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Asian Highway debacle
Bangladesh left on outside of network

N OW that the December 31, 2005 deadline for 
signing up to join the Asian Highway net-
work has come and gone with Bangladesh 

declining to sign, it is fair to say that as far as 
Bangladesh and the highway is concerned, the die is 
cast.  

The issue at hand for the government is the route 
the highway will take through Bangladesh.  
Bangladesh has not succeeded in convincing the rele-
vant parties at the eleventh hour to amend the route of 
the highway that has been painstakingly negotiated.

However, once it was clear that we would not get 
the route the government wanted, there were two 
options.

Option one would be to sign up for the highway and 
thereby retain voting rights, in the hope that we could 
persuade the others to include the southern route as 
part of the network at a later date, or at least to ensure 
that we would have access to the network.

However, option two that the government has cho-
sen sounds catastrophic.  The worst case scenario is 
that Bangladesh never joins, thus permanently leav-
ing us on the outside of the network.

On the other hand, if we do sign up at any time in 
the future, we will now no longer have voting rights, 
and will have to comply with decisions made earlier.  
Thus the chances of the southern route ever being 
included in the network are now virtually zero.  

In addition, India, Myanmar and Thailand are 
building a tripartite road that bypasses Bangladesh, 
which they may well lobby to have included in the 
network, leaving us permanently out in the cold.

The push for the southern route has been myopic 
from the first, but at the very least we should have 
signed the agreement to keep our options open and 
our plan viable.  Refusing to sign can only be consid-
ered an appalling blunder.

The hospital needs 
resuscitation
Its potential fractionally used now

S HAHEED Suhrawardy Hospital has been mak-
ing news, on and off, for all sorts of negative 
reasons. It is ironic, to say the least, that the 

375-bed hospital, equipped with some of the latest 
gadgets and machines, is now facing scarcity of 
patients when the medical facilities available in the 
country are far from adequate for the population.

All of this because the hospital is beset with prob-
lems like criminals and commission agents raring to 
lure the patients away to private clinics. Obviously, a 
hospital cannot render services if incoming patients 
and their escorts have to worry about security. It 
seems that outsiders have introduced some kind of an 
invisible management and the loser is the poor 
patient and the hospital itself which could have other-
wise provided much better medical services.

The management of the hospital being run under a 
project is tentative in nature which stands in the way 
of administering the hospital effectively. But senior 
doctors believe that it has the infrastructure to be 
transformed into a medical university. We endorse 
their views. Actually, the health ministry had a plan to 
set up a medical college at the hospital, but nothing 
tangible has happened so far, except for the formation 
of a 16-member committee to deal with the issue. 

Now, a country with our resource constraints can ill 
afford to leave a hospital having such a vast potential 
to serve patients in this kind of disarray.

The poor performance of the hospital stems basi-
cally from management inadequacies. The project 
status of the hospital has to be ended to let it acquire a 
permanent footing. And then the hospital can be 
developed with a long term plan and vision. For the 
time being, the irritants plaguing the hospital will 
have to be removed by adopting the necessary admin-
istrative measures.
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M. SHAHID ALAM

“Anyone can go to Baghdad. Real 
men go to Tehran.” 

-- Bush administration official, May 2003

T HE United States and Israel 
have been itching to go to 
Tehran since the Islamic 

Revolution of 1979. That Revolution 
was a strategic setback for both 
powers. It overthrew the Iranian 
monarchy, a great friend of the US 
and Israel, and brought to power the 
Shi'ite Mullahs, who saw them-
selves as the legitimate heirs of the 
Prophet's legacy, and, therefore, the 
true defenders of Islam.

A s  a  r e s u l t ,  t h e  I r a n i a n  
Revolution was certain to clash with 
both the US and Israel, as well as 
their client states in the Arab world. 
Israel was unacceptable because it 
was an alien intrusion that had 
displaced a Muslim people: it was a 
foreign implant in the Islamic 
heartland. But the US was the 
greater antagonist. On its own 
account, through Israel, and on the 
behalf of Israel, it sought to keep the 
Middle East firmly bound in the 
chains of American hegemony. 

