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A M M SHAHABUDDIN

T HAT legendary demagogue 
who had once spat fire on 
the US Administration for 

their policy of racial discrimination 
and at the same time had kindled 
new hopes and aspirations in the 
minds of the down-trodden poor 
black Americans (now called 
African Americans), is no more 
there. But his historic speech, "I 
have a dream...," delivered some 
forty years ago, on 28 August 1963, 
in Washington at the Lincoln 
Memorial, is still echoing, remind-
ing the US government of what still 
remains to he done of that noble 
'dream' of a black champion of 
human rights and social equality. 
Rev. Martin Luther King Jr. made 
history by that memorable 'one 
sentence' which now serves as a 
truth for all 'lovers of human rights. 
And the Americans, both white and 
black, would be observing his 
birth-anniversary today (19 
January).

To commemorate that histori-
cal 28 August, thousands of people, 
irrespective of colour and creed, 
gather every year at the foot of 
Abraham Lincoln Memorial, to 
renew their pledge to fulfil Martin 
Luther's dream and also to pay 
respect to the leader who had laid 
down his life in their cause at the 
hands of an assassin. It may be 
mentioned in this context that 
President Abraham Lincoln, a 
staunch crusader against slavery 
and racial discrimination, became 
the first martyr in the hands of an 
assassin in Washington in 1865, at 
the end of the American Civil War. I 
will come to it later.

Still a lot to be done
Undoubtedly, a lot has been 
achieved by the black Americans 
since the abolition of slavery in 
1965, particularly since Martin 
Luther had begun his struggle for 
the rights of the blacks, still there is 
a lot to be done, as Martin Luther's 
son, Martin Luther King III had 
declared at the Washington rally 
last year. It is true that hundreds of 
thousands of the black Americas 
have been rescued from the dark 
catacomb of slavery where they 
were treated like dumb driven cattle 
by their white masters. There was a 
time when in public places the 
blacks were kept 'out of bound' by 
bold signs saying, "Dogs and Blacks 
not allowed." But those hellish days 
are long gone, no doubt. They now 
know their identity as equal citizens 
and part of the American society, 
thanks to the great sacrifice made by 
Martin Luther.

Road-blocks ahead
But there are still many road-
blocks to he removed for making a 
smooth sailing for the black 
Americans to enjoy truly equal 
rights in their lives, both political 
and economic. Even to-day in the 
world's richest country there are 
innumerable black Americans who 
live miserable lives in wretched 
slums, far away from proper edu-
cation, health-care and decent 
homes. They still receive their 
proverbial 'ice' in winter only and 
not in summer along with the well-
off whites. The very existence of 
impoverished Black Slums not only 
in New York but also in many parts 
of that dream-land America, speak 
much louder than what is hidden 
behind the dazzling economic 
boom and prosperity. Mr Jonathon 
Kozol, a leading US authority on 
education, commenting on the 
horrific poverty situation in the 
black-inhabited slums, had said 

that the black children still suffer 
from "poor health-care, schools 
and homes in New York's impover-
ished South Bronx," adding that 
"these kids are innocent; their only 
crime is being poor in a rich society 
at a cruel moment in history." Mr 
Kozol also pointed out that "a five 
percent tax on the wealth of the 
Wall Street's 100 richest men 
would lift them out of poverty." 
What a revealing contrast shocking 
poverty growing in the dark back-
yard of America, while spending 
billions of dollars every months for 
maintaining US marines in Iraq! 
This is a clear indication that 
Martin Luther's 'dream' is still far 
from its fruition.

And the leaders and groups that 
organised last year's celebration of 
Martin Luther's historic 1963 
speech were conscious of this. That 
is why a broad coalition of more 
than one hundred organisations, 
representing the socialists, the 
communists, opponents of US 
policy on Cuba, Iran and Iraq, as 
well as people asking for a better 
US education policy, assembled to 
raise a united voice for fulfilling 
Martin Luther's dream. Moreover, 
the event also kicked off a 15-
month campaign to highlight their 
concerns about racial, environ-
mental and economic issues and, 
above all, Bush Administration's 
much-hyped "war on terror." 
Undoubtedly, Martin Luther's 
historic speech, delivered forty 
years  ago,  was a  "defining 
moment" for the American civil 
rights movement.

