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Rab to tap telephones?
Adangeroustoolin hand

WO ominous inter-related moves are in the offing.

The government is learnt to be in the process of

providing the Rapid Action Battalion (Rab) with
cellular and landphone interceptors that would enable
them to eavesdrop on telephone conversations. Secondly,
ina bid tolegitimise use of such devices, the government is
contemplating to bring about an amendment to the exist-
inglawthat putlegal barriersto telephonetapping,

The home ministry's persistence with such an agenda
makes one sit up and take note of the consequences that
are likely to follow. Earlier, there was an attempt at
empowering intelligence agencies to listen in on tele-
phone conversations which had to be abandoned in the
face ofteething opposition fromthe civil society. Thereaf-
ter, the home and telecommunications ministries' move
to procure the listening devices for law enforcers was
eschewed because it met with a modicum of opposition
from within. A number of cabinet members didn't go

' The revival of the agenda, therefore, is to be looked at
with trepidation. As itis, some intelligence agencies have
long been covertly using the interceptors. An amend-
ment to the Telecommunications Act 2001 which prohib-
its tapping on telephone conversations as an invasion on
the privacy of citizens could onlyopenthe floodgate forit.

We are aware of the rising incidence and complexity of
modern-day crimes and terrorist acts. This may necessi-
tate keeping tab on trends, but that human intelligence is
preferable to electronic tapping cannot be in question.
The law, ifamended, could lend itself to all sorts of abuse
and violation of civil liberties. Given our partisan culture

- of distrust, the eavesdropping could lead to political vic-
timisation. People may even be blackmailed.

This could, however, be allowed on an extremely lim-
ited scale but only under ethical supervision and duly
authorised by a neutral body with reasons and justifica-
tions provided for it. After all, we are a democracy and
certainly notlooking tobe a police state.

Indo-Pakdialogue
Baggage of history being lightened
HERE are reasons to be optimistic about the cur-
rent round of talks between the two big South
Asian neighbours. The present talks under the
rubric of composite dialogue that includes Kashmir,
apart from seven other subjects, is now underway at the
secretarylevel, in Islamabad. The purpose of the dialogue
is to explore modalities for confidence building and
reducing escalation through misunderstanding.

The fact that both have relented from their respective
hard stands, 'only Kashmit' 'for Pakista "ahd"all
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for India, the present position of the two South Asian
rivals suggest that it is their head rather than their heart
thatis guiding theiractions.

Whatis significant to us is that the two big powers have
got down to talking about their conventional weapons
alongside talks on nuclear risk reduction. While nuclear
weapons are designed to attain a balance and provide
some degree of strategic parity, its use in any interstate
conflict is hardy a possibility. That is not so in the case of
conventionalweapons, which proliferate exactly because

That the two countries, one having the third largest
military in the world and the other having one of the larg-
est percentage of GDP expenditure on the military have
decided to talk on their conventional arsenal, augurs well
for the peoples of the two countries. While it would be
premature to predict on the possible outcome of this
particular aspect, it is heartening to note that it has fea-
tured in the dialogue in the first place, even if it is to,
'know each other's perspective,' to quote the Pakistan

Itis also encouragingtonote that the current CBM talks
are being held in the backdrop of the recent talks between
the two prime ministers in New Delhi that, to many
observers, had very little cause for optimism because of
thereiteration of their old positions on core issues.

We find it difficult to agree with those that do not credit
the two as being responsible nuclear powers, although
more needs to be done on the nuclear issue. However, we
wouldlike to think that all that has gone onin Islamabad in
the last three days would help in reducing tensions and
create conditions for further concrete discussions that
wouldusherinaneraofpeace and harmonyin theregion.
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The post-71 generation

ECEMBER 16 always brings

to my mind the experi-

ences and perspectives of
the 71 generation who were shaped
by the liberation war. 1define the 71
generation as those who were old
enough to experience the turmoil of
the 1960s and the 1970s, and espe-
cially 1971 and 1975 and their after-
math, first-hand. For better or for
worse, it has been this generation
that has guided the affairs of the
countrysince liberation.

