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How do you like your democracy now, Mr. Bush?

Bush has boxed himself into an impossible situation. He proan

e

ed elections that have produced results opposite of the ones he

wanted. Forail his constant rhetoric about his determination to hunt down and kill terrorists, in Palestine he has in effect helped
installinto power a group he calls "terrorists."” His confusion over whether this is dumucracy, which should be legitimate, or is
an unacceptable outcome -- and his unwillingness to address the underlying issues behind the Iauéli-?alﬂtinlan conflict --
suggest that afatal paralysis will continue to afflict the region.

B

Juan CoLE

'HE stunning victory of the
militant Muslim funda-
mentalist FHlamas Party in
the Palestinian elections under-
lines the central contradictions In
the Bush administration's policies
toward the Middle East. Bush
pushes for elections, confusing
them with democracy, but seems
blind to the dangers of right-wing
populism. At the same time, he
continually undermines the mod-
erate and secular forces in the
region by acting high-handedly or
allowing his clients to do so. As a
result, Sunni fundamentalist par-
ties, some with'ties to violent cells,
have emerged as key players in
Iraq, Egypt, and Palestine.
Demoeracy depends not just on
elections but 'on a rule of law, on
stable [nstitutions, on basic eco-
nomie security for the population,
and on eheeks and balances that
forestalla tyranny of the majority.
Elections in the absence of this key
socieral context can produce
atithorimrian regimes and abuses
as casilyas they can produce genu-
ine people power. Bush is on the
whole unwilling to invest suffi-
ciently inthese keyinstitutions and

practices abroad. And by either
creating or failing to deal with
hated foreign occupations, he has

sown the seeds for militant [slamist

movements that gain popularity
because of their nationalist cre-
dentials.

In [raq, which is among the least
secure and most economically
fraught countries in the world, the
December 15 elections brought
into parlinment a set of powerful
Shiite fundamentalist parties and a
new foree, the Muslim fundamen-
talist Iragi Accord Front, which
gained most of the votes of for-
merly secular-minded Iragi Sunni
Arabs. Some IAF politicians are
suspected of strong ties to Irag's
Sunniinsurgency.

In Egypt, last fall's election
increased representation for the
fundamentalist Muslim
Brotherhood fram 17 to more than
70 seats in parlinment, making that
group o key political player for the
first time in Egyptian history,
Decades ago, the party once assas-
sinated a prime minister and
attempted to assassinate President
Gamal Abdul Nasser, but now
maintainsit has tarned to modern-
tion. [t aims at the imposition of 4
rigid interpretation of Islamic law
on Egyptians, including Egyptian

Acl{ng Isracli Prime Minister Ehud Oirnert
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women.

Now Hamas, or the Islamiec
Resistance Movement, a branch of
the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood,
has come to power in Palestine, In
his press conference on Thursday,
Bush portrayed the Palestinian
elections in the same way he
depicts Republican Party victories
over Democrats in the United
States: "The people are demanding
honest government. The people
want services, They want to be able
to raise their children in an envi-
ronment in which they can get a
decent educationand they can find
healthcare.” He sounds like a
spokesman for Hamas, underlin-
ing the irony that Bush and his
party have given Americans the
least honest government in a gen-
eration, have drastically cut ser-
vices, and have actively opposed
extension of healthcare to the
uninsured in the United States.

But the president's attempt to
dismiss the old ruling Fatah Party
as corrupt and inefficient, however
true, is also a way of taking the
spotlight off his own responsibility
for the stagnation in Palestine.
Bush allowed then Israeli Prime
Minister Ariel Sharon to sideline
the ruling Fatah Party of Yasser
Arafat, to [ire missiles at its police
stations, and to reduce its leader to
i besieged nonentity. Shiron amro-
ganty ordered the murder of civil-
ian Hamas leaders in Gaza, making
them martyrs. Meanwhile, Israeli
settlements continued to grow, the
fatally flawed Oslo agreements
delivered nothing to the
Palestinians, and Bush and Sharon
ignored new peace plans --
whether the so-called Geneva
accord put forward by Palestinian
and Israeli moderates or the Sandi
peace plan -- that could have
resolved the underlying issues. The

|2 Israell withdrawal from Gaza,
15 which should have been a big step

forward for peace, was marred by
the refusal of the Israelis to cooper-
ate with the Palestinians in ensur-

tng!hnt it did not produce a power
vacuum and further insecurity.