Now let us have a glimpse of the 
history of US civil war (1861-1865) 
waged during the presidentship of 
Abraham Lincoln who had played a 
dominant role not only to abolish 
Negro Slavery from the US consti-
tution, but also had heroically 

saved America from disintegration 
into two warring blocks of pro-
and-anti slavery of the northern 
and southern areas.

Victory in civil war:
 A turning point
The US civil war was a straight fight 
between two opposite camps -- 
one representing the northern 
farm lands who were known as 
'anti-slavery north' and the other 
representing the 'cotton-growing 
south,' which wanted the continu-
ation of Negro slavery to work in 
their plantations. With the emer-
gence of Abraham Lincoln, as the 
President the pro-slavery south-
erners were increasingly scared by 
the growing popular anti-slavery 
movement. And as first step 
towards secession from the Union, 
they had already formed the 'con-
federated States of America,' and 
adopted a constitution upholding 
the 'institution of Nego Slavery.' 
But the anti-slavery crusade 
declared by Lincoln turned the 
apple cart down of the southern 
rebels, when after long four-year 
war from 1861 to 1865, the great 
victory was achieved by Lincoln in 
1865 on 9 April, with the surrender 
of the pro-slavery rebels, thus 
putting an end to their 'Confeder-
acy' dream. And divided USA again 
stood up as one united country. It 
opened a new bright chapter in US 
history, bringing for the first time 
the black and white Americans at 
par, at least constitutionally. But 
the tragedy is that the architect of 
this great achievement, President 
Lincoln couldn't carry on his mis-
sion as he was assassinated on 14 
April, 1865.

It took about a century to start 
anew the race from where Lincoln 
had left it. And that was the 'dream' 
that that Martin Luther King Jr. had 

boldly announced on 28 August 
1963 at the foot of that great martyr 
Abraham Lincoln's Memorial.

Why not a black US 
President?
Unfortunately, to-day's America, 
after traversing over almost one 
and half century since the martyr-
dom of Abraham Lincoln, cannot 
claim to be a land of milk and 
honey for the African Americans. 
America is still suffering from the 
legacy of the old disease of racial 
discrimination because some are 
still being haunted by the 'ghost' of 
slavery. Otherwise, how come not a 
single black American had been 
elected President of America dur-
ing the last one and half century 
since the abolition of slavery in 
1865? Are the blacks of less calibre 
and efficiency than the white 
Presidential candidates? How is it 
that neither the Democrats, nor the 
Republicans are yet ready to put up 
a Black candidate? Why this apathy 
in the world's most popular demo-
cratic country, a world champion 
of human rights?

Time has come for their soul-
searching and stock-taking. If a 
Black American can become a 
most successful Foreign Minister 
and a redoubtable C-in-C, then 
why not a President? It is a pity that 
even a charismatic personality like 
Jesse Jackson or Colin Powell 
couldn't find their way into the 
Presidency. If this is not a race 
prejudice, then what is it? Is it not a 
mockery for the world's largest 
democracy that when the black 
American athletes become world 
champions in field of sport and 
bring the most coveted laurels for 
the country, they are worshiped as 
national heroes, but when the 
question of Presidentship comes 
they get the 'smell' of the blacks?

That is why a Canadian colum-
nist in the daily Toronto Star had 
aptly said sometime back that "the 
racial inequality is a central and not 
a peripheral feature of American 
life. ... The deep structural inequal-
ities that affect every aspect of 
American life begin with the insti-
tution of slavery which made the 
African-Americans a permanent 
'other' in the American life." 
Hence, the earlier America can get 
rid of these remnants of the social 
inequality, the better for them.

Voting right for more 
blacks
Now the American leadership, 
particularly the present all-
powerful Bush Administration, 
should be bold enough to call a 
spade, a spade and put an end, for 
good, to the old 'psyche' of 'slave-
age' in the American society. Let 
the up-coming Presidential elec-
tion for which Bush would defi-
nitely fight again as a powerful 
Republican candidate for his 
second-term in the White House, 
be a trial ground, at least, by further 
extending the universal right to 
vote to all eligible black Americans 
to participate in the election in 
greater number. Let, President 
Bush first put his own house in 
order, before rushing for ensuring 
democratic rights of the just 'liber-
ated' Iraqis and spending billions 
of dollars every month for deploy-
ment of thousands of US marines 
there for 'maintaining peace and 
security.' Let us wait and see which 
way the US political wind blows 
before the up-coming Presidential 
election and how much of Martin 
Luther's dream gets fulfilled.