I have noticed that many of the
pieces that writers of this generation
produce every December 16 have a
similar tone to them. The pieces are
almost all ritualistic disquisitions
on, where we have come 1o as a
nation since 1971, and there is an
almost uniformsense of disappoint-
ment running throughthem.

The authors begin with an inspir-
ing depiction of the heroics and
sacrifices and glories of the libera-
tion war and how they had such high
hopes for the future of the country,
but this quickly gives way to the
disillusionment of the present, as
they look around and realise that
their hopes and dreams remain
unfulfilled, and that the country has
fallen far shortof the promise of that
day when everything seemed possi-
ble.

Reading these pieces every year, I
am reminded that for those of the 71
generation, the last thirty-three

years have been difficult ones, and
that they do feel a profound sadness
for their unfulfilled hopes and
dreams, and that this is why they
cannothelp butlookbackon Decem-
ber 16 with sorrowaswell aspride,

The differences between the 71
generation and the post-71 genera-
tion are never more apparent to me
then when I read those pieces. Iam
reminded of the concluding lines to
KingLear:

The weight of this sad time we
mustobey;

Speak what we feel, not what we
oughttosay.

I can still remember glancing
through a letter that my father's
close friend Prof. MosharrafHossain
gave me to take tomy fatherwhenhe
was recovering from heart surgery
some years ago and being struck by
the paignancy ofhis words,

Even today, sometimes his words
come back to me as I think of the 71
generation and all that they have
seen and experienced: "Remember
how we used to dream of raising a
brave new world in this hapless land
of ours?”

Even those who have done well
personally in the years since inde-
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as grim for us today as they have
been foralongtime, The democratic
consensus seems to be breaking
down and we have reached a new
low in terms of corruption and
politicisation.

This year we have had floods and
terroristattacks and mass imprison-
ments and rigged polls to contend
with, and the politics of the country
appears to be heading In the direc-
tion of confrontation as we enter the
newyear.

But to my mind there is one rea-
son to be hopeful -- and thatisthata
generational shift is slowly taking

among the warring factions in the
nation stem from those days -- and
that's why they are so intractable.
That'swhy amongthe 71 generation
there can be no compromise. There
can never be forgiveness and recon-
ciliation. There has been too much
blood shed and too much hardship
suffered.

The story of the 71 generationisa
story of broken dreams and betray-
als.

The post-71 generation lives in
more prosaic times. We are more
pragmaticandlessemotional. More
realistic and less idealogical.

The post-71 generation lives in more prosaic times. We are more pragmatic and less emotional. More realistic and
less ideological. Our feuds are not blood feuds, and our history is not one of ancient enmity and bitterness. Our
differences are not matters of life and death. We are not committed to forever re-fighting the same old battles over
and over again.

The oldest hath borne most: we
thatare young

Shall never see so much, nor live
solong.

I have noticed that writing from
the perspective of what [ would call
the post-71 generation, my outlook
and understanding differs a little
from that of those who experienced
first-hand the blood-soaked birth of
Bangladesh and [ts tumultuous
aftermath, and this makes me won-
derabout further implications of the
differences between the genera-
tions.

I think for the 71 generation,
December 16 has become a time to
look back at the troubled history of
our country and count our losses
and missed opportunities.

This is, of course, understand-
able. The Bangladesh we live in
today is not the Bangladesh anyone
hoped for.

pendence--and there is no shortage
of success stories--must be sad-
denedby thestateofthecountryasa
whole.

So, I do understand the mixed
emotions that the 71 generation
feels on this day.

But [ think that it is a little differ-
entforthepost-71 generation.

I think as a generation we don't
have that sense of crushing disillu-
sionment. Things might not be all
that we would want them to be, but
frankly I can't really remember a
time when things were all that much
better than they are now -- and [ can
certainly remember times when
things were worse.

Don'tget me wrong.

There is much to bemoan about
thestateof the nation and those who
read my column will know that
bemoan them I regularly do.