Frustrated, the Palestinian
publie predictably swung to the far
right. Their embrace of Hamas
tdoes not indicate that most
Palestinians are dedicated 1o
destroying Israel; polls show that
most support a two-state solution
and are weary of the endless vio-
lence, Rather, they are sick of the
Palestinian Authority and believe
that Hamas will be more effective
negotiating partners with the
Istaelis. As a Saudi political talk
show host told the Associated
Press, "They [Hamas] will be the
Amb Sharon. They will be tough,
but anly a tough group can snatch
concessions from Israel.”

In & mystifying self-
contradiction, Bush trumpeted
that "the Palestinians had an elec-
tion yesterday, the results of which
remind me about the power of
democracy.” If élections were really
the same as democracy, and if Bush
was so happy about the process,
then we might expect him to
pledge to work with the results,
which by hislights would be intrin-
sically good. But then he suddenly
swerved away from this line of
thought, reverting to boilerplate
and saying, "On the other hand, 1
don't see how you canbe a partner
in peace if you advocate the
destruction of a country as part of
your platform. And I know you
can't be a partner in peace if you
have a -- if your party has got an
armed wing."

So Bush is saying that even
though elections are democracy
and democracy is good and power-
ful, it has produced unacceptable
results in this case, and o the
resulting Hamas government will
lack the legitimacy necessary to
allow the United States to deal with
it or go forward in any peace pro-
cess. Bush's double standard s
clear in his diction, since he was
perfectly happy to deal with Israel's
Likud Party, which is dedicated 1o

the destruction of the budding
Palestinian state, and which used
the Israeli military and security
services for its party platform in
destroying the infrastructure of the
Palestinian Authority throughout
the early years of this century. As
Orwell reminded us in "Animal
Farm," some are more equal than
others.

President Mahmoud Abbas of -

Fatah had earlier been elected in a
separate process and could con-
tinue in office if he chooses to work
with a Hamas-dominated cabinet.
He had earlier hinted thathe wauld
resign if his party lost, Asked about
a possible resignation, Bush said in
his typically tongue-tied way,
"We'd like him to stay in power [
mean, we'd like to stay in office. He
is in power; we'd like him to stay in
office.” Khaled Mashaal, the
Hamas leader who is in exile in
Syria, said that his party would be
willing to work with Abbas as presi-
dent, according to a party spokes-
man.

But then when Bush was asked if
the United States would end aid to
the Palestinian Authority if a
Hamas government was formed,
he implied that it would, unless
Hamas changed its platform,
which opposes the existence of the
state of [srael on the grounds that
the territory belongs to the
Palestinians. He said, "Well, | made
it very clear that the United States
does not support political parties
that want to destroy our ally Isracl,
and that people must renounce
thatpartof their platform.”

Bush implied that Hamas |s
dedicated to unremitting violence
against Israel. And since 1994 its
military wing has launched many
suicide attacks against Israelis,
killing hundreds of people, most of
them civilians. But in fact it has
observed a more or less effective

 truce for about a year -- indeed, as

an important study carried out by
the respected International Crisis
Group pointed out, it has observed
the truce far more reliably than
Fatah. And Hamas' leaders have
affirmed that they are willing to
continue the truce if Israel refraing
from aggressive violence toward
them.

Despite Hamas' founding posi-
tion that the Israeli state is illegiti-
mate, violence is not foreordained.
A Hamas leader, Mahmoud Zahar,
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told the Associated Press that his
party would continue what he
called its year-old "truce” if Israel
did the same. "If not,” he added,
“then [ think we will have no option
but to protect our people and our
land.” More fundamentally, even
Hamas' charter could change, As
the ICG points out, Hamas "has
accepted the principle that there is

- no religious prohibition against

negotiating or co-existing with
Israel and that the provisionsin its
charter providing for Israel's
destruction are not indelible."
Even President Bush, in his mea-
sured response to the elections,
seemed to hald out hope that
Hamas would adopt a more prag-
maticstance.