A M M Shahabuddin is a retired UN official.

His dream still awaits fruition

Gastro-Oesophageal Reflux 
The misunderstood disease
After consuming huge, oily meal or a full packet of spicy 'chanachur' you 
often experience a burning pain in your chest and sometimes in the 
throat. We usually call this 'heartburn'. According to most doctors, 
thousands of Bangladeshis specially living in the cities suffer from this 
Gastro-Oesophageal Reflux Disease, (GERD). Some often misdiagnose 
GERD as peptic ulcer or simple acid related situation rather than disor-
der; some also term it as a 'gas problem' in our villages. For the majority, 
it's a short-term trouble, activated by something like highly spiced food 
or even fizzy drinks in empty stomach. For some, reflux causes hours of 
extreme pain every day and makes sleep more or less difficult. 

The commonest symptoms of reflux are heartburn and regurgitation. 
Regurgitation means acid or bitter tasting fluid coming up and into the 
mouth. The stomach naturally produces acid, which helps to sterilise 
and digest the food we eat. Reflux occurs when acid from the stomach 
flows back up into the oesophagus. Normally a muscle at the base of the 
oesophagus shuts like a gate once food has moved to the stomach. For 
people with reflux, the muscle remains open, allowing acid to escape 
and make painful contact with the lining of the oesophagus. The main 
types of acid related disorders are reflux and peptic ulcer. 

Many lived with reflux for ages. One can get rid of this disease if he 
wishes. First of all, it is important to change life style. Life style change 
means modifying eating habits (which includes regular timing) and diet, 
taking a variety of drugs and changing sleeping patterns. It seems that 
lying down flat is the worst position for reflux sufferers.

The most frequently used drugs for reflux disease are antacid tablets 
and mixtures, which reduce the damaging effects of stomach acid. In the 
western world 'Gaviscone' is mostly used instead of antacids. This drug 
is a combination of antacids and 'algicone' and 'gastrocote', which form 
a protective coating over the lining of the lower oesophagus and upper 
part of the stomach. In severe cases where heartburn is not easily 
relieved, ranitidine, omperazole, lansoprazole type of drugs are chosen 
to reduce acid production in the stomach. Other drugs like cisapride, 
metaclopramide or sucralfate are also used; some also use 'Helicobacter 
treatment strategy' to treat reflux. 

Here are some simple steps to help avoid heartburn:

* Avoid food with a high acid content, like tomato sauce.
* Three Cs -- Cigarettes, Coffee and Chocolates are contributors to reflux.
* Being overweight increases the chances of heartburn.
* Don't eat for at least three hours before going to bed.
* Use pillows to elevate your head during sleep.
* Avoid tight clothing; it puts extra pressure on your abdomen, increas-
ing heartburn symptoms.
* Try to avoid stress which increases sensitivity to stomach acid.
* Many drugs like aspirin, Ibuprofen, naproxen irritate the stomach 
lining. So, do not forget to ask your doctor about side effects of a pre-
scribed drug.

All health information to keep you up to date

HAVE A NICE DAY HAVE A NICE DAY 
Dr. Rubaiul Murshed

Time has come for soul-searching and stock-taking. If a 
Black American can become a most successful Foreign 
Minister and a redoubtable C-in-C, then why not a 
President? Is it not a mockery for the world's largest 
democracy that when the black American athletes 
become world champions in the field of sport and bring 
the most coveted laurels for the country, they are 
worshiped as national heroes, but when the question of 
Presidentship comes they get the 'smell' of the blacks?

Martin Luther King Jr: "I have a dream..."

RON CHEPESIUK

I NTERNATIONAL drug traffick-
ing is the world's second most 
profitable illicit business after 

arms trafficking, taking in earnings 
estimated to be between $400 and 
$500 billion annually. The UN esti-
mates that at least 104 countries are 
involved in some way in the drug 
trade -- production, distribution, or 
laundering of the illicit profits. 

Bangladesh's geographic loca-
tion puts it in the midst of major drug 
producing and exporting countries, 
making the country a transit point for 
trafficking organisations. The U.S. 
State Department in its 2002 assess-
ment of global drug trafficking 
concluded that "while unconfirmed 
reports of opium cultivation along 
the border with Burma exist, no 
evidence exists that the Bangladesh 
is a significant producer or exporter 
of narcotics." 