In many ways, things are looking

place from the 71 generation to the
post-71 generation in the corridors
of power and at the commanding
heights of the economy.

It's the most ironic of
The very generation that brought us
our greatest moment and that we
will always look to with pride is the
same generation that has been
unable to vanquish its own demons
and establish a stable and sustain-
able polity in post-independence
Bangladesh,

The sixties and seventies -- which
were the crucible in which their
identities were forged -- were rough
and brutal timesin this country.

As bad as things might be now, and
forallthe stories we have been told on
long winter nights, the post-71 gener-
ation really can't begin to compre-
hend how things were in those blood-
soaked and terror-filled days.

The differences we see today

Our feuds are not blood feuds,
and our history is not one of ancient
enmityand bitterness,

Qur differences arenot matters of
lifeand death. We are not committed
to forever re-fighting the same old
battles overand over

No doubt this is something of an
over-simplification. [have notgone
into the fundamental reasons for the
differences that split the
Bangladeshi polity and the rights
and thewrongs of thematter. Thatis
asubject foranother day.

I am merely pointing out that,
due to the long bloody history
behind the animosities between the
warring factions, the 71 generation
has never been able to resolve its
differences, but that the post-71
generation mightbeable to,

To be sure, there is the other side
of the coin when it comes to the
post-71 generation.

Not having experienced the
struggle for indeépendence first-
hand, we do not have that same
sense of ownership and patriotism
with respect to the country that the
71 generation does.

The flip-side of our pragmatism
and realism is that [dealism and a
sense of social responsibility are in
short supply. Asageneration we are
irredeemably materialistic and self-
seeking, This is the tenor of the
times in which welive -- and itis not
achange forthebetter.

Many would look &t the new
generation of politicians and the
growing nexus between crime and
affairs of state, and scoff at the
notion that redemption can possi-
bly lie in the hands of a generation
suchasthis.

Many would argue that,
unmoored from the crucial forma-
tive experfence of the liberation
struggle that inspired a generation
to devote their lives to building up
the nation, the country will head
into even greater turmoil in the
years ahead, and that the passing of
the torch from the hands of the 71
generation signals the beginning of
theend.

They might not be wrong either.
It would be another over-
simplification to suggest that power
passing to the post-71 generation
will necessarily usher in an era of
civility and cooperation. Butwhat I
am suggesting is that with the his-
torical differences less prominent
and the historical inequities less raw
a compromise will at least be think-
able.

I retain the hope that the endur-
ing legacy of the generational shift
that s taking place in Bangladesh Is
that the ghosts of 1971 and its after-
math can finally be laid to rest, and
that we can as a nation finally move
outofthe twilight and into the bright
sunshine ofanew day.

Zafar Sobhan s an Assistant Editor of The Daily
Star.

A shortsighted vision

former Pakistan Air Chief
Awho led a delegation of

retired military officers to
India a few days ago made a poi-
gnant remark at a farewell party in
New Delhi. He said he wished those
who left Pakistan after its formation
hadnot doneso because his country
missed the texture of society it
intended to have. Probably, he did
not realise that theirs was not an
easy choice. They had to leave
because they were non-Muslims.
When they locked their houses
behind they thought they would
return after things had settled down.
There was no going back -- this
realisation came to them only when
they saw two streams of human
beings on the main Grand Trunk
Road, one flowing towards Indiaand
the other towards Pakistan. Muslims
went through the same traumatic
experience. However, thousands of
them have come back to the state,
not Punjabis but others, In contrast,
there is hardly any Hindu in West
Punjab. This is what makes India
different despite all the onslaughts
ofHindutva.

Non-Muslims would have stayed
back in Pakistan if Qaide Azam
Mohammad Ali Jinnah's reinterpre-
tation of the two-nation theory had
been carried out. Its ethos became
secularism, notreligion. He said that
Muslims ceased to be Muslims and
Hindus ceased to be Hindus; they

were either Pakistanis or Indians.
Mahatma Gandhi, in turn, declared
that he would live in Pakistan and
seeknovisato enter.

