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"Comparisons are odorous" -- 
Shakespeare. 
During the current tumultuous and 
difficult phase of democratic evolu-
tion of the country, it is quite natural 
for the citizens to do some soul 
searching as to why democracy 
came to such a pass in the country. 
To compare is a universal human 
trait. 

Hence, it is natural to compare 
our democratic development with 
those of other nascent or estab-
lished democracies, particularly 
those undergoing a similar evolu-
tionary cycle. 

Obviously, the first comparison 
should be made with our immediate 
neighbour, i.e. India, with whom we 
have shared history and political 
development. Both the countries 
have good secular constitutions, to 
start with. Pakistan's democratic 
evolution, that was in tandem with 
that of Bangladesh till 1970, how-
ever, is murkier, and lags behind 
those of Bangladesh and India. 

In the context of the same dis-
cussions, the personalities of the 
important political players need to 
be considered, of necessity, to 
assess how they affected the 
shaping of political evolution in their 

respective countries. 

India
Elections have been held in India at 
regular intervals since independ-
ence in 1947, and governments 
have been changed at critical 
junctures. In the case of India, 
holding fair elections is more laud-
able, simply for the fact that the 
country is not homogeneous in 
respect of ethnicity, religion and 
language. 

By any standard, it is a difficult 
country to govern, having a multi-
tude of national, regional and 
communal pol i t ical  part ies.  
Commendably though, the change 
in political leadership has been 
smooth during transitions. 

By and large, the quality of 
political leaders in the higher eche-
lons is very good, despite the fact 
that crooks and goons are in abun-
dance in the rank and file. The 
judiciary is above the political fray, 
and defence is never seen to be 
interfering in political affairs. 

The judiciary is respected and 
feared, despite its slow dispensa-
tion of justice. Indira Gandhi's 
removal from power for a trivial (by 
our standard) indiscretion was a 
landmark of judicial probity. 
Another prime minister, Narasimha 

Rao, was prosecuted, but avoided 
jail on health grounds, and Sarin is 
in jail now. 

The great Lalu Prasad Jadav of 
Bihar was running the state from 
jail, through his surrogate Rabri 
Devi. His comeback is also equally 
remarkable. Interestingly, his 
commendable turning around of 
the Indian Railway is being studied 
at the famed Harvard School of 
Business.

Mahatma Gandhi did not seek 
power after independence, despite 
being the undisputed leader of the 
nation. Rather, he went (or threat-
ened to) on hunger strike on a 
matter of principle, because of non-
payment of money due to Pakistan. 

Nehru could have become an 
authoritarian dictator if he had 
wanted to, but chose the path of 
democracy. Even after the war with 
China, he advocated the inclusion 
of China, a pariah state at that time, 
into the United Nations just 
because it was the right thing to do. 

Maulana Azad did not hanker for 
power. The common characteris-
tics of these pre-independence 
leaders were their patriotism, 
commitment to democracy, and 
principled exercise of power. 

Indira Gandhi had the propensity 
to be authoritarian, but generally 

played by the rules. Her political 
comeback also speaks of the 
robust political process in India. 
Atal Bihari Bajpai, giving up power 
without hesitation when faced with 
a no-confidence vote, also set a 
fine tradition. 

Despite the many political 
crooks, bigots and radicals, there 
emerged a good number of clean, 
pragmatic and committed leaders 
in post-independent India. Highly 
educa ted ,  commi t ted ,  and  
r e s p e c t e d  p o l i t i c i a n s  l i k e  
Manmohan Singh, Chidambaram, 
Jyoti Basu etc., to name a few, can 
stand tall in any milieu/forum. 

Focusing on the bordering state 
o f  West  Bengal ,  Comrade 
Buddhadev Bhattacharya is a living 
legend because of his spartan 
lifestyle and popularity with the 
capitalists, who are making a 
beeline for investing in West 
Bengal.

Pakistan
Despite the impressive economical 
and financial development, socio-
political development lags behind 
badly in Pakistan. The slow social 
progress is attributed to the feudal-
istic nature of the society, particu-
larly in Punjab and Sind. 