The US-Israeli hegemony over 
the Middle East had won a great 
victory in 1978. At Camp David, the 
leading Arab country, Egypt, chose 
to surrender its leadership of the 
Arab world, and signed a separate 
"peace" with Israel. This freed Israel 
to pursue its plans to annex the West 
Bank and Gaza, and to project 
unchecked power over the entire 
region. The Arab world could now 
be squeezed between Israel in the 
West and Iran to the East, the twin 
pillars of US hegemony over the 
region's peoples and resources. 

The Iranian Revolution of 1979 
ended this partnership. At that 
point, real men in Washington 
would have loved to take back 
Tehran from the Mullahs but for the 
inconvenience of Soviet opposition. 
But great powers are rarely stymied 
by any single development however 
adverse. It took little encourage-
ment from Washington to get Iraq to 
mount an unprovoked invasion of 
Iran. In the twenti-eth century, few 
Arab leaders have seen the differ-
ence between entrapment and 
opportunity.

The war between Iran and Iraq 
served the United States and Israel 
quite well. It blunted the energies of 
Iran, diverting it from any serious 
attempts to export the revolution, or 
challenging American influence in 
the region. The Israeli gains were 
more substantial. With Egypt neu-

tered at Camp David, and Iraq and 
Iran locked in a bloody war, Israel 
was free during the 1980s to do what 
it pleased. It expanded its settle-
ments in the West Bank and Gaza, 
destroyed Iraq's nuclear reactor at 
Osirak, expelled the Palestinian 
fighters from Lebanon, and estab-
lished a long-term occupation over 
much of Southern Lebanon. Israel 
was closer to its goal of command-
ing unchallenged power over the 
Middle East.

The end of the Cold War in 1990 
offered a bigger opening to the 
United States and Israel. Freed from 
the Soviet check on their ambitions, 
and with Iran devastated by the war, 
the United States began working on 
plans to establish a military control 
over the region, in the style of earlier 
colonial empires. This happened 

quickly when, with American assur-
ance of non-intervention in intra-
Arab conflicts,  Iraq invaded 
Kuwaiti in August 1990.

The US response was massive 
and swift. In January 1990, after 
assembling 600,000 allied troops in 
Saudi Arabia -- about half of them 
American -- it pushed Iraq out of 
Kuwait, and mounted massive air 
strikes against Iraq itself, destroying 
much of its industry, power-
generating capacity and infrastruc-
ture. The US had now established a 
massive military beachhead in the 
oil-rich Persian Gulf. It established 
permanent military bases in Saudi 
Arabia, continued its eco-nomic 
sanctions against Iraq, created a 
Kurdish autonomous zone in the 
north of Iraq, and, together with 
Britain, continued to bomb Iraq on 
a nearly daily basis for the next 
thirteen years.

With the US beachhead in place, 
where did the real men in the US 
and Israel want to go next? There 
was no secrecy about their plans. At 
a minimum, the Neo-conservatives 
in the US and their Likud allies in 
Israel wanted "regime change" in 
Iraq, Syria and Iran. This would be 
delivered by covert action, air 
strikes, or invasion -- whatever it 
took -- to be mounted by the US 
military. Is-rael would stay out of 
these wars, ready to reap the bene-

fits of their aftermath. 

The Likud plans were more 
ambitious. They wanted to redraw 
the map of the Middle East, using 
ethnic, sectarian, and religious 
differences to carve up the existing 
states in the region into weak micro-
states that could be easily bullied by 
Israel. This was the Kivunim plan 
first made public in 1982. It would 
give Israel a thousand years of 
dominance over the Middle East.

The attacks of September 11, 
2001 were the "catalyzing event" 
that put these plans into motion. 
The US wasted no time in seizing 
the moment. Instantly, President 
George Bush declared a global war 
against terrorism. The first target of 
this war was Afghanistan, but this 
was only a sideshow. On January 29, 
2002, the President announced his 

initial targets for regime change: the 
"axis of evil" that included Iraq, Iran, 
and North Korea. 

The plan was to invade and 
consolidate control over Iraq as a 
base for opera-tions against Iran, 
Syria, and perhaps Saudi Arabia. 
This sequencing was based on two 
assumptions: that the invasion of 
Iraq would be a cake-walk and 
Ameri-can troops would be greeted 
as liberators. The US invaded Iraq 
on March 20, 2003 and Baghdad fell 
on April 9, 2003. It was indeed a 
cake-walk, and it ap-peared to 
television audiences that American 
troops were also being greeted as 
liberators. Understandably, the 
mood in Washington and Tel Aviv 
was trium-phant. The US is unstop-
pable: it was time for real men now 
to go to Tehran.