Gandhi was shot dead by the
extremists and Jinnah was aban-
doned by similar elements and left
dying as a disillusioned man. Both
leaders who were at the helm of

political affairs then did not envis- -

age that the minorities would have’
to quit because of their religion in
the country to which they belonged.
Bothwere dejected when the migra-
tionbegan.

came here and some of ours who
went there were then in the fore-
front. The problem between the two
countries has got more aggravated
over the years. What was once a
Hindu-Muslim hiatus has now
become the confrontation between
India and Pakistan which are laced
with nuclear missiles. Partition has

failed solve' the basic'problem of
“eommunatbias.

I see the same fires of prejudice
burning in the two countries.
Misinformation, misunderstanding
or misinterpretation of religion is

Taxila? They do not figure anywhere
because they are related to
Hinduism. This is how bias is sown.
Revising history books should be
one step to judge how serious
President General Pervez Musharraf

is about fostering secularism,

Jinnah'slegacy.
People-to-people contact has

“Busted’ the' wills-of préjudice and

suspicion to some extent -- only to
some extent. Religious parties wield
great influence and they run state
governments in the North Western
Frontier Province exclusively and in

beginning to build a case to restrict
the contact. Although India is issu-
ing 10,000 visas daily and Pakistan
8,000, they can go back to the old
days when the flow of visitors from
one country to the other was a
trickle. This necessitates the imple-
mentation of decisions reached on
some of the confidence building
measures. Another round of com-

‘posite talks that has' begun now

should seetoit.

Kashmir is a symptom. The
disease is bias. Even in the valley,
fundamentalism has come to the

Relations between New Delhi and Islamabad will not improve until fundamentalists are out of the rechoning. If
Kashmir is the be-all-end-all for Pakistan, it can be solved only up to the point which has the support of the BIP. True,
former Prime Minister Atal Bbehari Vajpayee deserves all the credit for having set the ball rolling in lanuary this year.
The Manmohan Singh government, | am sure, must be keeping the BIP in the picture behind the scenes. But the stage
of assessing how far it is willing to concede on Kashmir is yet to come. What people on both sides should meanwhile
dois to deepen contacts at every level so as to make it difficult for the governments to impose restrictions even when

they want to.

Irecall the talk 1 had with Jinnahin
1946 when he addressed the Law
College at Lahore. [ was then in the
final year. I asked him what would
happen in the subcontinent after the
departure of the British because the
hatred between Hindus and Muslims
had reached a boiling point. He said:
Some nations have killed millions of
each other's and yet an enemy of
today is a friend of tomorrow. That is
history. Look at France and Germany
which have fought each other for
hundreds of years.

I wish that had come true in the
subcontinent. We have fought three
and a half wars and killed thou-
sands. Retired military officers who

(o
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grist to the hatred mill which is
working all the time.
Fundamentalists on both sides are
setagainstcommunal harmony. The
common man wanis to bury the
hatchet while keeping his identity
intact. But fundamentalists on
either side sabotage even the most
altruistic initiative to span the dis-
tance between the two.

It is strange that the Pakistan
government should want to take
credit for its campaign against
prejudice when the history it
teaches in schools and colleges is
partisan and begins with the advent
of Muslim rule in India. What about
the civilization of Mohenjadaro and

OPINION

Baluchistan with the support of
Musharraf. Even otherwise, he has
close understanding with the reli-
gious elements which first approved
of his presidency and now give
empty threats that they will not
tolerate his uniform beyond
December31.

The process of people meeting
from the different fields in India and
Pakistan has diluted religious fanati-
cism. But when Musharraf says "I
am giving bilateralisma final chance
in Kashmir" and when Indian
Foreign Minister Natwar Singh
declares that "all is not well" the
atmosphere becomes heavy. It
means that the two governments are

fore, pushing to the background
what was once a nationalist move-
ment. Syed Ali Shah Geelani's pre-
eminence in the valley indicates
that. The efforts made to solve
Kashmir are welcame. If they are
successful the two countries will
benefit immensely. But we would be
deluding ourselves about perma-
nent peace if we fail in resolving to
tackle bias.