The landed elite have their 

tentacles in every sphere of life in 
Pakistan. Besides dominating 
agriculture, defence and bureau-
cracy, they have also monopolised 
business and industry. 

Since independence in 1947, 
except for brief periods, the military 
has ruled the country directly or 
through surrogates. The rules of 
Suhrawardy and Mohammad Ali 
were transitory at best. 

Ayub's democracy came in the 
garb of "basic democracy." 
Similarly, Musharraf is trying to 
colour his democracy in a different 
shade. Democracy could not 
flourish in Pakistan because of the 
dominance of the military. 

The relatively brief interlude 
provided by the elected govern-
ments of Benazir Bhutto and 
Nawaz Sharif was unsuccessful 
due to their ineptitude and all-
pervasive corruption. Sharif who, 
despite having two-third majority, 
squandered a golden opportunity 
to return the country to a viable 
democracy. The same was true for 
Benazir, who also could not deliver 
the fruits of democracy to the 
common people of Pakistan.

Hardly any leader, having the 
stature of the pre-independence 
political leaders like Jinnah, Liaqat 
Ali, Gaffar Khan etc., emerged in 

Pakistan. Both Bhutto and Benazir 
had the potential to be good politi-
cal leaders. 
Both of them were well educated 
and charismatic, but their lack of 
principles and scruples undid them. 
Sharif also suffered from similar 
weaknesses, and was disgrace-
fully thrown out of power. Had there 
been continuous democratic gov-
ernments, a group of good leaders 
might have emerged. 

Bangladesh
Bangladesh achieved its freedom 
in 1971 through blood and tears. In 
Sheikh Mujib Bangladesh had an 
exceptionally courageous and 
patriotic leader, who was instru-
mental in the birth of the nation. 
Unfortunately, his administrative 
ability fell short of his virtues. The 
creation of the controversial Baksal 
did not endear him universally. 
Many think that the country's his-
tory would have been different if 
Sheikh Mujib had played the role of 
"Bangladesh Gandhi," and let 
Tajuddin, who proved to be a fine 
and dedicated administrator, run 
the country along with his com-
rades. 

The emergence of Gen. Zia on 
the political scene had a calming 
effect but, unfortunately, it did not 

last long. His personal honesty, 
austerity and dedication are sorely 
missed in today's politics. 

I remember many of my 
Pakistani acquaintances mention-
ing in the eighties: "your Zia is 
many times better than our Zia." 
Tragically, both the great leaders of 
Bangladesh -- Shekh Mujibur 
Rahman and General Ziaur 
Rahman -- were assassinated. 

Thereafter, the country was run 
by the dictatorial regime of General 
Ershad, who was convicted and 
jailed for corruption, but has made 
a political comeback since.

In Bangladesh, proper demo-
cratic process began in 1991. 
Since then, the governments have 
been changed twice through elec-
tions. The elections were generally 
perceived to be free and fair, which 
itself is an achievement. 

In 1991, BNP won the election 
fairly, but Awami League did not 
accept the defeat gracefully. They 
doggedly carried out hartals and 
strikes at regular intervals through-
out the five-year reign of BNP. In 
1996, BNP engineered a sham 
election that did not work. 

In 1996, Awami League came 
back to power, but was removed by 
the BNP in 2001. The first BNP 
government governed the country 

reasonably well, compared to the 
next two governments. The misrule 
and corruption, particularly in the 
last ten years, have been monu-
mental and heart-breaking. 

Other than the two leaders of the 
liberation period, no single leader 
of the stature of Fazlul Haq, 
Suhrawardy or Bhashani emerged. 
Instead, a pack of unscrupulous 
and greedy felons hijacked the so-
called democracy. The sordid 
stories of their misdeeds that are 
unravelling every day beat any 
soap opera. 

