had to 
wait till 1904 for Theodore Roose-
velt's energy and global exposure. 
However, unilateral intervention 
in hemispheric political affairs had 
to be curtailed under pressure from 
the American states by 1928.

The most lofty foreign policy 
mission was outlined by President 
Woodrow Wilson in his fourteen 
points in January 1918 in which he 
sought in a postwar world, 
interalia, a League of Nations to 
guarantee world peace and disar-
mament, the right of self determi-
nation for all nations, a mechanism 
to resolve disputes amicably 
and/or by arbitration, the principle 
of reconstruction of the van-
quished states rather than their 
further penalization, and a system 
of international law. International-
ism of Wilson was not endorsed by 
a rather insular and protected 
nation that USA was at the time. 
The Great Depression of 1929-31 
was a rude shock to the nation and 
the insularity of the nation started 
waning. For the first time USA 
began to open its door to world 
trade. As the Second World War 
raged in Europe, USA steered clear 
of it but began to assist UK and 
Soviet Russia in their war effort. 
The lofty idealism in international 
relations continued to inspire USA 
and on August 12, 1941 President 
Franklin Roosevelt and Prime 
Minister  Winston Churchil l  
announced the Atlantic Charter for 

the future of mankind. That was 
four months before the dastardly 
Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour 
and consequent US direct partici-
pation in the War.

The Atlantic Charter on the one 
hand committed the two nations to 
n o  t e r r i t o r i a l  a n d  o t h e r  
aggrandisement and on the other 
hand sought the right of self-
determination for all nations. Its 
other elements were the right of 
every nation to choose the form of 
government it wants; the freedom 
of nations, great or small and 
victors and vanquished alike, to 
trade and travel; the cooperation of 
all nations for improved labour 
standards, economic advance-
ment and social security; the assur-
ance to all the men in all the lands 
to live out their lives in freedom 
from fear and want; and the aban-
donment of the use of force and 
ultimate disarmament of nations.

Well before the conclusion of the 
war in August 1944 the United 
Nations charter was adopted by 
USA, UK, Soviet Russia and China. 
In July 1944 the Bretton Woods 
agreement defined the world 

economic order whose goals were 
growth in production and full 
employment based on accelerated 
investment in all countries, free 
flow of international capital, free 
international trade and unim-
peded international transactions.

USA instituted the first foreign 
aid programme for the reconstruc-
tion of Europe, East Asia and the 
Pacific region and goaded the 
revived economies of Europe and 
Japan to share the burden of global 
development investment. Presi-
dent Dwight Eisenhower was the 
first person to speak of peace 
dividend for development as early 
as 1954. The basic tenet of US 
foreign policy has been defensive 
action and preparedness to meet 
aggression. The events of 9/11 
demonstrated the vulnerability to 
terrorism and naturally the 
response against it has been strong 
and determined. An international 
coalition could be easily formed to 
tackle the threat.

But the downside of it is the 
absence of acknowledgement of 
the failure of the US and interna-
tional intelligence mechanism. No 
heads have rolled in the wake of the 
disaster nor a well-articulated 
strategy has been enunciated to 
tackle international terrorism. 
Second, no attempt has been made 
to identify and strike at the roots of 
terrorism as the Canadian Prime 
Minister Jean Chretien has pointed 

out months ago. The endless occu-
pation of territories and settlement 
of new colonies there and the 
relentless and cruel military cam-
paigns against unarmed people in 
Palestine leave very little choice to 
the oppressed and the deprived. 
The setting of the Millennial goals 
of development has been a step in 
the right direction to remedy the 
frustration of the poor of the world. 
But the financing gap in its imple-
mentation does not bid well for the 
elimination of terrorism. Third, the 
rise of fascism in the name of sup-
pression of terrorism in all coun-
tries is a crucial threat to civiliza-
tion. Justice is abridged for the sake 
of expediency, fair play is mutilated 
in the name of emergency and 
human rights are just denied for 
the sake of secrecy. This cannot be 
acceptable in the world of the 
twenty-first century. Finally, 9/11 
has been made the pretext for 
reorienting US security policy 
taking a 180-degree turn. As Robert 
Byrd said the doctrine of preemp-
tion is understood by few and 
feared by many and the world, 
therefore, has become a much 
more dangerous place. Friends do 
not trust the US, its word is dis-
puted and its intentions are ques-
tioned. What a dramatic change in 
the image of USA. On the other 
hand, Saddam Husain, a much-
disliked dictator and an impudent 
adventurer, has suddenly been 
transformed into a popular hero, a 
David standing against a bully of a 
Goliath.