Nearly three years after the Iraqi 
invasion, the real men are still stuck 
in Baghdad. Yes, there has been a 
great deal of talk about attacking 
Iran: plans in place for air strikes on 
Iran's revolutionary guards, on its 
nuclear installations and other 
WMD sites, and even talk of a ground 
invasion. There have been re-ports of 
spy flights over Iran and operations 
by special forces inside Iran. Israel 
too has been goading the US to strike, 
and if the US shrinks from this duty, 
threatening to go solo. 

What has been holding back the 

real men in Washington and Tel 
Aviv? One reason of course is that 
the cake walk very quickly turned 
into a quagmire. The apparent Iraqi 
welcome was replaced by a growing 
and hardy insurgency, which has 
exacted a high toll on US plans for 
Iraq even though it was led mostly 
by Sunni Arabs. As a result, close to 
150,000 US troops remain tied down 
in Iraq, with little prospect that they 
can be freed soon for action against 
Iran. Most Shi'ites aren't resisting 
the American occupation, but they 
are ready to take power in Iraq, and 
want the Americans to leave. 

While the US cannot mount a 
full-scale invasion of Iran without a 
draft, it does possesses the capabil-
ity -- despite the Iraqi quagmire -- to 
launch air and missile strikes at 
Iranian targets, using nuclear weap-

ons to destroy underground 
weapon sites. On the other hand, 
despite its saber rattling, most 
analysts agree that Israel does not 
possess this capability on its own. 
Unlike Iraq, Iran has dis-persed its 
nuclear assets to dozens of sites, 
some unknown. Then, why hasn't 
the US mounted air attacks against 
Iran yet? Or will it any time soon?

More and more, as the Americans 
have taken a more sober reckoning of 
Iran's political and military capabili-
ties, they realize that Iran is not Iraq. 
When Osirak was attacked by Israel in 
June 1981, Iraq did nothing: it could 
do noth-ing. One thing is nearly 
certain: Iran will respond to any attack 
on its nuclear sites. Iran's nuclear 
program has the broadest public 
support: as a result, the Ira-nian 
Revolution would suffer a serious loss 
of prestige if it did nothing to punish 
the attacks. The question is: what can 
Iran do in retaliation?

Both the CIA and DIA have con-
ducted war games to determine the 
conse-quences of an American air 
attack on Iran's nuclear facilities. 
According to Newsweek (September 
27, 2004): "No one liked the out-
come." According to an Air Force 
source: "The war games were 
unsuccessful at preventing the 
conflict from escalating." In 
December 2004, The Atlantic 
Monthly reported similar re-sults 

for its own war game on this ques-
tion. The architect of these games, 
Sam Gardner, concluded: "You 
have no military solution for the 
issues of Iran."

What is the damage Iran can 
inflict? Since preparations for any 
US strike could not be kept secret, 
Iran may choose to preempt such a 
strike. According to the participants 
in the Atlantic Monthly war game, 
Iran could attack American troops 
across the border in Iraq. In 
responding to these attacks, the US 
troops would become even more 
vulnerable to the Iraqi insurgency. 
One participant expressed the view 
that Iran "may decide that a bloody 
defeat for the United States, even if it 
means chaos in Iraq, is something 
they actually prefer." Iran could also 
join hands with al-Qaida to mount 

attacks on civilian targets within the 
US. If Iranian losses mount, Iran 
may launch missiles against Israel 
or de-cide to block the flow of oil 
from the Gulf, options not consid-
ered in the Atlantic Monthly war 
game.

What are the realistic options 
available to the US? It could drag 
Iran to the UN Security Council and, 
if Russia and China climb on board, 
pass a motion for limited economic 
sanctions. Most likely, the US will 
not be asking for an Iraq-style oil 
embargo. Not only would this roil 
the markets for oil, Iran will respond 
by ending inspections, and acceler-
ate its uranium enrichment. If Iran 
is indeed pursuing a nuclear pro-
gram, then it will, perhaps sooner 
rather than later, have its bomb. 
Once that happens, one Israeli 
official in the Newsweek report said, 
"Look at ways to make sure it's not 
the mullahs who have their finger 
on the trigger." But the US and Israel 
have been pursuing that option 
since 1979.

