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CAS's remarks clearthe air

HE categorical remarks of the Army chief will, we are

sure, clear the misgiving, if there was any, about the

possibility of the army taking over the reins of power
in Bangladesh. He has been very forthright in his remarks,
which will put to rest any speculation about direct interven-
tion of the military in the affairs of the state. A very clear
picture in this matter has emerged from his comments that
we all must welcome as boding well for the country.

Given the experience of the country since its inception,
the seminal period of the nation had seen military interven-
tions as a consequence of the flux in politics and the cleav-
ages in our society in general. The experience has not
been very happy, neither for the country nor for the armed
forces. It was therefore not very unnatural if certain quar-
ters had harboured some anxiety whether the armed
forces would emerge as 'saviours' of the nation once
again, at the time of political uncertainty. We are sure that
the attitude of the military on the political issues of the coun-
try and the current dispensation of the armed forces are
very different from what had been in the seventies and
eighties. The remarks have confirmed our belief that the
armed forces have neither the willingness nor the proclivity
to take up the reins of powerin Bangladesh.

We, therefore, feel that to even contemplate a military
intervention in Bangladesh is an odious exercise given the
very positive role that the armed forces had played since
the restoration of democracy in 1991. One must concede
unhesitatingly that since the early nineties on two very
critical and uncertain occasions the armed forces role had
helped in restoring democracy in the country, and, in the
very recent instance, it had prevented the collapse of con-
process and the political

structure in

We have no doubt that in the current context, and also in
the future, the armed forces will continue to play its primary
role with its main obligation to the constitutional authority at
the helm of affairs, and remain fully committed to the con-
stitution in helping the government of the day to tide over

Highly irregular

Clean up operation welcome

MONG the good deeds accomplished by the care-
taker government so far, the decision to cancel
selection of 757 police sub-inspectors and ser-
geants for appointment by the immediate past 4-party
alliance government violating all the rules and regulations
deserves special mention. The departmental decision
came after a thorough investigation was conducted into
the circumstances under which the recruitment was pro-

The corruption included bribery and partisan consider-
ation in selecting the candidates reflecting the magnitude
of irregularities the past government indulged in during its
tenure. There are allegations that the money had gone to

The police department has been the worst victim as far
as politicisation was concerned during the erstwhile alli-
ance government. Incompetent men and women belong-
ing to the party cadre were promoted to senior positions on
condition of serving the interest of the political people in

Today it is not surprising that resentment can be dis-
cerned in the voices of some senior police officials
demanding removal of such officers who have been given
undue promotion and posting by the last regime in power.
As a result, in the last five years, policemen were mostly
kept busy protecting the interest of the political people. Itis
only obvious that such interference in departmental laws
and regulations has gravely weakened the police depart-

We strongly feel that mere departmental enquiry will not
stem the rot in the police department since recruitments
were usually done on partisan consideration rather than
merit by the government of the day which has largely
in the police department.
Therefore, what is needed is a national judicial enquiry to
get to the bottom of the recruitment and other corruption
and expose those who had benefited from the illegal and
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V by the vanquished?

Time to socially ostracize those‘smlllng dons
—\//—

SHAHNOOR WAHID

ORMING a V sign with the
F forefinger and middle

finger used to be the trade-
mark idiosyncrasy of Winston
Churchill, the WW-II prime minis-
ter of England.

The sign meant Victory. It was
an optimistic and confident sign to
indicate that he was winning in the
battlefields, and also in the politi-
cal battles fought in parliament.

It was an audacious sign that
decoded the message that he was
on top of things.

In fact, Churchill's wily smile,
the cigar in the corner of his
mouth, and the V sign, created an
intimidating specter that the Nazis
abhorred as long as they lasted in
history.

Whenever mobbed, Churchill
used to thrust his iconic sign at the
cameras of the newsmen waiting
in the freezing cold outside 10
Downing Street, and speed away

SENSE & |

NSENSIBILITY

The very recent display of the historic V sign, that we watched in suspended hilarity,
came from some teltele raghob boal (big fish) of this country. They flashed the sign
when being taken to the jail by the police. Why did they do it? Was that supposed to
mean a victory of sorts? Did they come out victorious in a battle? Did they achieve
something worth achieving? Something like winning the Nobel Peace Prize? Quite

uncanny, isn't it?

in his car.