Above all, in a unipolar world the 
only institution that could reflect 

international  wil l  has been 
bypassed by the arrogance of 
power. The United Nations, set up 
to save succeeding generations 
from the scourge of war, has 
peremptorily been dismissed by 
USA and UK, who are not even 
inclined to call the General Assem-
bly to unite for peace. Over twelve 
years USA and UK, with the tacit 
support of the world, have bombed 
Iraq, destroyed its military estab-
lishments, deployed inspectors for 
disarming the nation, organized 
the opposition forces, denied the 
nation supplies of all kinds includ-
ing medicines and food, and 
a p p r o p r i a t e d  t h e i r  n a t u r a l  
resources but did not unseat 
Saddam Hussain. Now suddenly 
they realize the need for regime 
c h a n g e  a n d  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  
Saddam.

 President George Bush and 
Tony Blair have thrown the world 
into turmoil by launching an 
unjust and meaningless war when 
it was not considered necessary by 
the comity of nations as well as vast 
masses of protesters all over the 
world. The US Congress and the 
British Parliament could not vote 
rationally when patriotism was put 
on the line, even though it was 
done awfully wrongly. So we have 
an unequal and unjust war in Iraq 
since the black day of March 20.

What a farcical war it is! The 
most modern technology is used 
against a disarmed defence estab-
lishment. To be sure it will provide 
a wide field laboratory for trying 
out new weapons of mass destruc-
tion and precision targeting. It is 
said to be an attack on weapons of 
mass destruction that, in fact, do 
not exist at all. It is a precipitate 
attack that would not allow a thor-
ough inspection simply because 
the weather in the desert is turning 
merciless and the warmongers 
cannot let the season pass. It is a 
war whose grounds have been 
fabricated on falsehoods. It is a war 
against a nation that has been 
starved for an age and also bombed 
at will during this period. It is a war 
against a nation whose income for 
the last twelve years has been 
appropriated by USA in the name 
of the international community. It 
is a war to redraw the political map 
of the Middle East according to the 
wishes of the arrogant world 
guardians. It is a war against Al-
Qaeda terrorists who have no links 
with Iraq. It is a preemptive strike 
for US security but against a party 
who is not targeting USA nor has 
the capability to do so. It is said to 
be a war for regime change but it 
has popularized a very unpopular 
megalomaniac dictator. It is a war 
that has ended the political exis-
tence of the United Nations. It is, 
indeed, a war for occupation of a 
territory, for indiscriminately 
killing people, and for setting up a 
regime of the victors' choice. But it 
is a war without any cost for the 
aggression; the rich oilfields of the 
occupied territory will pay all the 
expenses of the victors.

The war should be over in a few 
days. The wave of missiles and the 
barrage of bombs can easily flatten 
the country. How much more can 
you kill in the land of a killed peo-
ple, starved children and homeless 
families? But what comes next is 
the big question? Instability in a 
volatile region can be guaranteed 
for years. Redrawing of the political 
map and reorganization of govern-
ments will be a long and arduous 
process. Exploitation of natural 
resources by the mighty will usher 
in the law of the jungle. The super-
power and its latchkeys so far only 
four -- UK, Spain, Australia and 
Israel -- will be mortally feared by 
all and sundry. The doctrine of 
preemptive strike will reorder the 
world according to the sweet but 
resented will of USA. Will it end 
terrorism? Will it finish off rogue 
states? Or shouldn't we expect the 
end of western civilization? 
  I feel very sorry for three actors. 
Claire Short, reputed to be a friend 
of the poor, was expected to resign 
from the Blair cabinet. She did not. 
She thinks that she can mobilize 
and properly channel humanitar-
ian aid. What a false hope! Kofi 
Annan, with no chance of a further 
term, spoke bravely and well. But 
as the UN died he failed to resign in 
protest or in sympathy. There is no 
way the UN can stage a comeback 
without giving a nod to the unjust 
and illegal war. General Collin 
Powell is the Secretary of State but 
not reported to be a confidante of 
President Bush. When the image of 
the great country he serves is tar-
nished an honourable exit would 
have been so much better.