To be sure, many Istaelis believe
that Hamas is only using the truce
to rearm, that it will never change
its opposition to the very existence
of Israel, and that any negotiations
with the Islamist group will only
weaken the Jewish state. And
Hamas' failure o speak clearly
about its intentions does nothing
toallaysuch fears,

But no one has ever put Hamas
to the test. Neither Bush nor [srael
have ever made good-faith efforts
to resolve the underlying issues,
preferring to issue moralistie
denunciations that ignore the
reality on the ground. The bitter
fruits of that shortsighted paolicy
are now evident. In Irag, Bush has
been forced -- albeit too late — to
act pragmatically, negatiating with
the leaders of Sunni insurgents
whom his administration earlier
denounced as "terrorists,” He and
Israeli leaders should follow the
same course in Palestine and try to
engage Hamas in a realistic, good-
faith political effort to resolve the
conflict.

There is no evidence that either
party will do so. Bush announced
early in his administration his
unwillingness to do anything that
would challenge Sharon. For his
part, acting [sraeli Pritne Minister
Ehud Olmert is following in
Sharon's footsteps. He said that he
would refuse to deal with the
Palestinian Authority ifitwas led by
Hamas or Included Hamas as a

An'n.ed militants from the Al-Agsa Martyrs Brigades, an offshoot of the Fatah movement, tnt their rifles dudng a
demonstration during a demonstration in the northern West Bank city of Nablus, 28 January 2006, Thousands of
Palestinians and dozens of masked militants demonstrated in the troubled northern West Bank ecalling on Fatah
leaders to resign and boycott any new Hamas-led governmant.

partner, and that he would con-
finue to take the high-handed
unilateral actions planned by
Sharon, including helding ontothe
large [smeli settlements in the West
Bank and refusing to negotiate the
status of Terusalem.

Bush has boxed himself into an
impossible situation. He promoted
elections that have produced
results appaosite of the ones he
wanted. For all his constant rheto-
ric about his determination to hunt
down and kill terrorists, in
Palestine he has in effect helped
install into power a group he calls
"terrorists.” His confusion over
whether this is democracy, which
should be legitimate, or is an unac-
ceptable outcome -- #nd his
unwillingness to address the
underlying issues behind the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict = sug-
gest that a fatal paralysis will con-
tinue to afflict the region.

Juan Cole is a Professor of Modern
Middle Eastern and South Asian History
at the University of Mighigan and the
author of "Saered Space and FlolyWar™
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IN pursuance of Article 73(2) of

the constitution of Bangladesh,

President Iajuddin Ahmed

el the eighth parliament's
firstsession 0f2006 onJanuary 23.

The main opposition AL, which
has been boycotting parliament
sessions since January 31 last year,
following the refusal of the business
advisory committee to hold discus-
sion on the killing of former finance
minister Shah AMS Kibria in a gre-
nade attack, adjourning the normal
business of the session, was not
presentin the house.

To what extent has the presi-
dent's speech met the nation's
expectations by addressing the
buming issues that have made the
E!alltical situation in the country

ghiyvolatile and even given rise to
the talks of “military takeover of
intervention of any third force” as
wellassomeotherissues of national
importance?

The president’s address has not
Eul:l due respect o the founding

of the nation Bangabandhu

Sheikh Mujibur Ruhman. He has

en equated with other national

ders "who provided inspiration
and leadership in different stages of

!flc historical struggle aguinst colo-

ower The ‘Pmsidem s speech
l of praise for President Ziaur
man, the founder of BNF, for his
roleas “the proclaimer ofindepend-
énce, the proponent of Bnngladuh:
nationalism and the reviver of
multipartydemocracy.”

A closer look into the president's
speech reveals that four-fifths of the
35-page speech is the success story
af the palicies, programmes and
activities the BNP-led four party
zllanmgmmnunem during the last

ur years in the felds of macro-
conomic management, agricul-
re, fisheries and livestock, com-
merce and industry, communica-
slm!. education, health and nutri-
on, law-making and judiciary,
environment, human resource
development, social security, land
umnagumem, and foreign relutions.

Narrating the success story of the
political alliance in power by the
president who by his deeds and
independence of mind must prove
that he i non-partisan does not
appéar to be consistent with the
essence of parliamentary system of
governmentthatwe have.

Someone may argue that the
president of Indin in his address (o
the joint session of parliament

. comprising the council of states and
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To what extent has the president’s speech met the nation's expectations by addressing the

burning issues that have made the political situation in the country highly volatile and even
given rise to the talks of "military takeover or intervention of any third force” as well as some
otherissues of national importance?

the house of the people at the com-
mencement of the first session of
each year makes reference, among
others, to the policies, programmes
and developmental activities of the
g{.m.'mmum.