Now that a historic (if not divine) 
intervention is in process, there are 
indications that a seismic change is 
brewing in the political landscape. If 
the politicians realise and internal-
ize that the old rules of the game 
have changed for ever, and that 
there ought to be  "give and take" 
politics -- the long suffering people 
can look forward to better days. 
The dynastic politics should be a 
distant memory. The nation should 
discard the Bhutto/Benazir,  
Khaleda/Tareque models in favour 
of better example of Sonia/Rahul.

Ahmadul Ameen is a freelance contributor to the 
Daily Star.
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B
EFORE the turn of this 

century, at a time when Sir 

Arthur Conan Doyle, a 

Scottish author, was spinning his 

detective stories of Sherlock 

Holmes, objective scientific evi-

dence was routinely used to inves-

tigate crimes. 

Today, although most crimes 

continue to be solved through 

confessions and eyewitness 

accounts, scientific evidence is 

increasingly being used to estab-

lish the truth. Advances in technol-

ogy have helped DNA analysis to 

become an established part of 

criminal justice procedure. 

Despite early controversies, and 

challenges by defense lawyers, the 

admissibility of DNA test results in 

the courtroom has become routine 

in most of the countries in the world. 

During the past two decades, 

identification based on the differ-

ences that exist in the DNA mole-

cule has indeed become an invalu-

able instrument in the search for 

justice. The prosecutors never had 

such a powerful tool at their dis-

posal, both to convict the guilty and 

exonerate the innocent.

DNA, or Deoxyribonucleic 

acid, is the chemical storehouse 

of an individual's genetic mate-

rial. It is a tiny thread-like mole-

cule that contains all the informa-

tion required for the life process. 

It is the hereditary blueprint 

passed on to us by our parents. It 

governs the inheritance of all the 

characteristics of an individual, 

such as, eye colour, hair colour, 

stature, bone density, likes, 

dislikes etc. 

It is a component of virtually all 

the cells in the human body. A 

person's DNA is the same in each 

cell, and does not change through-

out his lifetime. Any bodily sub-

stance, like blood, saliva, semen, 

hair, tooth, bone, tissue etc., there-

fore, can serve as a potential 

source of DNA. 

By using modern molecular 

biological techniques, it is now 

possible to generate a DNA profile 

from any one of those subtances, 

where the possibility of finding two 

individuals with the same DNA 

profile is in the order of 1 in a trillion.

DNA analysis can link suspects 

to violent crimes like rape or murder 

by comparing DNA evidence recov-

ered from the crime scene, or 

victim, with the DNA sample taken 

from the suspect. By means of DNA 

analysis, it is also possible to 

resolve disputes arising over 

paternity or maternity, immigration 

disputes, identification of missing 

children, mutilated dead bodies, 

disaster victims, and exchange of 

babies in hospital wards. 

DNA technology was first used in 

criminal justice in 1987 in the UK, to 

convict a criminal who allegedly 

raped and murdered two teenage 

schoolgirls. Bangladesh is not far 

behind in accepting this technol-

ogy, as the Ministry of Women and 

Children Affairs has established a 

national forensic DNA profiling 

laboratory at Dhaka Medical 

College, with the financial and 

technical assistance of the 

Denmark government. 

This laboratory started providing 

its service to various law enforcing 

agencies from January, 2006. 

Though the laboratory has had a 

good start, it has a long way to go to 

realize the full advantage of the 

power of DNA technology to solve 

crimes and protect the innocent. 

The first important step that has 

to be taken is the creation of a 

national DNA database. The ques-

tion is, what is a DNA database? 

And how does it in help solving 

crimes?

A DNA database means an 

electronic database of DNA pro-

files. The database, however, is not 

simply a collection of DNA profiles, 

but a composite database where 

DNA profiles are organized in 

different indexes, with the capabil-

ity of electronically searching, 

retrieving and comparing, thereby 

linking crimes to each other and to 

the convicted offenders.  Ideally, a 

DNA database should include DNA 

profiles under the following 

indexes:

l Crime scene index

l Convicted offender's index

l Missing person's index

Crime scene index
The crime scene index con-

tains DNA profiles from biolog-

ical evidence (blood, blood 

sta in,  semen,  sa l iva etc. )  

obtained at the scene of the 

crime. This type of DNA index 

c a n  l i n k  c r i m e  s c e n e s  

together, possibly identifying 

serial offenders. This data-

base is equally useful once a 

perpetrator is identified. 