Globally, drug trafficking's toll on 
society has been enormous. Each 
year, thousands of unfortunate 
people of all races, colours, ages and 
classes die or have their lives wrecked 
or derailed because of internal drug 
trafficking. The United Nations Drug 
Control Programme estimates that 
the U.S. population of more than 260 
million consumes about 45 percent 
of the total amount of illicit drugs 
trafficked. Illicit drugs, moreover, 
claim an estimated 40,000 lives in the 
United States and the country's 
public health system spends $75 
billion annually in dealing with drug-
related health problems. 

Government and media reports 
in Bangladesh indicate that the 
country has a growing drug problem. 
Facts and figures are hard to find, but 
according to the U.S. State 
D e p a r t m e n t ' s  a s s e s s m e n t ,  
Bangladesh experienced a quadru-
pling of the number of addicts in the 
past few years. Bangladesh may be a 
transit point for the movement of 
illegal drugs, but the traffickers still 
like to dump some of their product 
on the local market. The fact that the 
h e r o i n  b e i n g  c o n s u m e d  n  
Bangladesh is of low quality has 
helped keep the price low, which 
means more people in the poor 
country can be potential consumers. 
The U.S. State Department noted 
that the "Bangladesh authorities lack 
training, equipment and other 
resources to detect and interdict the 
flow of drugs in and through the 
country." 

The power and wealth of drug 
traffickers pose a threat to the stabil-
ity and social fabric of Bangladesh 
and other countries all over the 
world, but it has only been with the 
end of the Cold War that interna-
tional drug trafficking has become a 
national security concern. The Soviet 
Union's threat to the West ended, so 
today there is considerably less 
concern about and focus on such 
issues as nuclear deterrence, strate-
gic arms control, European security 
and the importance of NATO and 
super power competition in the 
Third World. 

International drug trafficking was 
one of the national security issues 
that existed for years, but it was 
relegated to second tier status in light 
of the balance of power concerns 
relating to the Cold War. In those 
days, the world was bi-polar: democ-
racy and capitalism versus commu-
nism and state control of the econ-
omy, and issues like internal drug 
trafficking were multi polar, transna-
tional and complex in nature. So at 
the time, governments concluded 
that it was a practical impossibility of 

dealing with them on global scale. 

With the Cold War's end, how-
ever, the U.S. and other industrial-
ised countries has broadened the 
definition of national security from 
the narrow military-strategic 
focused realm to encompass the 
protection of vital economic and 
political interests that affect the 
fundamental state values and are 
vital to its well being. This change has 
been in tune with the relentless 
advance of the most dynamic trend 
of the 21st century -- globalisation, a 
trend that has become increasingly 
evident in travel, economics, com-
munications and the mass media. In 
today's free trade world where the 
borders are porous and the volume 
of goods moved so great, it has been 
difficult to stem the flow of illegal 
products such as illegal drugs. 
Reports in U.S. and Europe of huge 
drug busts are regular features on the 
TV news programs, but the authori-
ties concede that only 10 to 15 per-
cent of illegal drugs are ever confis-
cated. 

International drug trafficking has 
been a topic of diplomacy and inter-
national law at least since the Opium 
Wars between China and Great 
Britain in 1839 and 1858. Historically, 
drug trafficking has been a contro-
versial issue because governments of 
certain countries have used drug 
trafficking to further their foreign 
policy and national security agendas. 

For instance, the colonial govern-
ment of India under Great Britain in 
the 19th century, the French govern-
ment in Indo China during the same 
period and the Japanese in 

Manchuria in the 1930s all supported 
the drug trade. 

The CIA has been linked to drug 
trafficking in Vietnam in the 1950s 
and 1960s, Afghanistan in the late 
1970s and Nicaragua in the 1980s. 

I believe the link connection 
between drug trafficking and 
national security will continue to be 
controversial, as the U.S. and its allies 
wage war on international terrorism. 
But if national security is defined as 
not only encompassing the matter of 
dealing with external threats to the 
state but also with threats to the basic 
functioning and health of the state, 
then international drug trafficking is 
an important national security issue. 
It poses a threat not only to individ-
ual states, but also to the 

international network of states 
because of its transnational charac-
ter. 