It would appear that US-Israeli 
power over the Middle East, which 
had been growing since World War 
II, may have finally run into an 
obstacle. And that obstacle is Iran, a 
country the CIA had returned to a 
despotic  monarch in  1953.  
Paradoxically, this has happened 
when American dominance over 

the region appears to be at its peak; 
when its troops occupy a key Arab 
c o u n t r y ;  w h e n  i t  h a s  I r a n  
sandwiched between US troops in 
Iraq and Afghanistan; and when it 
has trapped Iran inside a ring of US 
military bases running from Qatar, 
through Tur-key and Tajikistan, to 
Pakistan. 

Could it be that al-Qaida's gambit 
is beginning to pay off? It had hoped 
that the attacks of September 11 
would provoke the US into invading 
the Islamic heartland. That the US 
did, but the mass upheaval al-Qaida 
had expected in the Arab streets did 
not materialize. Instead, it is Iran 
that has been the chief benefi-ciary 
of the US invasion. As a result, it is 
Iran that now possesses the leverage 
to oppose US-Israeli aims in the 
region. Al-Qaida had not planned 
on a Shi'ite country leading the 
Islamic world.

It is possible that the US, choos-
ing to ignore the colossal risks, may 
yet launch air attacks against Iran. 
President Bush could be pushed 
into this by pres-sure from messi-
a n i c  C h r i s t i a n s ,  b y  N e o -
conservatives, by Israelis, or by the 
illu-sion that he needs to do some-
thing bold and desperate to save his 
presidency. By refusing to wilt 
under US-Israeli threats, it appears 
that the Iranians too may be follow-
ing al-Qaida's logic. We cannot tell if 
this is what motivates Iran. But that 
is where matters will go if the US 
decides to attack or invade Iran. 

No one has yet remarked on 
some eerie parallels between the US 
determi-nation to deepen its inter-
vention in the Islamic world and 
Napoleon's relentless pursuit of the 
Russian forces, retreating, drawing 
him into the trap of the Russian 
winter. It would appear that the 
United States too is irretrievably 
committed to pursuing its Islamic 
foe to the finish, to keep moving 
forward even if this risks getting 
caught in a harsh Islamic winter. On 
t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  t h e  N e o -
conservatives, the messianic 
Christians, and the Israelis are 
convinced that with their searing 
firepower, the US and Israel will 
succeed and plant a hundred pli-ant 
democracies in the Middle East. We 
will have to wait and see if these real 
men ever get to add Tehran to their 
next travel itinerary -- or they have 
to give up the comforts of the Green 
Zone in Baghdad.

M. Shahid Alam teaches economics at a university 
in Boston. Some of his previous essays are 
available in a book Is There An Islamic Problem 
(IBT Books, 2004). 
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Real men go to Tehran

A B M S ZAHUR

D ESPITE a tireless attempt 
by the state minister for 
h o m e  a f f a i r s  M r .  

Lutfuzzaman Babar to convince us 
that Islami militants are under 
control and their activities are 
narrowing down we do not and 
cannot feel safe. It is clear that these 
perpetrators of violence have a 
thorough knowledge of the govern-
ment's strong and weak points. 
There must be some people who are 
constantly in touch with those 
militants. Such people are certainly 
providing enough support to these 
moon-struck militants to change 
their plans and strategy continu-
ously often to the disadvantage of 
the law enforcing agencies whose 
behaviour pattern leaves little 
doubt that they are utilised by the 
present government only to look 
after its own interest and not the 
interest of the people though they 
are maintained at the expense of the 
people's money to look after the 
interest of the people. In such a 
situation how dare we claim to be 
living under a democratic govern-
ment! Holding absolute majority in 
t h e  p a r l i a m e n t  s h o u l d  n o t  
empower the government to 
behave in an autocratic manner. If 
the opposition parties point out the 
failures of the government how can 
it threaten to brand them as sedi-
tionists? Did the people allow the 
majority party to rule like a dictator? 
Can the people be compelled not to 
see any evil in a democracy?