So, a short trip down the corri-
dor of history tells us that this is a
classic sign to be shown when you
are feeling positive about some-
thing, or when you are winningin a
game or a battle, and so on.

This is definitely not a sign to be
flashed by the vanquished...by the
defeated...by the rejected...or by
the despised.

This is definitely not a sign to be
shown by thieves, robbers,
chhintaikaris, smugglers, heroin
dealers, land grabbers, tree grab-
bers, river grabbers, hill grabbers
and abusers of state power.

Butin Golden Bengal everything
is possible. Here, crooks flash the V
sign on every occasion -- be it at the
Martyred Intellectuals' Mausoleum,
or the Central Shahid Minar, or the
funeral of a fellow crook.

And they love to show it with
lots of pride while they are being

hauled away in police vans on
charges of theft, robbery or cor-
ruption. Worse...they even show it
when given death sentence by a
court!

You don't believe this? Please
look at the photographs in news-
papers, or at TV footages, of
criminals flashing the V sign after
receiving death sentence! It beats
me!

What is there to be so happy
about getting your neck stretched
permanently!

The very recent display of the
historic V sign, that we watched in
suspended hilarity, came from
some teltele raghob boal (big fish)
of this country. They flashed the
sign when being taken to the jail
by the police.

Why did they do it? Was that
supposed to mean a victory of
sorts? Did they come out victori-
ousin a battle?

Did they achieve something
worth achieving? Something like
winning the Nobel Peace Prize?
Quite uncanny, isn'tit?

After the V sign came the mil-
lion-dollar smile from the arrested
lot of raghob boals. They looked at
the prying cameras and gave their
best shot for the record.

They looked so happy to have
been arrested by the joint forces
and taken to prison! They were
ecstatic at being caught after a
brief game of hide and seek;
hence they offered their expen-
sive smiles.

And people wondered whether
they should also smile, and if they
do so then whether they should
smile with them or at them.

Weren't the V signs and smiles
offered in arrogant defiance and
disregard of the law and author-
ity? Didn't such body language

explicitly and unambiguously
indicate that those people pos-
sessed a kind of couldn't-care-
less attitude as far as people's
reaction was concerned?

They smiled because they
knew they could afford to smile.
They smiled because they had
bought the smile paying a very
high price, so they are not ready
yettoletgo ofit.

Can you socially ostracize
these smiling dons?

And to think how, all these
years, most of the civil society
members frantically tried their
utmost to have those "Rags-to-
Riches VIPs" (Viciously
Intimidating People!) grace the
wedding ceremonies of their sons
and daughters!

There was some kind of compe-
tition going on to beat one another
in bagging more such VIPs for
their parties or seminars.

Invariably, the following day,
they released photos of the wed-
ding or seminar in the media,
giving along list of those important
people who attended the event.

Most of the intellectuals, pro-
fessors, retired government ser-
vants, analysts, strategists and
media personalities who are today
talking about the financial trans-
gression, misrule and moral mis-
demeanor of the Paltus and
Faltus, looked for ways to draw

their attention for various reasons.

Whenever these Paltus and
Faltus entered a private club,
these respectable people rushed
to shake their hands or offer a
drink.

Today, let us ask ourselves the
questions: Do these corrupt colos-
suses deserve to share the same
space with the honest and
respectable people in society?

Do they deserve to be invited to
solemn occasions as chief guests
or special guests? Should we
show respect to these people who
openly show their disrespect for
us? Should we invite those who
sold heroin to our sons to our
daughters' weddings?

Should we sit for a job before
those who destroyed our sons'
academic careers?

Well, it's reckoning time. The
moral fiber of society is in tatters,
and it's all because of those V-sign
flashing, smiling dons.

Therefore, let us decide what
we should do and what we should
not. A lot of the people today think
that it is time to socially ostracize
these people who have polluted
every nook and cranny of this
country -- the country we meta-
phorically call Golden Bengal.

Shahnoor Wahid is a Senior Assistant Editor of
The Daily Star.

Nuclear poker face-off
—— —

MJ AKBAR

T HE alter ego of a boom, |
suppose, is doom. Failure
does not have too much to
worry about, but success has a
great deal to lose. You can't lose;
can you, if you have nothing to
lose?