Burithas to be remembered that
the president of Bangladesh, unlike
his counterpart in India, a country
with a long madition of parliamen-
tary democracy, is not the chief
executive of the republic. Unlike the
Indian president or the British
monarch, he [s not a part of parlia-
ment. Unlike the president of [ndia,
the president of Bangladesh cannot
use the term "my government.

Although the president's speech
narrates the success story of the
activities and achievements of the
alliance government, it makes no
specific reference to the prevailing
ghmvu political crisis resulting from

e refusal of the government (o
discuss caretaker government
reform proposal of the AL-led 14-
pirty opposition combine within
the parlinment or outside. Nor does
the president's speech stress the
need for enacting a law to regulate
the appointments in the Election
Commission (EC) as required under
Article 118(1) of the constitution.

A constitutional requirement has
remained unimplemented for the
last 34 plus years of independence.
As a resulr, the succeeding political
governments appointed persons
loyal to them as chief election com-
missioner and election commis-
sioners. This has resulted in the
politicisation of a national institu-
tion of utmost importance. The
present erisis in the EC is a case in
point. This even prompted the
European Union delegation troika
that visited Bangladesh last week (o
strongly advoeate for a really inde-
pendent EC for holding a free and
fair parliamentary election that
should beaccepmbleto all.

The president’s speech makes no
mention about the unbridled cor-
ruption in the country that ocou-
pied the number one pasition in the
corruption perception index of the
Berlin-based Transparency
International for five consecutive
years beginning from 2001 includ-
ingall the past four yearsofthe BNP-
led alliance government.
Corruption has badly affected the
rate of economic growth in the
country and increased the gap of
distribution of wealth in the society
making rich people richer and poor
people poorer. Above all, corruption
has shattered the people's dream of
a nation that would stand with its
head high.

The president’s speech makes no

mention about the untold suffer-
ings ofthe people, particularly of the
poor and the fixed wage earners,
due to continuous price spiral of
essentinls. The point-pointinflation
rate hit o new B-year high of 7.95
percent in November. According (o
Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
(BBS), the rate was higher in rural
areas than the urban ones, aggravat-
ing the continued miseries of the
rural poor. Economists are of the
opinion that excessive government
borrowing from the banking chan-
nel, depreciation of takn against the
US dollar over the last one year, no
open-way competitive system for
impert, which has given rise to the
hegemony of a particular group of
businessmen close to the establish-
menton import and created oppor-
tunity for them to manipulate the
prices of imported goods, and
several domesticfuel price hikeslast
year have contributed to the persis-
tent upward flight of inflation. The
wend of inflation rate hike hits the
[mor more severely, as they have
ittle ability to adjust with the
increased prices of essentials.

The president’s speech urged the
people and the political parties "to
resist united any wrongful attempt
of making the nation unstable
through terrorism and anarchism.”
The speech has stressed that "any
vile endeavour for creating anars
chism through terrorism, violent
palitical activities and bamb-blasts
cannot be accepted.” This part of
thespeech deservesappreciation.

But the question arises as to why
the alliance government allowed
the terrorism to gain its strength by
refusing fora considerable period of
time o recognise the existence of
terrorism. Some very responsible
leaders of the alliance government
even termed "Bangla Bhai" as the
creation of the media, The alliance
government has so far failed to
unearth the names of those who are
really behind the misguided Islamic
militants and bringthem tabook.

The president has termed parlia-
ment as "the heart of practising
democracy” and invited the mem-
bersofparliament "for constructive,
effectiveand active participation for
establishing democracy risin
above jealousy, malice, pcmomﬁ
and party interests.” The president's
observation and appeal definitely
deserves consideration of the law-
makers belonging to the treasury
and opposition benches.

But, has the government taken
any sincere move to bring the main
apposition back to the house? Has
the speaker, the guardian of parlia-
ment, initiated any serious effort o

bring the main opposition back to
the house assuring them that their
grievances pertaining to the con-
duct of the business of the house
would be removed? Has the speaker
written any letter to the leader of the
opposition expressing the assur-
ance and requesting her to attend
patliament to save the nascent
democracy? Political observers
rather believe that the alliance
government feels comfortable with
the absence of the AL lawmakers
from thehouse.