Today, international drug traf-
ficking can no doubt threaten the 
military strength of the state. That's 
why some countries-- Colombia, 
Mexico, Malaysia and those in the 
West Indies, for example--have 
responded to the national security 
implications of the international 
drug trade by incorporating the issue 
into their national security doctrines. 

Meanwhile, some groups in the U.S. 
are now trying to broaden the U.S's 
War on Terrorism to include the War 
on Drugs. 

So how does international drug 
trafficking threaten national secu-
rity? Plenty of examples can be given 
to show that the threat is political, 
economic and social in nature. 
Indeed, drug traffickers in some 
countries have become so powerful 
that they have been able to take over 
democratically elected govern-
ments. The term used to describe 
this development is known as "narco 
democracy." 

History has plenty of examples, 
but let me cite two. In 1980, Bolivia's 
drug traffickers were so concerned 
by the impending election of a candi-
date who threatened to get tough on 
drug trafficking that they paid a 
general to stage a coup, which fortu-
nately, lasted only until 1981.

In 1995 the Cali Cartel gave $ 6.2 
million to Ernesto Samper's finan-
cially-strapped presidential cam-
paign. Samper did become presi-
dent, but the payment was exposed 
and he was forced to get tough on the 
Cali Cartel. 

Some drug source counties may 
not have become narco democra-
cies, but drug money and the traf-
fickers' powerful influence has 
helped to damage their political 
institutions, which in turn has 
threatened their stability. 

For instance, drug traffickers are 
believed to hold office in Uzbekistan, 
while alleged drug traffickers have 
sat in Pakistan's cabinet and 

National Assembly. In 1985 top 
Pakistani officials had to resign 
because of drug corruption charges. 
In the late 1990s in Lebanon, Druze 
leader Walid Jumblatt charged that 
three-fourths of the Lebanese cabi-
net were involved in drug trafficking. 

Many examples from Haiti, 
Mexico, Nigeria, Nepal, Thailand, 
Trinidad and Tobago and other 
countries illustrate how interna-
tional drug trafficking can corrupt 
military and security forces. It can be 
tough for military and law enforce-
ment personnel to avoid being 
seduced by drug money. In research-
ing The Bullet or the Bribe, Takiing 
Down Colombia's Cali Drug Cartel, I 
uncovered one DEA intelligence 
report that indicated a Colombian 
captain and a general on the Cali 
Cartel payroll were earning as much 
as $5,000 and $15,000 a month 
respectively. 

Colombia is the known example 
of a state being established within a 
state but an example closer to home 
are the remote border regiona of 
Southeast Asia's Golden Triangle 
(Myanmar, Thailand and China) and 
Southeast Asia's Golden Crescent 
(Iran, Pakistan and Iraq). Drug 
traffickers operate in the remote 
mountain regions of Pakistan's 
Northwest Frontier Province, where 
the Pakistani government has been 
fearful of challenging the local lead-
ers who work with drug traffickers for 
fear of pushing them into open 
rebellion. 

T o d a y ,  t h e  w a r l o r d s  o f  
Afghanistan are still relying on the 
money that heroin brings to 
strengthen their power bases, mak-
ing the central government power-
less to regain control over large parts 
of the country. 

In addition to its political effects, 
international drug trafficking can 
also profoundly impact on a coun-
try's economic system. Indeed, 
source countries can get addicted to 
drug money because the export 
earnings and foreign currency it 
generates is often in excess of what 
can be obtained from legitimate 
sources. That's why we still have 
countries that don't have laws 
against money laundering. No profit 
in killing the goose that is laying the 
golden eggs. 

In addition, to the economic and 
political threats that drug trafficking 
poses to national security, there can 
also be consequences for the coun-
try's social fabric and security. For 
instance transit countries can suffer 
an increase in drug addiction, as has 
been the case in Bangladesh. 

When Belize became a major 
cocaine trans shipment point in the 
late 1980s and early 1990s, it experi-
enced a boom in crack houses. 
African transit countries, such as 
Ghana, Niger and Malaysia have 
experienced an increase in addic-
tion. With addiction, moreover, 
comes a host of social problems, 
such as crime, violence, family 
dysfunction and diseases such as 
AIDS. 