Convicted offender index
The convicted offender index 
contains DNA profiles of individuals 
convicted of violent crimes (e.g 
murder or rape). Many countries, 
like the UK, Netherlands and 
Australia even include DNA profiles 
of individuals convicted of record-
able offenses. 

The criteria, of course, differ 
from country to country, and require 
legislation prior to implementation 
of such a database. The existence 
of this kind of database enables 
law-enforcing agencies to identify 
possible suspects, and link sus-
pects to unsolved crimes or cases 
where no suspect was available. 
Matches made between crime 
scene and convicted offender 
indexes provide investigators with 
the identity of the perpetrator. 

Missing person's index
This portion of the database would 
contain DNA profiles from unidenti-
fied dead bodies, body parts or 
body remains. This database 
would provide greatest benefit 
when DNA profiles from immediate 
relatives could be used to recon-
struct DNA profiles for comparison, 
and to confirm the identity of a 
disaster victim or a missing person.  

International scenario
The world's first DNA database was 

established by Forensic Science 

Service (FSS), UK in 1985. The 

British database holds profiles of 

around 2.3 million offenders and 

2,32,000 crime scene samples. 

This database is currently achiev-

ing 1400 matches between crime-

scene samples and suspects every 

week. 

Another such DNA database, 

called Codis (Combined DNA Index 

System), is maintained by the FBI, 

United States. The FBI's databank 

has profiles of about 6,00,000 

convicted offenders, and 26,000 

crime-scene samples. Countries 

having such a DNA database can 

link up with the international data-

base through Interpol (International 

Criminal Police Organization). 

Participating countries will be 

able to add profiles from their 

national or regional databases, and 

compare their profiles with those 

supplied by the participating Interpol 

member states. The advantage in 

participating in this type of data 

exchange program is that it helps 

investigators to identify a suspect 

who has moved to another country 

after committing a crime, and has 

eventually been arrested. 

The potential benefit of creating a 

national DNA database is obvious. 

Though the initial cost of establish-

ing a database is high, experience 

from other countries shows that it 

can cut down the cost of a trial by 

about one-fifth, reduce the man 

hours in the judiciary, help in linking 

suspects to unsolved cases, exon-

erate the innocent, solve more 

crimes, and prevent crime.

Dr. Sharif Akhteruzzaman is Professor, 
Department of Biochemistry and Molecular 
Biology, University of Dhaka, and Head of 
National Forensic DNA Profiling Laboratory, 
Dhaka Medical College.

The need for a national DNA database
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Democrats, conserva-

tives and liberals, are 

strangely united on one point: the 

threat from global jihad is growing 

dangerously. Republicans use 

that belief as a way to remind the 

American people that we live in a 

fearsome world -- and need tough 

leaders to protect us. 

For Democrats, the same idea 

fortifies their claim that the Bush 

administration has failed to deal 

with a crucial threat -- and that we 

need a new national-security 

team. Terrorism experts and the 

media add to this chorus, con-

sciously or not, because they have 

an incentive to paint a grim picture: 

bad news sells. Amid the clamor, it 

is difficult to figure out what is 

actually going on.

In the two decades before 9/11, 

Islamic radicalism flourished, 

while most governments treated it 

as a minor annoyance rather than 

a major security threat. September 

11 changed all that, and subse-

q u e n t  b o m b i n g s  i n  B a l i ,  

Casablanca, Riyadh, Madrid and 

London forced countries every-

where to rethink their basic atti-

tude. 

Now most governments around 

the world have become far more 

active in pursuing, capturing, 

killing and disrupting terrorist 

groups of all kinds. The result is an 

enemy that is without question 

weaker than before, though also 

more decentralized and amor-

phous.