Abul Maal A Muhith, a former civil servant and 
finance minister, is a reputed columnist.

Frustrated hopes and shattered dreams

The stake is very high

What a farcical war it is! The most modern technology is used against a disarmed defence establishment. To be sure it 
will provide a wide field laboratory for trying out new weapons of mass destruction and precision targeting. It is said 
to be an attack on weapons of mass destruction that, in fact, do not exist at all.

 It is a war whose grounds have been fabricated on falsehoods. It is a war against a nation that has been starved for an 
age and also bombed at will during this period...It is a war that has ended the political existence of the United 
Nations.

ABUL MAAL A MUHITH

MUYEEDUL HASAN 

D URING the first five days 
of American led aggres-
sive war, Iraq has sur-

prised many by the display of its 
stamina and tactics. It has no 
doubt increased their national 
self-esteem, and is generating 
new respectability and greater 
support for Iraq in the Arab world 
and beyond.

If the war lingers till mid-April, 
the harsh desert summer is likely 
to set in, and the war will be pro-
longed further. With grim fight in 
and around Baghdad, both civil-
ian causality and number of body 
bags will go up. Peace marches in 

America will be longer and more 
militant. Stock markets would go 
for deeper dips. Popular rating for 
Bush would start sliding down 
fast. Democrats may at last find it 
opportune to charge Bush for 
reckless acts including wrecking 
the western alliance and ruining 
the economy.

Other factors may start working 
against Bush as well. If the war is 
dragged along and become 
bloody, Tony Blair may go 
Anthony Eden's way, making 
Bush's 'alliance of willing' totally 
useless as a platform for promot-
ing alternative international 
arrangement.

It is the time for the leaders of 

France, Russia, China and Ger-

many to put their acts together 

through the Security Council or to 

convene the UN General Assem-

bly session under the clause for 

'uniting for peace' to uphold the 

UN charter and to press for an 

immediate halt to war, and for 

vacating Iraq's territory. They can 

put pressure on Bush in so many 

different ways, as shown by Rus-

sian Duma refusing to ratify the 
treaty signed between US and 
Russia for deeper cut of strategic 
weapons.

The US accusation and the 

Russian denial over supply of 
jamming devices to disorient 
electronic guidance system of 
American planes, night vision etc 
to Iraq is just one indication how 
the operational situation may be 

made difficult for the US in days to 
come.

All these four nations are deeply 
threatened at the ascendancy of 
this hyper power, which has little 

regard for international law and 
are likely to act together. Even the 
smaller states of the world can join 
the global fight by starting to 
boycott American consumer 
products till the war is halted. All 

these will demonstrate the isola-

tion of Bush administration from 

the rest of the world and encour-

age American opposition to grow 

into a critical mass.

But these all are possible devel-

opments. The reality may be 

somewhat different. As US col-

umns reach south of Baghdad, US 

air attacks will be intensified. It 

will use bigger bunker buster 

bombs to destroy the under-
ground infrastructure relating to 
Iraqi command and control in and 
around Baghdad. That would 
devastate the civil life completely. 
Civil causality will phenomenally 
increase but no regrets on that, as 
the US strategists would look for 
destroying the stamina and tactics 
shown by Iraq so far. To finish the 
war before the worst of summer 
sets in, they may be prone to use 
the backup new weapons, includ-
ing perhaps electronic device like 
'microwave', that acts as chip 
burner, which destroys all chips 
imbedded in computers, all tele-
communication devices, power 
generation, water supply etc and 
bring the life to a complete halt. In 

order to achieve 'a decisive vic-
tory', the US commander-in-chief 
may even given order to drop a 
newly invented super bomb hav-
ing destructive capability of tacti-
cal nuclear weapon.

Stakes for mankind is very high 
in Iraq war. Bush has accom-
plished setting up a vast war 
machine in the desert to meet the 
immediate war requirements; it 
can meet its future engagements 
elsewhere in the Middle East. The 
outcome of the war in Iraq is still 
unknown.