The present government must not 
be under any illusion that through its 
sheer arrogance and exploiting the 
religious sentiment of God-fearing 
semi-literate or illiterate population

in the national election would enable 
it to prolong its period of remaining 
in power. It may take some lesson 
from the experience of Indian 
Congress in West Bengal. During the 
last 27 years the Congress party could 
not make much headway in West 
Bengal despite various tricks played 
by the central government on the 
state government and though the left 
parties continue to support Congress 
party at the centre. Politics is com-
promise and adjustment. We do not 
know as to when our major political 
parties will realise this truth.

It would be wrong to put all the 
blames on the present government 
for emergence of the so-called 
Islami militant. Tempering of the 
constitution to give it an Islamic 
look presented the Islami funda-
mentalists the unique opportunity 
to review their power. Ershad 
regime allowed opportunity to the 
fundamentalists to prolong his grip 
of power. Similar thinking is seen 
now to an extent though during the 
first term of Khaleda Zia the funda-
mentalists could not flourish. The 
regime of Hasina almost failed to 
realise the danger of emergence of 
militancy. Perhaps it concentrated 
more on 'controlling' BNP and at 
the same time maintaining some 
relationship with the Jamaat so that 
it can maintain an image of a party 
not hostile to Islami parties. Thus it 
would be the only option for 

Khaleda Zia to consult closely with 
Ershad and Hasina to control the 
militants. But her liking for a con-
trolled dialogue with these leaders 
cannot solve this problem. 

We must not overlook the fact 
that pro-Islami parties may not be 
large but they are certainly more 
organised and disciplined than 
other bigger parties in Bangladesh. 
There is no denying the fact that a 
disciplined small army is more 
effective than a large indisciplined 
one. Thus it would be advisable for 

any big political party in Bangladesh 
to deal with the pro-Islami parties 
carefully. For instance, the majority 
of the Muslims in Bangladesh may 
not believe in the principles of 
Jamaat but they may have some 
soft-corner for the JIs. This does not 
mean that any sane Muslim in 
Bangladesh will support say repres-
sion of non-Muslims. If not 
prompted by the desire to grab 
property of the minorities they do 
not bear any grudge for them. 
Sacrificing lives or fighting for say, 
the Talibans can only be done by 
those who believe that such act for 
the cause of Islam will ensure them 
of the heaven after death. They have 
little or no knowledge about the 
inner meaning of the Holy Quran. 
They hardly understand that sheer 
killing of commonmen or crippling 
of administration or causing loss to 

public property will not help them 
to establish Islamic rules. These 
people must be advised that this is a 
world of interdependence and we 
are in a global village. Economic 
supremacy is more important than 
mere religious sentiment. A poor 
least developed country like 
Bangladesh, overwhelmed by 
tremendous pressure of population 
can never flourish without adequate 
economic and technical support 
from the advanced world where 
Muslims do not constitute majority 
of the population. The actions of 

Osama bin Laden are regarded as 
terrorist activities. The Islami mili-
tants must be advised that if 
Bangladesh cannot solve its eco-
nomic problems it will not only lag 
behind, but more problems will be 
created. Changing secular rules to 
Islamic rules without taking proper 
measures to eradicate poverty or to 
solve economic problems will bring 
m i s e r y  t o  t h e  l i v e s  o f  t h e  
commonmen.

Though Bangladesh is a Muslim 
majority country it is populated by 
more than 10 million people from 
the minority communities. Apart 
from that Bangladesh won inde-
pendence (participated by both 
Muslims and non-Muslims) against 
a Muslim country. There is no doubt. 
That vast majority of Muslims in 
Bangladesh are secular in their 

outlook because without active 
support from the common men the 
freedom fighters would not have 
been successful against a large 
modern army of Pakistan. They may 
have deep sympathy for the suffering 
Muslims in the Middle East but they 
certainly do not like to bother either 
for establishing Islamic rules or 
T a l i b a n  t y p e  o f  r e g i m e  i n  
Bangladesh.

Demand of AL for dissociation 
with the JI may not be very important 
for BNP, what is important is to be 

careful about its association so that 
their image as a moderate party is not 
tarnished. We also see less possibility 
of stoppage of terrorist activities by 
the militants if any party other than 
BNP wins the next election. Only the 
well concerted joint effort of the 
major parties can control terrorist 
activities because unless terrorists 
are convinced that the majority of 
the people of Bangladesh do not 
appreciate their heinous crimes they 
may continue their activities. Our 
friendly developed countries, our 
donor agencies are rightly advising 
us to obtain consensus on control-
ling terrorism in Bangladesh. We 
hope days are not far when the major 
parties realise fully the need for 
mutual cooperation in controlling 
the destructive activities by Jamaat-
e-Mujahedeen (JMB).