The effort to combat drug traffick-
ing, moreover, can lead to a regional 
security problem. For instance, there 
is concern that the pressure put on 
the Colombian guerrillas is having a 
spill over effect on neighboring 
countries. Colombian guerrillas are 
known to come to Panama for rest 
and recreation. Venezuela border 
guards have clashed with both 
C o l o m b i a n  g u e r r i l l a s  a n d  
paramilitaries. Brazil and Ecuador 
have called up troops to their com-
mon border with Colombia for fear 
of guerrilla intrusion. 

Lastly, participation in the drug 
trade can become an integral part of 
the strategy of insurgent groups, 
particularly those in source coun-
tries. The war between drug traffick-
ers and the state in Colombia coined 

new term in the political lexicon: 
"narco terrorism", that is terrorism 
designed to instill fear and commit-
ted to furthering the aims of drug 
traffickers. It can include assassina-
tion, extortion, high jacking, kidnap-
ping directed against judges, prose-
cutors, elected officials, even heads 
of state, and military and law 
enforcement officers in an attempt 
to destabilise the state and divert 
attention from the illegal activities of 
drug traffickers.. 

After the mega events of 
September 11, 2001, 9-11, the defini-
tion of "narco terrorist" has been 
broadened to include not only drug 
traffickers, but also insurgents, 
guerrillas and terrorists who are 
believed involved in the drug trade. 
The Federal Court of Canada has 
even ruled that "narco terrorism" is a 
crime against humanity and those 
who engage in it can be deported to 
their homelands. 

The ruling involved the case of a 
Sri Lankan drug dealer named 
Veluppilai Pushpanathan who was 
convinced of selling heroin in 
Toronto, ostensibly to raise money 
for the Liberation Tigers of Tamil 
Eelam organisation ( the so-called 
LTTE). The dealer was actually 
arrested in 1987, convicted and 
sentenced to eight years in prison. 
Then upon his release in 1991, 
Pushpanathan applied for refugee 
status in a bid to block his extradition 
to Sri Lanka. Federal immigration 
authorities built an unprecedented 
narco terrorism case against him, 
and in October 2002, the Federal 
C o u r t  a g r e e d ,  r u l i n g  t h a t  
Pushpanathan could be deported. 

In the U.S., authorities have been 
quick to seize on drug busts that have 
connections to groups labeled as 
"terrorist" In January 2002, for 
instance, several men of Middle East 
descent were arrested and indicted 
on drug trafficking charges. Officials 
said the men were smuggling large 
q u a n t i t i e s  o f  t h e  c h e m i c a l  
pseudoephedrine, which is used in 
making the illegal drug metham-
phetamine, from Canada into the 
Midwest U.S. 

"There is increasing intelligence 
information from the investigation 
that for the first time alleged drug 
sales in the United States are going in 
part to support terrorist organisa-
tions in the Middle East,' DEA 
Administrator Asa Hutchinson told 
the press. 

As the War on Terrorism contin-
ues, the Bush administration has 
made a concerted effort to establish a 
strong link between drugs and ter-
rorism, a move that is blurring the 
distinction between the War on 
Drugs and the War on Terrorism. 
Beginning in December 2001, the 
U.S. government ran for several 
months a controversial campaign 
suggesting that if American consum-
ers use drugs, they were supporting 
terrorism. " Where do terrorists get 
their money? One ad asked. The 
answer: "If you buy drugs, some of it 
might come from you." 

Critics rightly point out that drug 
laws and drug interdiction have been 
more effective in putting the profit 
into the drug trade than law enforce-
ment has been in taking it out. Drug 
prohibition has been the cause of, 
not the cure for the flourishing inter-
national drug trade. Why smuggle a 
legal profit to get the small profits 
legal sellers do when you can go into 
an illegal trade and traffic a product 
for which there is tremendous 
demand and garners huge profits?" 

That's why, despite the U.S.'s best 
drug interdiction efforts, the price of 
illegal drugs such as cocaine and 
heroin has fallen, not risen, during 
the past few decades. The supply of 
illegal drugs has gone up, not down, 
in kind and quantity in the past few 
decades. So one can ask: Is the move 
to bolster the drug trafficking-
terrorist link more to do with bolster-
ing an unpopular war and the huge 
drug fighting bureaucracy that it 
does with the War on Terrorism? 