There have been few contem-
porary success stories quite as
dramatic as Dubai. Five decades
ago it was not even on the urban
map of the world, not much more
than an antiquated port with a
blind eye, the only address on a
beachhead that survived because
of international indifference. It did
not even have a pot of oil. It still
does not.

Today, its skyscrapers shimmer
like an Arabian Nights miracle. If
traffic jams are a modern meta-
phor for urban growth, then Dubai
can put in a bid for a place in
Guinness.

From seven in the morning till
past ten at night, a curve of tail-to-
tail or head to head snake of blink-
ing cars snakes along the hidden
tarmac. In a remarkable display of
imagination, the rulers of this small
principality have converted a strip
of sand along an uncertain ocean
into a business-cum-shopping-
cum holiday haven.

BYLINE

Nuclear poker requires nerves of uranium, and no one is certain about the strength
of any player's cards. Everyone knows that Iran does not have nuclear weapons yet,
but that is not the question. Has the facility at Natanz already crossed the point
where its destruction would trigger damage in excess of Chernobyl, at the very
least? If not, will that point be crossed by October? Ergo, if there is to be a military
solution then it must be before the end of this summer.

Suddenly, an unspoken uneasi-
ness hovers over this dream. What
happens if America and Israel,
alone or in tandem, launch a
military assault on Iran's nuclear
facilities this summer?

The reactor at Bushehr is liter-
ally just across the gulf. The fall-
out, once again literally, would be
immediate as well as long term for
the whole region.

No one expects Iran to success-
fully defend itself against an
American aerial missile and
bomber invasion.

Seymour Hersh, who broke the
story of American preparations for
just such an attack many months
ago in The New Yorker, reported
that among the weaponry on the
war games table was a controlled-
impact nuclear bomb.

No one has any real idea of
what the radioactive fallout would
be for Iran and its surrounding
region. Central Asian nations do
not have a clue of the collateral
damage their children might suffer,
and for how long. Gulf states have
further concerns.

The Americans do not have the
infantry for a follow-up regime
change even if the assault was
perfectly successful. So the gov-

ernment of President Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad would remain in
power, at the heart of a polity
created by the late Imam Ruhollah
Khomeini.

It does not need much imagina-
tion to foresee that Iran would
target western business interests,
which are strewn within reach from
Dubai to Doha, in retaliation.

It has taken a remarkable gen-
eration to create Dubai. More than
glass and concrete, Dubaiis arare
symbol of confidence in what was
once dismissed as the Third
World.

What happens to the interests
of Bush's friends in oil and industry
if Dubai's durability and stability is
corroded? What happens to oil
and energy in the region if it is
affected by radioactivity?

Planners in Pentagon, the
White House and Tel Aviv might
believe that they have done their
studies and that the conse-
quences are under control, or that
the damage will be within accept-
able limits, whatever that means.

These are largely the same
people who wrote fantasy scripts
about flower-strewn streets in
Baghdad lined by cheering
crowds, as George Bush was

honoured by a ticker tape parade
along the Tigris.

The track record, to put it mildly,
is not encouraging.

Nuclear poker requires nerves
of uranium, and no one is certain
about the strength of any player's
cards.

Everyone knows that Iran does
not have nuclear weapons yet, but
that is not the question. Has the
facility at Natanz already crossed
the point where its destruction
would trigger damage in excess of
Chernobyl, atthe very least?

If not, will that point be crossed
by October? Ergo, if there is to be
a military solution then it must be
before the end of this summer.

There is some comfort in the
fact that Iran has moved away
from unambiguous belligerence
towards more nuanced diplomacy.

At Davos in January, former
president Muhammad Khatami
discussed a scheme with
American and European dele-
gates to this economic love fest, in
which Iran would suspend enrich-
ment of uranium for six months.

This period would be used by a
group, consisting of members of
the Security Council plus
Germany and India, to inspect and

assess Iran's nuclear program and
report back to the United Nations.

In arelated gesture, Iran did not
vote against a UN General
Assembly resolution condemning
denial of the Holocaust that Hitler
perpetrated during the Second
World War.

In Iran, senior clerics have
condemned, publicly, uninhibited
adventurism in policy, referring
clearly to Ahmadinejad.

Is this good-cop-bad-cop strat-
egy? Is Iran merely buying time,
and if so, how much time? Another
Security Council resolution is due
in March. America will obviously
seek to phrase this resolution in
terms that make it a virtual
authorisation for war if
Washington chooses to go to war.