Our priority should be to estab-
lish secularism on both sides. India
has been lucky because leaders even
after Nerhru made no compromise
with communalism. The BJP which
did was ousted lock, stock and
barrel. In Pakistan no leader after

Jinnah and Liaquat Ali Khan has
pursued secularism. The result is
that ideologically the two countries
stand poles apart. Musharrafsays he
is fighting fundamentalists. Butheis
also seeking their assistance for
political purposes. His other prob-
lem is the jehadi elements in the
military.

In truth, fundamentalists in both
the countries are vitiating the atmo
sphere and stoking the fires of preju
dice. The eruption in India is met
with eruption in Pakistan. The
demolition of Babri masjid is one
example. Whathappenedinits wake
in Pakistan was equally vindictive
when practically all the Hindu
temples were damaged in retalia-
tion.

Relations between New Delhi
and Islamabad will not improve
until fundamentalists are out of the
reckoning. If Kashmir is the be-all-
end-all for Pakistan, it can be solved
only up to the point which has the
support of the BJP True, former
Prime Minister Aral Bbehari
Vajpayee deserves all the credit for
having set the ball rolling in January
this year. Yet how far he would have
conceded to Pakistan would never
be known. The Manmohan Singh
government, | am sure, must be
keeping the BJP in the picture
behind the scenes. But the stage of
assessing how far it is willing to
concede on Kashmir is yet to come.
What people on both sides should
meanwhile do is to deepen contacts
at everylevel so asto make it difficult
for the governments to impose
restrictions even when they want to.
People should not be dependent on
their whims. In fact, they should be
debating the South Asian economic
zone, from Afghanistan to Myanmar,
to push relations beyond nationali-
ties, borders and religions, It is a pity
that the persons who rule the region
are pygmies, not visionaries,

Kuldip Nayar is an sminent Indian columnist

No need for caretaker government reform

MD MASUM BILLAH

HE last election under the
caretaker government of
Justice Latifur Rahman took
place underunprecedented security
and neutrality. But of late the main
opposition demands its reform and
several critics vehemently say that
Justice Latifur Rahman has
destroyed the caretaker government
system. They did not like the mass
transfer of officials after his assum-
ing the office. But to malke a free and
fair election this transfer was abso-
lutely necessary. The Deputy
Commi-ssioner and Superinten-
dent of Police of a district who are in
their place of work for more than
three or four years must have devel-
oped an understanding with the
local people which may affect hold-
ing a free and fair election. This is
why theywere transferred.
Under Justice Latifur Rahman
every voting centre was absolutely
free from any kind of terrorism,

mastani, anarchy and party influ-
ence, Voters came, cast their votes
according to their own wishes.
Agents of all parties were sitting in
voting centres. They could not
exercise any influence as the presid-
ingofficer was given absolute power.
Security personnel were kept alert.
Nobody was given any scope to
createany kind ofanarchy:.

When the counting began, all the
party agents were present including
the observers and newsmen. In the
presence of all these persons the
presiding and polling officers
counted the votes with absolute
honesty. Nobody could do anything
which might be taken as the fault of
the caretaker government. Then the
result was submitted duly signed by
the presiding officer. The result was
acceptable to the newsmen and
observers. How the fictitious claim
of changing the result is raised? Who
would dare to change the result in
that secured situation? Actually we
never want to judge ourselves and

our deeds. During the reign of AL
what happened in the country must
be given a serlous consideration.
Terrorism reached its peak. The
people of this country are tradition-
ally religious minded. Many reli-
gious minded people were arrested
labelling them as members of ficti-
tious religious extremist groups.
These seriously influenced the
electionresult.

AL played the pioneering role in
the freedom movement. People's
expectation from the party was
obviously much. But what they got
from the party have really baffled
them. They got nepotism, terrorism
and change in name of some organi-
sations. These things must be given
consideration.