It may be of some intérest to
know that the president has hardly
any say in the preparation and
finalisation of the address. The
cabinet division requests the minis-
tries/divisions to furnish briefs
highlighting their activities,
achievements, ete for the prepira-
tion of the president's address to
parliament. The cabinet division
prepares the draft of the speech on
the basis of the briefs received and
places it in the cabinet meeting for
approval. The cabinet discusses the
draft thoroughly and makes
changes, where necessary. The draft
finally approved by the cabinet
takes the form of president's
address to parliament.

To conclude, in our parliamen-
tary system of government the
president is not the chief executive
or head of the government.
Although a nominee of the ruling
party, he is recognised as non-
partisan after his election to the
office of the president. His address
to parliament need not be the suc-
cessstory of the partyin power.

Rather, the president's address
should (a) act as guidance for
resolving the contentious Issues
between the government and the
opposition; (b) ask the political
parties, particularly the ruling
party or the leadership to do every-
thing towards developing a politi-
cal culture that would contributeto
the successful functioning of
democracy; (c) ask the government
to ensure that the people enjoy the
fundamental rights granted to
them by the constitution; (d)
encourage the lawmakers of the
treasury and opposition benches
to place the national interests
above the narrow party interests in
the discharge of their responsibili-
ties; and (e) inspire the nation to
face the challenges ahead with
courage and fortitude.

M Abdul Latif Mondad is a former Secretary to the
Govemmeant.

Spanish perspéctives on

CCORDING to a report
3 published by the Spanish

National Institute of
Stuli.llicsonlnnuary 17,8.6 percent
af the Spanish population is now of
foreign origin. The total population
has jurmped from 39.85 million in
1998 to 44. 1 1 million in 2005, which
inview of the low birth rate among
the native population, can be
considered as a remarkable
achievement.

This population growth has
largely been due to the massive
influx of foreigners in recent yeas.
Inthe European Union (EU), Spain
is the member country that has
received the second largest num-
ber of immigrants over the past
decade. While in 1998, only 630,000
people were of foreign origin, now
3,730,000 people have foreign
passports.

There are 511,294 (13 Tpummu
immigrants from Morocco, whose
religion is Islam and whose mother
tongue is Arabic. They constitute
the largest group of foreigners
living in Spain,

Close to half a million Spanish-
speaking immigrants (13.3 per-
cent) from Ecuador form the sec-
ond largest group. The presence of
significant immigrant commuini-
ties from Romania, Bulgaria,
Colombia, Argentina, and Bolivia
wasalso highlightedin the report.

From an economic point of view,
all these countries are considerad
as developing ones. There are
several thousand Bangladeshi
immigrants in Madrid and
Barcelona. Many of them are either
street vendors or run neighbour-
hood grocery stores, The wealthier
ones own restaurants or are in the
import-export business,

No wonder, the presence of so
many foreigners with diverse
ethnie, religious, linguistic  and
social backgrounds, particularly in
areds like Balearic Islands, Madrid,
Catalonia, Valencia, Murcia and
Canary Islands, where there are
heavy concentrations of them, has
contributed to the perception
among many Spaniards that there
are too many immigrants in this
country. According to the [drest
survey conducted by the Centre for
Sociological Research, Spaniards
consider immigration as the sec-
ond-largest national problem after
unemployment.
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Most immigrants, it seems, have found a reasonable niche in Spain, whose economy is growing
faster than most economies in the EU. If the economic situation changes in future, Spanish
attitude towards immigrants will most probably change. That is why the government has to
- remain constantly alert to the changing circumstances that may trigger anti-immigrant
sentiments. Spain needs to implement a comprehensive immigration management policy
covering training, health, housing, social benefits, common goals and values to mnimua
" migration's banefits nndmlnlmisalha host community's fears.

i While the fears und anxieties of
the average Spanized about this
*sudden rise in the numbers of
immigrants in their midst are
understandable, it is fair to point
out that from an economic point of
view they are unfounded and are
notsustained by research.
‘According to the latest OECD
réport, Spain's gross domestic
product would grow by over 3
percent in 2006 and 2007. This
growth would be significantly
higher than thar of Germany,
France, and Italy. The [nternational
Monetary Fund has also forecasted
a similar growth pattern for Spain,
It has also forecasted a fall in the
Spanish unemployment rate in
2008.

Itis obvious that more and more
workers will be needed to sustain
this growing economic activity. If
the Spaniards do not reproduce
sufficiently and their senior mem-
bers retire (oo early, only immi-
grants from the developing coun-
tries can fill the gap.