Does Iran want to thwart it or
dilute it without giving much in
return? Is Iran waiting for winter,
when the American presidential
campaign season will make Bush
hostage to domestic politics?

Everyone has the same list of
questions. | suspect you might not
find firm answers even in Tehran. It
might be more relevant to apply a
general principle while the players
sit at the nuclear poker table, their
cards clutched against their
breasts, their teeth clenched.

Nations might, in certain condi-
tions, be martial or hegemonic, but
they are rarely suicidal. Grievous
mistakes, exacting a colossal
price, are made, but not out of
intent. If Germany in 1914 had
known the impossible cost of war,
and the certainty of defeat, would
she have commenced hostilities in
the First World War?

If Bush had known what he
knows now about the conse-
quences of invading Irag, would

he have dared launch his "shock
and awe" campaign?

The answer in both cases is a
clear no. The only thing certain
about nuclear poker is that if there
is a confrontation, there are no
winners.

It was surely this thought that
prompted Jacques Chirac to muse
before reporters in Paris recently
that it did not much matter whether
Iran had a nuclear weapon or two,
for if it ever dared use them it
would be obliterated. (There was a
meaningless retraction of this
statement later.)

Pranab Mukherjee has just
returned to Delhi from Tehran. He
cannot be much wiser than he was
before he left, because the
answers to the difficult questions
fluctuate with every changing
shadow on any player's face.

What Mr Mukherjee did, with the
confidence of a veteran, was to
underscore the maturity of India's
presence at the table.

India is a legitimate nuclear and
economic power, and possibly a
role model for Iran even if India
may have no wish for such an
honour.

But India has a stake in the
outcome of the game, and itisinits
immediate interest that tensions
be calibrated downwards.

Apart from other conse-
quences, a military confrontation
would implode the world economy
just when one section of India is
rising from the economic atmo-
sphere into the stratosphere.

After all, just one alphabet
makes the difference between
boom and doom.
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The magnificent eleven

ABDULLAH A DEWAN

T HE title of this article is
taken from a 1960 Western
movie, "The magnificent
seven." The plot of the story
involves a group of bandits who
periodically raid a Mexican farming
vilage and grab whatever the
village produced since their last
looting.

The villagers recruit seven
bravura gunfighters (hence the tile,
the magnificent seven) from the
US, who teach the villagers how to
protect themselves from the ban-
dits.

At harvest time the bandits
attack the village and, in a final
showdown, are defeated and
rebuffed, neverto return again.

Ever since Bangladesh was
liberated we have had both good
politicians and political bandits.
The latter have been looting the
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NO NONSENSE

The rule of "the magnificent eleven” will end after the next national election. The
transition from their brief governance to the rule by familiar political faces may beget
an uneasy hopefulness amongst the people. The nation has to be assured that the next
political party coming to power will follow the model of the current CTG. That process
may have already started with the support for, and sanctification of, their performances
by recognized politicians, the media and the people on the streets and farmlands.

people while the former have tacitly
acquiesced, or ignored, in help-
lessness.

Over the last five years, the
political bandits have plunged
themselves into an extravaganza
of greed and thievery, and disre-
garded the possibility of paybacks
in shame and shackles.

They thought that the politicized
network they had implanted in
every branch of the government
would ensure their return to power,
and protect their looted wealth
forever.

When the people lose their trust
and confidence in the political
process and politicians of the
country, and hopelessness
besieges them, the emergence of a
new face to restore that trust
becomes indispensable.

Just when the common citizens
had virtually no alternative a state

of emergency was declared, with a
caretaker government comprised
of eleven distinguished citizens.

After watching their modus
operandi, | have taken to calling
them "the magnificent eleven" --
homage to the original "magnificent
seven." They could also be called
the "dream team" of good gover-
nance.

Given the extent and speed of
reformation of institutions and the
overhauling of the administration,
the politicians who will be coming to
power next won't have much
reform to undertake.

Instead, they will be commis-
sioned to initiate and maintain the
momentum of good governance.
However, the people will guard
against the politicians' relapsing
into the kind of sordid and corrupt
politics to which we've become so
accustomed.