Still the momentum to cement 
the link continues in the U.S. In May 
2002 the National Federation of 
Women Legislators kicked off a 
national campaign to expand the 
War on Terrorism to include the 
illegal drug trade. The Federation 
said doing so is vital to protect home-
land security. Alvaro Uribe, 
Colombia's president, has said that 
narco terrorism in his country posed 
a bigger threat than that of Iraq and 
suggested a response similar to what 
the U.S. and its allies was making 
against Saddam should be made in 
his country. Uribe was echoing what 
the U.S. had been saying and think-
ing. One month after 9-11, Francis 
Taylor, the State Department anti-
terrorism coordinator, said that "the 
U.S. would fight Colombian terror-
ism with the all the resources in our 
power, (including) where appropri-
ate, as we had in Afghanistan, the use 
of military force." 

The big question, of course, is 
whether making the War on 
Terrorism and the War on Drugs one 
big battle can be effective in curbing 
drug trafficking on one hand and 
deterring the reach and bad inten-
tions of terrorists on the other. 

I say, no, because all that linking 
the War on Drugs and War on 
Terrorism will do is to repeat the 
failures of the past, put money down 
the drain and in the pockets of drug 
traffickers, bloat government 
bureaucracies, curtail more civil 
liberties and deflect our attention 
from the real war against terrorism. 

Yes, international drug trafficking 
poses a threat to national and inter-
national security, but let's work to 
take the profit out of the drug trade 
and out of the pockets of terrorists by 
de-emphasising our prohibition 
approach to illegal drugs. That's the 
best way to ensure state security. We 
can't afford to have our anti-terrorist 
efforts fail as they have in the War on 
Drugs. 

Ron Chepesiuk, a Rock Hill, South Carolina based 
journalist, is a Visiting Professor of Journalism at 
Chittagong University, a former Fulbright Scholar to 
Bangladesh and a Research Associate with the 
National Defence College.

ERSHAD KHANDKER 

HE Presidential election of T t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  o f  
America is drawing near.  

Incumbent President George 
William Bush and the challenger, 
Democratic front runner Howard 
Dean are the two contenders. It 
s h o u l d  b e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  
Democratic Party has not formally 
endorsed Howard Dean. This 
would  be  done during  the  
Democratic Party convention, 
when the party ratifies the wins 
Dean acquires in the caucuses and 
primaries that are held to select 
delegates for the national conven-
tion.  The eventual candidate for 
the party is known before the 
convention begins.  However, the 
convention is a colourful event 
that brings the election to the 
people in a burst of fanfare and 
also helps to consolidate each 
party's campaigning before elec-
tion time. 

The process of electing the 
president of America is a combi-
nation of custom, state law and 
the constitution. A president is 
elected by delegates to the 
Electoral College and not directly. 
Each party selects these electors 
from states level. The Electoral 
College, casts ballot in the first 
M o n d a y  a f t e r  t h e  s e c o n d  
Wednesday in December. Ballots 
are sent to Washington and 
counted before a joint session of 
the new congress .The candidate 
who wins the majority of the 
electors vote (51% or 270 votes) 
becomes the president. The presi-
dent elect is sworn in on January 
20.

The most important issue in an 
American election is the state of 
the domestic economy.  This has 
been counterweighted against 
other issues like scandals in the 
personal life of the candidate, 
guffaws and bloopers, lacking in 
foreign policy or lack of experi-
ence in holding government 
office, shortcomings in education 
and experience.  The economy is 

the number one issue, and even a 
strong slander campaign where 
there is prima facie evidence of 
scandal against a candidate, will 
not work to undermine the 
chances of a candidate. That is 
how President Clinton won 
reelection, despite the Monica 
Lewinsky affair. President Clinton 
won re-election on the basis of  a 
competent economic leadership. 

U.S citizens are not the most 
avid followers of the activities of 
the rest of the world. In fact, you 
may ask simple questions to the 
man on the street in the US and 
the answers are going to surprise 
you, since the respondents would 
reveal a lack of interest in interna-
tional politics and economy. 
Therefore, foreign policy, while 
important, usually takes a back 
seat.  There is one exception to 
this rule. The involvement of US 
forces in a war comes for close 
scrutiny. This was true during the 
Vietnam War and the Iraq war is 
no exception. We have the issue of 
the missing "weapons of mass 
destruction" and the daily rise in 
the body count, as more and more 
US soldiers die in Iraq.