The people of Dhaka have been
suffering from mosquito menace.
We achieved independence thirty
three years back. Over the period we
falled to eradicate the mosquitoes. If

any government or party can eradi-
cate the mosquitoes, definitely all

people of Dhaka irrespective of their
party affiliation or leaning must
appreciate it and give vote to the
party. No government has taken any
pragmatic and fruitful steps to make
Dhaka a misquote free city. No
government seemed bothered
about the sufferings of the people.
The then mayor told the people of
Dhaka city to bear the brunt of
mosquitoe bite, So what's the head-
ache of the common people to send
aparty to the powerwhen theydon't
get any practical benefit from that
party. We never try (o give even a
little consideration toit.

People get to the street and
remain stranded hour after hour. No
pragmatic steps were taken by the
then government. People suffered a
lot for the failure of electricity.
People don'texpect thatanyparty or
government would turn the country
into & Sonar Bangla overnight. But
they can understand the sincerity
and effortof the governmentand the
party. After assuming power any

party or government should give
topmost priority to curbing terror-
ism, creating employment opporii-
nities, containing illegal toll collec-
tion, stopping police oppression,
producing electricity etc. Had these
steps been taken by any government
people mustsend the party to power
next time. We never bother about
these things. We just want to go to
power. Why? People understand the
maotive.

The people of this country are
poor but conscious. If they can
continue their business and other
activities unhindered, definitely
they will give vote to the party which
gave them the opportunity. This
country has notyet seen this kind of
parry. People are hostages to the
political parities. They give votestoa

, party finding no other alternative.

What the country will gain through
the change of caretaker government
system or changing the govern-
ment? Will the common people get
pedce, security or prosperity?

Some critics opine that the chief
of caretaker government should not
be allowed to exercise absolute
power like a prime minister though
he does all the works of a PM during
his tenure. Asheisnotaccountableto
the peaple, he should not be allowed
to exercise power like a prime minis-
ter. Very wrong idea. If the chief
advisor of caretaker government
cannot exercise absolute powerit will
be quiteimpossible for himto runthe
election in a free and fair way
Normally political catlres, possessors
of arms and touts wait to exercise
their power as soon as their respec-
tive party government comes fo
power. Psychologically they consider
the caretakergovernment weak.

The critics continue to say the
caretaker government must remain
accountable to the combined politi-
calleadership of the country. Yes, the
proposal sounds very good. But
does the practical political scenario
of Bangladesh allow or make such
thing possible? Can our political

leadership come under the same
banner on any matter of national
importance? So why thisimpractical
proposal? When AL will be in the
power BNP will say the same thing
against the caretaker government.
That does not mean that the care-
taker government is not hnnest or
election was not fair.

Critics say a national consensus
government headed by a person of
outstanding integrity should be
chosen as the head of caretaker
government? This is another uto-
pian idea. Wasn't Justice
Shahabuddin a person like this?
Could he save himself totally either
from the wrath of AL and BNP when
the partyinterest mattered?

One critic says that it never
occurred to his mind that 'Latifur
Rahman would prove himself as a
very shrewd player and performer.
Holding the reins of responsibilityin
a tight grip he could harass and
embarrass anybody he liked to.
None could think that he would put

to shame the party which chose hlm
as chief advisor of the caretaker
government'. What does it mean?
The party selected him to work for
them, not neutrally? If it is so then
why they pretend to talk abg
neutrality? Finding no otheralterna-
tive people vote to power a ;g'ry
with many of its faults and tlnr;.lx—
tions. People want economic e
cipation and terrorism free coun

Don't blame the caretaker gd
ernment. Try to do something for
the country and for the people
People will vote you to power. Tryjto
love the country like Mahathir
Mohammad. Try to show something
like Mahathir Mohammad. Try to
lead the country froma poor state to
an emerging tiger of Asia in respect
of economy, industrial and agrical-
tural development like Malaysi
has become possible by the unds-
puted leadership of Mahatl‘lir
Mohammad.

Md. Masum Bilah s an NGO activisl. i