Consider the news from just the 

past few months. In Indonesia, the 

largest Muslim nation in the world, 

the government announced that 

on June 9 it had captured both the 

chief and the military leader of 

Jemaah Islamiah, the country's 

deadliest jihadist group and the 

one that carried out the Bali bomb-

ings of 2002. 

In January, Filipino troops killed 

Abu Sulaiman, leader of the 

Qaeda-style terrorist outfit Abu 

Sayyaf. The Philippine Army -- 

with American help -- has battered 

the group, whose membership has 

declined from as many as 2,000 

guerrillas six years ago to a few 

hundred today. 

In Egypt and Saudi Arabia, 

which were Al Qaeda's original 

bases and targets of attack, terror-

ist cells have been rounded up, 

and those still at large have been 

unable to launch any major new 

attacks in a couple of years. There, 

as elsewhere, the efforts of 

finance ministries -- most espe-

cially the US Department of the 

Treasury -- have made life far 

more difficult for terrorists. 

Global organizations cannot 

thrive without being able to move 

money around. The more that 

terrorists' funds are tracked and 

targeted, the more they have to 

make do with small-scale and 

hastily improvised operations.

North Africa has seen an uptick 

in activity, particularly Algeria. But 

the main group there, the Salafist 

Group for Call and Combat (known 

by its French abbreviation, 

GSPC), is part of a long and ongo-

ing local war between the Algerian 

government and Islamic opposi-

tion forces and cannot be seen 

solely through the prism of Al 

Qaeda or anti-American jihad. 

This is also true of the main area 

where there has been a large and 

troubling rise in the strength of Al 

Qaeda --  the Afghanistan-

Pakistan borderlands. It is here 

that Al Qaeda Central, if there is 

such an entity, is housed. 

But the reason the group has 

been able to sustain itself and 

grow despite the best efforts of 

Nato troops is that through the 

years of the anti-Soviet campaign, 

Al Qaeda dug deep roots in the 

area. And its allies the Taliban are 

a once popular local movement 

that has long been supported by a 

section of the Pashtuns, an influ-

ential ethnic group in Afghanistan 

and Pakistan.

In Iraq, where terrorist attacks 

are a daily event, another impor-

tant complication weakens the 

enemy. From a broad coalition 

promising to unite all Muslims, Al 

Qaeda has morphed into a purist 

Sunni group that spends most of 

its time killing Shiites. 

In its original fatwas and other 

statements, Al Qaeda makes no 

mention of Shiites, condemning 

only the "Crusaders" and "Jews." 

But Iraq changed things. Abu 

Mussab al-Zarqawi, the head of Al 

Qaeda in Mesopotamia, bore a 

fierce hatred for Shiites, derived 

from his Wahhabi-style puritan-

ism. 

In a February 2004 letter to 

Osama bin Laden, he claimed that 

"the danger from the Shia ... is 

greater ... than the Americans ... 

[T]he only solution is for us to 

strike the religious, military and 

other cadres among the Shia with 

blow after blow until they bend to 

the Sunnis." 

If there ever had been a debate 

between him and bin Laden, 

Zarqawi won. As a result, an orga-

nization that had hoped to rally the 

entire Muslim world to jihad 

against the West has been 

dragged instead into a dirty inter-

nal war within Islam.

The split between Sunnis and 

Shiites -- which plays a role in 

Lebanon as well -- is only one of 

the divisions within the world of 

Islam. Within that universe are 

Shiites and Sunnis, Persians and 

Arabs, Southeast Asians and 

Middle Easterners and, impor-

tantly, moderates and radicals. 

The clash between Hamas and 

Fatah in the Palestinian territories 

is the most vivid sign of the latter 

divide. Just as the diversity within 

the communist world ultimately 

made it less threatening, so the 

many varieties of Islam weaken its 

ability to coalesce into a single, 

monolithic foe. 

It would be even less dangerous 

if Western leaders recognized this 

and worked to emphasize such 

distinctions. Rather than speaking 

of a single worldwide movement -- 

which absurdly lumps together 

Chechen separatists in Russia, 

Pakistani-backed militants in 

India, Shiite warlords in Lebanon 

and Sunni jihadists in Egypt -- we 

should be emphasizing that all 

these groups are distinct, with 

differing agendas, enemies and 

friends. 