According to the United Nations
(State of World Population 2004),
population will grow at the rate of
only 0.2 percent per year during the
period from 2000 to 2050 in the
most developed countries of the
world -- Spain is one of them --
while the rate of growth will be
significantly higher in the poorer
cotntries,

It is estimated that the percent-
age of people over 65 will rise o
nearly 30 percent of the total popu-
lation in Spain by the year 2050,
Low birth rate, greater longevity of
the existing population and retire-
ment before the mandatory age of
65 are already putting tremendous
pressure on the social security
system.

Leaving aside the foreseeable
pensions crisis, in Spain and other
EU countries, the cost of looking
after growing numbers of older
people has fallen on the shoulders
of a dwindling number young
people paying raxes and social’
security contributions.

The recent increase in the num-
ber of young immigrant workers
has to some extent eased the situa-
tion in Spain. According to
Eurostat, at present, Spain has the
second lowest percentage of young
people (145 percent) in the BU.
(Italy, with 4.4 percent occupies

the first place.) Since the immi-
grants have a greater fertility rate
than the local population, it is
expected that as their children
grow and join the workforee, the
demographic composition of
Spain will gradually change for the
better.

There is no doubt that immigra-
tion Is a sensitive subject which
arouses strong emotions among
the local people because they fear
that their incomes will fall and
eventually the newcomers will take
away their jobs thus increasing
unemployment among them. This
is only partially rrue. Whar really
happens is that with the entry of
new people in the job marketsome
displacements and transfers
among the different occupational
categories take place.

There can even be a negative
effect on @ native's per person
income for a short while. But in a
buoyant economic environment as
soon as the market adjusts to addi-
tional workers, the immigrants
start creating new jobs indirectly by
increasing the aggregate demand.
They also ereate new jobs directly
with fresh business ventures,
which they are more likely to start
thanthelocal people.

Seven-day neighbourhood
grocery stores, house eleaning,
street sweeping, garbage collec-
tion, certain hazardous functions
in construction industry etc.,
which either require long hours of
dediciation or great physical effort
or considered unclean, unhealthy
are only a few of the economic
activities where the immigrants
with fresh energy and a strong
desire to survive first find their
niches in the host country.

As pointed out by Professor
Julian Simon in his scholarly work,
The Economic Consequences of
Immigration, this process causes
the stock of human capital and
physical capital in a given commu-
nity to grow and to become more
up-to-date. Thus in the long run
the whole community becomes
more energised and consequently
wealthieér.

Do the immigrants constitute a
financial burden on the host coun-
try? True, there are individual cases
of abuse but as a group, the immi-
grants contribute more to the
economy than they receive in

benefits. '

A study by the British Instinite
for Public Policy Research found
that contribution of immigrants to
public finances went up from 8.8
percent of Britain's tax collections
in 1999-2000 to 10.0 percent in
2003-2004. Another study by the
Internutional Labour Organisation
found that in Germany an average
immigrant worker makes a positive
net contribution of aver S60,000
doliars to the public treasury dur-
ing his lifetime. Again, according to
research conducted by the British
Home Office, in fiscal 1999-2000,
the immigrants made a positive net
contribution of $4 billioe to public
finances. It is pertinent to mention
here that their positive net contri-
butions also help ameliorate the
looming pensions crisis.

Does the presence of large num-
bers of immigrants with different
religious, linguistic, and ethnic
backgrounds create social and
cultural tensions? Yes, it does as we
have seen in several cases like El
Ejidoand others, Butin general, the
Spaniards do not have stilous
prejudices against the immigrants
as borne out by the recent survey
canducted by the Spanish Centre
for Sociological Research. On the
contrary, most Spaniards feel that
immigrants should have same
rights asthemselves.

The authorities, however,
should not sit on their laurels,
Hidden xenophobic tendencies
may suddenly erupt into anti-
immigrant violence. Most immi-
grants, it seems, have found a
reasonable niche In Spain, whose
economy is growing faster than
most economies in the BU. If the
economic situation changes in
future, Spanish attitude towards
immigrants will most probably
change. That is why the govern-
ment hos to remain constantly
alert to the changing circum-
stances that may trigger anti-
immigrant sentiments. ‘Spain
necds to implement a camprehen-
sive immigration management
policy covering training, health,
housing, social benefits, comman
goals and values to maximise
migration’s benefits and minimise
the host community’s fears,

Chakdader Mahbootrul Alem is a columnist of Tha
Dasly Star,
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