Could any of these reforms have
happened so soon, and with such
speed, had the leader of the grand
alliance, Sheikh Hasina, been
persuaded to participate in BNP's
January 22 election -- one that
would have, in all likelihood,
restored those same alleged crimi-
nals and fixers who are now right-
fully languishing in our prisons?

We should not forget that Hasina
was castigated for hartals, lock-
outs, and country-wide blockades,
and the miseries that accompanied
them, by the same people who are
now applauding the results of the
actions ofthe CTG.

She deserves the credit,
although some of it by default, for
her unflinching resolves to ward off
all pressures to participate in an
election that had doubtlessly been
fixed to ensure her defeat.

Now that everything is falling in

line with the criterion of good gover-
nance, everyone is advancing a
wish list for the CTG to implement.

Even Sheikh Hasina made her
wishes known on February 7. In a
press statement Hasina pleaded:
"We want to firmly ask the care-
taker government to take account
of the wealth of those who were in
power in the last 25 years, not only
the last 5 or 10 years. Let all cases
of corruption be properly investi-
gated to bring the accused to
book."

Great wishes indeed, notwith-
standing her own failure to purge
her party of corruption both during
her tenure of office and after.

While our wishes, and those of
Hasina's, are being fulfilled by the
CTG, | have, nonetheless, written
the following wish list for Sheikh
Hasinato consider:

Do not derail the mission of the
"magnificent eleven" by exerting
pressure for early election;

Weed out the corrupt and the
criminal from the party before the
reconstituted ACC books them;

Nominate only the honest,
competent and qualified candi-
dates for the upcoming MP elec-
tion;

Help restore the academic
atmosphere by reducing
patronization of student politics;

Include at least three of the

magnificent eleven in your next
cabinet for continuity of the reform
process, and gaining people's
confidence in your government, if
your party is elected to power.

Disband the 5 point memoran-
dum of agreement with Khilafat
Majlish;

Work for the people and take the
last opportunity to build your leg-
acy.

The delivery of political goods is
central to the formation of a collec-
tive faith in the virtues of democ-
racy.

Citizens form opinions about
politicians' performance in imple-
menting public policies (to create
jobs, control inflation, and distribute
incomes), and subsequently judge
whether democracy is functioning
as promised.

To accomplish this, the country
needs well-educated, honest and
competent politicians.

The academic programs in our
universities are not designed to
inculcate political aptitude. During
student life most political grooming
is done by national political parties,
whose members were also
groomed by their predecessors,
while sacrificing education.

The table summarizes the pro-
fession and academic degrees of
the ministers of the last alliance
government. It may be noted that

nearly 80% of the MPs in the last
parliament were businessmen.

Although academic qualifica-
tions alone don't make able politi-
cians, they often give some indica-
tion of one's demeanor and intelli-
gence.

Without proper education, many
politicians are incapable of grasp-
ing how party politics; public policy,
governance and the country's laws
areinterrelated.

The will and commitment for
altruistic service to the people
should be the most fundamental
reason why people choose politics.

But in Bangladesh, the all-
encompassing mind-set of people,
qualified or not, joining politics is
one of entittement and privilege
through winning election by hook or
crook.

How to remedy this situation? In
the short run, political parties can
recruit patriotic citizens, like "the
magnificent eleven," wherever they
are available.

Long-term solutions involve
targeting academically gifted
students who study law and eco-
nomics, and drawing them into
politics.

While other subjects are no less
important, economics and law are
expressly emphasized based on
the western models, where nearly
90 percent of the lawmakers have

law degree, with economics usually
as an undergraduate major or
minor subject.

The parliament is the ultimate
forum for accountability of all
elected political politicians and
public servants.

A well-qualified generation of
lawmakers with unimpeachable
integrity, and an independent ACC,
would be the most effective deter-
rence against public policy mis-
management and malfeasance,
thus guaranteeing the delivery of
political goods to the citizens.

The rule of "the magnificent
eleven" will end after the next
national election. The transition
from their brief governance to the
rule by familiar political faces may
beget an uneasy hopefulness
amongst the people.

The nation has to be assured
that the next political party coming
to power will follow the model of the
currentCTG.

That process may have already
started with the support for, and
sanctification of, their perfor-
mances by recognized politicians,
the media and the people on the
streets and farmlands.

Dr. Abdullah A. Dewan is Professor of Economics
atEastern Michigan University.
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