No state except Bhutan in the 
SAARC region is free from political 
violence. But the situation in 
Bangladesh is awful. It has reached a 
stage where no government, partic-
ularly a limping democratic govern-
ment can bring back normal situa-
tion in the country. However, this is 
only possible through formation of 
a national government based on 
consensus. Formation of such a 
government depends on the sincere 
initiative of the existing govern-
ment. It is unfortunate that no such 
attempt has yet been made by the 
present government because it is 
bent upon completing its tenure. As 
it seems it wishes to win the next 
election through active and ques-
tionable support from the newly 
appointed CEC.

In the present situation we may 
see repetition of holding a national 
election similar to that of 1996 if not 
worse. How long a situation can 
continue and to what effect when a 
highly politicised corrupt adminis-
tration is incapable of handling a 
crisis efficiently, when there pre-
vails a sense of insecurity, when the 
people's representatives do not 
bother about the people? It is 
becoming increasingly clear that 
Bangladesh may face a very damag-
ing consequence if the present 
situation continued. Our only hope 
is early realisation of this  harsh 
truth. There is no time for long 
statements on political ideology or 
hero worship. We have to act 
quickly to save our freedom, our 
democracy and our country.

A B M S Zahur is a retired Joint Secretary.

Stemming politics of violence 

Saurav Ganguly 
Recently,  there has been a great deal 
of discussion on the future of the 
Indian Test cricketer, Saurav 
Ganguly. Any kind of discussion on 
Ganguly ought to be dictated by what 
he can offer to Indian cricket.  
Emotions on display in Kolkata 
should not have any place in such 
discussions. Of late, Ganguly's 
batting has become slow, boring and 
a number of players with attacking 
attractive batting styles (Yuvaraj 
Singh, Irfan Pathan, Mahendra 
Dhoni, to name a few) have emerged 
on the Indian cricket scene. 

If Kiran More and his colleagues 
do the selection based on talent, 
they ought not be blamed. 
Michael Smith
US

Double-tongued 
democrats
On May 2, 2003 Pope Benedict XVI, 

as Cardinal Ratzinger, (Head of the 
Congregation for the Doctrine of the 
Faith) stated: "He (John Paul II) did 
not impose this position ('Iraq War 
not necessary') as doctrine of the 
Church but as the appeal of a con-
science enlightened by faith" (Zenit 
News Agency).  Unlike many US 
Democrats, Pope John Paul's 
thoughts on the Iraq War were not 
voiced in an arrogant, judgmental 
manner.  He loved America, and 
praised President George W. Bush's 
moral leadership (Zenit News - June 
4, 2004).   Cardinal Ratzinger later 
confirmed: "There may be a legiti-
mate diversity of opinion, even 
among Catholics about waging war 
and applying the death penalty, but 
not however with regard to abortion 
and euthanasia" (Italian magazine 
"L'espresso," June 2004). 

Would Pope John Paul II have 
considered it a "Just War" if France, 
England, and the US had disarmed 
Germany, preventing Hitler from 
invading Poland and other coun-

tr ies?  The vast  majority  of  
Americans agreed with President 
George W. Bush's decision to dis-
arm Iraq, and eliminate their capac-
ity to wage war when it was thought 
Iraq was developing biological, 
chemical, and nuclear weapons 
that could be used against America, 
and other nations.  Aided by the 
Democratic Party, the House and 
Senate overwhelmingly approved 
the Iraq War Resolution. 