The state of the US economy 
will fare prominently in the vari-
ous debates and forums.  The 
Democratic Party would show 
that the Bush administration has 
been unsuccessful in improving 
the economy.  In most cases, Mr. 
Bush would have a hard time 
keeping up with the criticism 
against his performance. The 
economy, though showing signs 
of an improvement by and large is 
not doing too well. The main 
worry as always will be, the num-
ber of jobless, and the number of 
new jobs being created.

The recent figures state that, 
the economy has been recovering 
steadily. The number of factories 
being purchased has shown 
steady growth signaling greater 
entrepreneurship and conse-
quently chances of more jobs. 
Purchase of homes and consumer 
spending has picked-up signifying 

confidence in the future .The 
secretary of commerce has spoken 
about growth of 5+ points in his 
quarter .The economy showing 
signs of improvement will help the 
reelection campaign. However, 
the Bush economic plan has not 
been considered credible because 
it has failed to stimulate job cre-
ation. And the massive income tax 
cut is considered typically pro 
rich. The budget deficit is high and 
an unbalanced budget takes 
credibility away form government 
expansion plans like public work 
programmes and other measure 
to improve health care and wel-
fare programmes.  The Clinton 
Presidency reversed the Regan era 
legacy of massive budget deficit, 
as Democratic Party spin-doctors 
would say. And they might go on 
to add that President Clinton left a 
budget that was in surplus. 
Democrat Howard Dean could 
claim the Clinton mantle of bal-
ancing the budget .The Iraq war 
necessitates government borrow-
ing. Howard Dean the democratic 
candidate has opposed the war 
form the very start.

The closet thing to a "smoking 
gun"  against Bush is the increas-
ing debate about the weapons of 
mass destruction that Saddam 
Hussain was supposed to have 
been developing. This is now clear 
to the minds of many Americans 
that, there was no such weapons 
programme, or atleast not nearly 
to the degree suggested by this 
administration.

The fact that the president may 
have lied to the nation has the 
potential to become a seriously 
negative point against him. The 
casualty rate of US servicemen in 
Iraq will be a major point against 
Bush, since there is no doubt that 
the war has cost a lot of hardship 
to many American families.

George W. Bush became presi-
dent with problems of credibility 
and a lack of statesman like aura 
that the America people like in 
their president.  The controversial 
vote count that confirmed his 

presidency was a start in the 
wrong foot. Bush junior drew flak 
for not knowing the names of the 
president of Pakistan or the prime 
minister of India.  However, much 
has gone on the last four years. Mr. 
Bush has gained experience and, 
for better or worse, played a role in 
shaping the world map, as it 
stands now.

The policies of George Bush 
have been divisive in many ways. 
The reasons given for the Iraq war 
appear not to hold truth. The 
European allies are upset at the 
"go it alone" policy and the harsh 
tone followed by Mr. Bush while 
haranguing the European leaders. 
Intransigence at GATT/Cancun, 
t r e a t m e n t  o f  p r i s o n e r s  i n  
Guantanamo Bay and many other 
issues has made Mr. Bush a con-
troversial leader. 

However, one has to know the 
American psyche to successfully 
predict the fate of President 
Bush's re-election bid.  The 
American people usually rally 
around their president in a time of 
war. And Mr. Bush has cast him-
self as a leader waging a war 
against terrorism. That is why his 
team has tried to drop hints in 
disinformation like Saddam 
Hussein's alleged links with Al-
Qaeda when all information and 
indications say differently.  An 
image of a tough leader, doing his 
bit to save the nation, is convinc-
ing sound bite in election year. In 
any case, the American's have 
seen Bush in the media for four 
years now. This leaves an impres-
sion as people become used to 
seeing a president work for them, 
maybe not very competently, but 
the subconscious treats a sitting 
president with the familiarity 
granted to a known face of a 
neighbourhood. You may not be 
friends with him, but you know 
him. Therefore, in all likelihood, 
George William Bush will win a 
new four-year term, as president 
of the United States of America.

Terrorism and drug trafficking
The impact on state security 

All that linking the War on Drugs and War on Terrorism 
will do is to repeat the failures of the past, put money 
down the drain and in the pockets of drug traffickers 
...International drug trafficking poses a threat to 
national and international security, but let's work to take 
the profit out of the drug trade and out of the pockets of 
terrorists by de-emphasising our prohibition approach to 
illegal drugs. That's the best way to ensure state 
security. 

Why Bush is likely to win re-election
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