That robs them of their claim to 

represent Islam. It describes them 

as they often are -- small local 

gangs of misfits, hoping to attract 

attention through nihilism and 

barbarism.

The greatest weakness of 

militant Islam is that it is unpopular 

almost everywhere. Even in 

Afghanistan, where the Taliban 

has some roots, it was widely 

reviled. And now, when Taliban 

fighters occasionally take over a 

town in southern Afghanistan, they 

disband the schools, burn books, 

put women behind veils. 

These actions cause fear and 

resentment, not love. Most 

Muslims, even those who are 

devout and enraged at the West, 

don't want to return to some grim 

fantasy of medieval theocracy. 

People in the Muslim world travel 

to see the glitz in Dubai, not the 

madrassas in Tehran. About half 

the world's Muslim countries hold 

elections -- representing some 

600 million people. 

In those elections over the past 

four or five years, the parties 

representing militant Islam have 

done poorly from Indonesia to 

Pakistan, rarely garnering more 

than 7 or 8 percent of the vote. 

There are some exceptional cases 

in places suffering from civil war or 

occupation, such as Hamas in the 

Pa les t in ian  te r r i to r ies  and  

Hizbullah in Lebanon. But by and 

large, radical Islam is not winning 

the argument, which is why it is 

trying to win by force.

If this sounds like an optimistic 

account, it is, up to a point. The 

real danger, and the reason this 

will be a long struggle, is that the 

conditions that feed the radicaliza-

tion and alienation of young 

Muslim men are not abating. 

A toxic combination of demog-

raphy, alienation and religious 

extremism continues to seduce a 

small number of Muslims to head 

down a path of brutal violence. 

And technology today -- most 

worryingly the large quantities of 

loose nuclear material throughout 

the world -- ensures that small 

numbers of people can do large 

amounts of damage.

The current issue of Britain's 

Prospect magazine has a deeply 

illuminating profile of the main 

suicide bomber in the 7/7 London 

subway attacks, Mohammed 

Siddique Khan, who at first glance 

appeared to be a well-integrated, 

middle-class Briton. The author, 

Shiv Malik, spent months in the 

Leeds suburb where Khan grew 

up, talked to his relatives and 

pieced together his past. 

Khan was not driven to become 

a suicide bomber by poverty, 

racism or the Iraq War. His is the 

story of a young man who found he 

could not be part of the traditional 

Pakistani-immigrant community of 

his parents. He had no memories 

of their Pakistani life. He spoke 

their language, Urdu, poorly. He 

rejected an arranged marriage in 

favor of a love match. 

And yet, he was also out of 

place in modern British culture. 

Khan was slowly seduced by the 

simple, powerful and total world 

view of Wahhabi Islam, conve-

niently provided in easy-to-read 

English pamphlets (doubtless 

funded with Saudi money). 

The ideology fulfilled a young 

man's desire for protest and rebellion 

and at the same time gave him a 

powerful sense of identity. By 1999 -- 

before the Iraq War, before 9/11 -- he 

was ready to be a terrorist.

Britain, the United States and most 

other countries have not found it easy to 

address the root causes of jihad. But 

clearly, they relate to the alienation, 

humiliation and disempowerment 

caused by the pace of change in the 

modern world -- economic change, 

migration from Third World to First 

World, movement from the countryside 

to the city. 

The only durable solution to 

these ongoing disruptions is for 

these people to see themselves -- 

and, most important, the societies 

they come from and still identify 

with -- as masters of the modern 

world and not as victims.

How to open up and modernize 

the Muslim world is a long, hard 

and complex challenge. But surely 

one key is to be seen by these 

societies and peoples as partners 

and friends, not as bullies and 

enemies. That is one battle we are 

not yet winning.

Fareed Zakaria is Editor of Newsweek 
International.
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True or false: We are losing the war against radical Islam 

 writes from Washington
FAREED ZAKARIA
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