On Feb. 17, 1998 President 
Clinton stated: "If Saddam rejects 
peace and we have to use force, our 
purpose is clear.  We want to seri-
ously diminish the threat posed by 
Iraq's weapons of mass destruction 
programme."  Ted Kennedy, Al 
Gore, John Kerry, and Hillary 
Clinton also believed that Saddam 
Hussein had biological, chemical, 
and nuclear programmes in place.  
If President Bush is a liar, why aren't 
double-tongued Democrats held 
accountable?  Do they think faulty 
intelligence on Iraq only came 

through Bush?  They originally got it 
from Bill Clinton.
Vincent Bemowski 
Menasha, Wisconsin, US

Glitter and  glut
Weddings in Gulshan North Park 
(behind Wonderland) seem to take 
place regularly with garish display 
of glittering light and a glut of rich 
food! These are showpieces of the 
emerging rich families of Dhaka 
which seem to proliferate in our 
land of the poor and needy. While 
power is short everywhere, the 
luminosity at these occasions 
makes one forget the ever present 
reality of load shedding which is a 
fact of life for us.

Sadly, what we also missed was 
the welcome and attention from 
the hosts which is the integral part 
of the norms of hospitality. The 
other day it caught the unfortunate 
hosts in short shift. From luxurious 
lights to pitch darkness it was but a 

microsecond! The scene that 
unfolded beggars description. 
Between shouts and screams; quite 
a number of unfortunate lady 
guests suffered sprained ankles; no 
thanks to fashionable high heels 
and the mounds of randomly 
uneven earth here and there in the 
park. A few ladies fell flat on the 
dewy evening grass, ruining both 
their dress and egos! One unfortu-
nate lady got her legs entangled in 
the randomly coiled electrical 
cables on the ground adjacent to 
the many dinner tables set out. She 
fell on one dinner table and was 
hurt both physically and emotion-
ally while all the laid out array of 
rich dishes fell unceremoniously 
over her and on to the grass!

What a sad episode to mark the 
show of glitter and glut amid the 
want everywhere. May be it was the 
Almighty's way to punish unwar-
ranted show of pomp and glory.
An invitee
On e-mail

IBA lapse
I appeared in the admission test  
for the MBA Program of IBA (In-
s t i t u t e  o f  B u s i n e s s  
Administration), on 6 January 
2006, which I think is the most 
competitive exam of Bangladesh. 
I took a comprehensive prepara-
tion for a long time for the exam. 
After finishing the exam, I was 
stunned   by an announcement,  
which was made in other exam 
halls but not in ours, that  nega-
tive marking would  be dropped 
for this year. Mine was the IBA 
exam hall. I'm so upset since IBA 
shouldn't have provided us 
wrong information in the admis-
sion leaflet that 25% marks will be 
deducted for each wrong answer. 
Yes, it'd be right to change or 
modify any rules; however the 
announcement should be made 
earlier. 
Mahbubul Haque
Central Bashabo, Dhaka

Telephone calls
Telephone calls were a blessing 
once upon a time. Every call 
meant so much to us. We would sit 
for hours to receive an important 
call. I remember going to one of 
our wealthier neighbour's house 
with my mother -who was the 
headmistress of WVA School at 
that time- to receive calls regard-
ing her meetings in Dhaka Club. 
Later,  we had our own set. Then 
many of our relatives would come 
to our house to receive important 
calls. Sometimes, I would run to a 
neighbour's house, “Aunty! You 
have a call from London!” I would 
say. Aunties would come and 
receive their calls.

But today the phone  or the 
mobile   is found everywhere. The 
charm it once had is lost. Rather, 
you receive too many useless calls 
these days.
Dr. Nagma Newaz Al Kazi
 Dhaka

Doctor's 'negligence' 

I am extremely distressed to learn 
about the shocking incident that 
occurred at the NHN Saleha 
Memorial (Diabetic) Centre, 
Gulshan 2 through your newspaper 
report entitled “Doctor's negli-
gence costs Shamsher Mahmud's 
life” printed on 23/12/05. The 
report stressed that the doctor who 
treated the patient during his 
illness displayed “laxness and 
indifference.” Reading about the 
accusation of negligence pointed 
at  the doctor  saddened me very 
much.

I happen to know the doctor  
fairly closely, and have always been 
impressed with his professional-
ism and efficiency as a  physician. 

However, I feel extremely sad for 
the untimely death of the patient. 
Dr. K.M. Maqsudur Rahman
On e-mail

How long a situation can continue and to what effect when a politicised corrupt administration is incapable of han-
dling a crisis efficiently, when there prevails a sense of insecurity, when the people's representatives do not bother 
about the people? It is becoming increasingly clear that Bangladesh may face a very damaging consequence if the 
present situation continued. 
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