Muyeedul Hasan, who served as policy advisor to 
prime minister Tajuddin Ahmed of Bangladesh 
Government in exile in 1971, is author of 'Muldhara 
Ekattur'.

Stakes for mankind is very high in Iraq war. Bush has accomplished setting up a vast war machine in the desert to meet the immedi-
ate war requirements; it can meet its future engagements elsewhere in the Middle East. The outcome of the war in Iraq is still 
unknown.

Independence Day
People's aspirations not yet fulfilled

T
ndHE nation is celebrating today the 32  anniver-

sary of its independence -- a glorious occasion 
that people of this country are enormously 

proud of.

 However, the nation should also take stock of what it 
has achieved for the economic and social emancipation 
of the masses. The widely held view on this point is that 
we should have achieved more than we actually have in 
terms of attaining economic and social advancement 
during more than three decades of independent exis-
tence. Some other nations with comparable economic 
standing at the time that we had founded our state have 
surpassed us by miles. 

 One has to admit that the political parties, entrusted 
with the sacred task of improving the lot of citizens, 
have failed to live up to the expectations of the nation. 
The biggest disappointment is that despite the restora-
tion of a democratic order in 1991 -- after the nation 
bumped along the rugged terrain of political uncer-
tainty for most part of its existence -- we do not yet have 
a democratic culture. And that is at the root of all other 
failures.  Our politics is not yet guided by a set of rules 
honoured by the parties, and good governance in the 
democratic sense still remains an elusive goal. 

 There are other visible aspects of political malfunc-
tioning that have not yet been attended to. The parlia-
ment, losing its efficacy in many ways, is dominated by 
one party; there is often very thin attendance and the 
failure to work through the parliamentary standing 
committees -- not in place even 18 months after the 
present government took over -- accounts for the loss of 
transparency. 

  This is not to, however, overlook the areas where our 
performance has been quite good.  The country has 
achieved near self-sufficiency in production of 
foodgrains in the face of many odds; child mortality has 
declined considerably and enrolment in primary 
schools has increased to a great extent. Broadly, we 
have maintained a GDP growth rate of  5 plus per cent 
which speaks volumes for the sustainability of our 
development process. 

The political parties will have to now reach a broad 
consensus on core issues and play their due role in revi-
talising what is at the present moment a highly polar-
ised political atmosphere that allows nothing positive 
to grow in the country.

 By default the democracy we practise today is more a 
matter of form than of substance. Unless we improve 
the political culture radically there is no way we can 
change the lot of the common man to offset the losses 
he has suffered so far. 

Arab League resolution
A firmer stance was expected

W E are greatly disappointed by the outcome of 
the Arab League meet. The draft resolution 
adopted by its members has turned out to be 

ritualistic. Though it called for immediate withdrawal 
of US and British forces and criticized the invasion as 
'an armed aggression that aims to occupy a member-
state of the League', the resolution lacked the boldness 
with which the Arab world could have made a real dif-
ference. Since this was the first meeting after the war 
began, more stern reaction was expected from the 
League. 

But then again, there doesn't seem to be unity among 
the Arab countries themselves while opposing this war. 
They seem to have forgotten that it was their responsi-
bility to have done something concrete in terms of 
reaching a consensual position on the  common threat 
they face in the shape of an escalated war. Some coun-
tries have already offered bases, some have committed 
troops to the US-British war effort. So, something more 
than a mere condemnation  was called for, because wag-
ing a war against a sovereign country without a UN reso-
lution is totally unacceptable.

The draft resolution sounds hollow, but it should not 
have been the case with the Arab League since it has all 
the ingredients for an effective resolution to be arrived 
at, given its comprehensive representative character. 
They were in the best position to create an atmosphere 
that could have diminished the plight and horror of the 
Iraqi people who have been suffering intensely for no 
fault of theirs since the bombing began. Just giving lip 
service like 'we are supporting our brothers in Iraq' is 
not really going to make any difference to their lives. 

In fact, if the Arab League maintains such a facade, 
then where does the Muslim world  seem to be any 
necessity for such an organisation to operate. It was a 
big disappointment for all of us that it could not come to 
a more solid and realistic decision on an issue that 
affects innocent people of a member country. 
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