earffa’lhlsmek

3 The_nﬁﬁymar: Let us start at the
start. Is there any connection
between this road that will be
bailt and the Asian Highway
: rmwk?

‘Rahmatullah: At present
l:hi_-. Ilnkls not a part of the Asian
~ Highway network, but this is just
o thefrststep. Forthe momentitis
‘merely a bilateral route, but it a
route with tremendous potential

. for Bangladesh. In the [irst

instance it will hoost trade and
péople-to-people interaction
between the two countries. More
 Importantly, it will help open up
‘our eastern nefghbiour to us and
~ heélp to create stronger ties. This
can ohly be a good thing for
‘Bangladesh.

desh and Myanmar signed a deal on July 27 to construct a 25 km
dfrom Gundum in Cox's Bazar (2 kms inside the border) to Bawlibazar
inMyanmer, the estimated Tk 141 crore costof which will be borne by the
i h government. What benefits will accrue to Bangladesh from
ﬁmnclmﬂ'lm project and what is ourlong-term goal in building this road?
. There i fo one better to answer these questions than Dr. M.
' Rahmatullah, one-time UN-ESCAP director and now a program director
'--{81 GPD as wall as transport policy advisor in the Transport Sector
: 'ﬂ‘fﬁnﬂgament Reform program” at the Planning Commission. Dr.
Rahn;atultah-lnuk the time to speak with The Datly Star's Zafar Sobhan

Why would we want better rela-
tions with a country that is an
international pariah?

The main thing is that Myanmar
is very keen to have better rela-
tions with Bangladesh, In fact,
they have made offers for
Bangladeshis to invest and buy
land in Myanmar on very easy
terms. They have the opposite
problem fromus. Lotsofiand bue
very few people. So this could be
a very advantageous possibility
for Bangladesh. Of course, they
have internal problems, but this
does not mean that we can ignore
them.

is part of the attraction that
Myanmar lies on the route to
Kunming in China?

- POINT=

| is is just the first step'

Exactly, [f we wish to open up a
direct road link to China -- and
alsa Thailand -- then we must do
it through Myanmar.

Is there interest in Myanmar and
in China to develop this road link
further, all the way to China?

Very much so. Under the
Kunming Initiative in 1999, the
BCIM countries (Bangladesh,
China, India, Myanmar} have
been promoting the idea of
greater sub-regional cooperation
in trade, ransport, and tourism.
At the 7th BCIM Forum (as the
Kunming Initiative i{s now
known}, held in Dhaka four
months ago, the representatives
from Kunming expressed great
interest in developing a road link
between Kunming and
Chittagong through Myanmar.

How far away are we from the
developmentofsuch aroad link?

The distance between Kunming
and Chittagong is 2,380 km.
Roughly 1,700 km of good quality
road between the two points
already exists. Basically, itis only
about 680 km of road -- in
Myanmar -- that needs to be
upgraded to a two-lane road of
international quality for the
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entire route to be of international
standard.

How long would this take to
build?

Realistically, it would not be less
than three to four years, mini-
mum. Myanmar would require a
great deal of help and financial
assistance from China to build
the road. Nevertheless, as of
now Myanmar is also on board
with the project, when earlier
there was not much interest
from them.

Why s China so interested in this
road link?

Kunming is In south-western
China, far away from China's
ports on the east coast. This
direct road, when developed,
could provide easy access for
Kunming -- and Myanmar for that
matter -- to Chittagong port as
well as the deep sea port that is
being developed at Sonadia
Island near Cox's Bazar. And it
would, of course, also provide a
direct road link the other way,
from Bangladesh to China, as
well.

How important is this road link
for the development of a deep sea

portat Sonadia?

It is vitally important.
Bangladesh traffic alone is not
enough to justify the expense of
building a deep sea port. To
make it viable, we must service
the hinterland, this means not
only China and Myanmar, but
also Nepal, Bhutan, and the
north-eastern states of India.
This will be a win-win situation
for all countries concerned. All
of these countries desperately
need access to a deep sea port,
and we need their business to
make the projectviable.

But seeing as a deep sea port will
take decades to develop, what is
the immediate benefit?

Actually, all these countries can
benefit from greater access to
Chittagong port as well.
Chittagong port's carrying capac-
ity can also be increased to
accommodate the expanded

trade. What we need is a sub-

regional approach, encompass-
ing the neighbouring hinterland
all the way to Kunming and Nepal
and Bhutan. Chittagong can then
emerge as the transport hub for
the entire sub-region. The bene-
fits to the Bangladesh economy

would be incalculable.

This would require that we enter
into some kind of arrangement
with India as well, to allow tran-
sit through India from Nepal and
Bhutan?

COUNTERPOINT

India also wants transit or trans-
shipment rights through
Bangladesh. The solution is a
sub-regional solution. Indian
transit/transshipment rights in
return for Mepall and Bhutanese
transit/transshipment rights

through Indiw. It
mfuraﬂthemtrlu. ichiahas
never accepted n sub-regional
solution in the past, but may now
be willing to do se, as this would
facilitate passage from Kunming
to Knlkata. '

International Atomic Energy Agency turns 50

MAINUDDIN AHMED

FTER the catgstrophic

display of the might of

atom bombs in Nagasaki

~and Hireshima in Aagust 945,

the penp]u of the world were

horrified. [ntense diplomatic

activities were undertaken by the

internatonal community o find

out ways fo prevent recurrence of
suchahuman tragedy.

The might of atomic power was
proved; its beneficial use should
be explored for the benefit of
mankind. The [nternational
Atomic Energy Agency's ([AEA)
genesis was US president
Pisenhower's "Atom for Peace”
address to the General Assembly
of the United Nations on October
B, 1953, His ideas for the benefi-
cial applications of atamic power
for human developiment helped
to shape the [AEA statute and
aceelerated its birth,

The IAEA statute was approved
by the Conference on the Statute
of the [AEA, held at the United
Nations Headquarters, New York,
in October 1957; it entered into
force on July 29, 1957. Thus, the
International Atomic Energy
Agency, popularly known as the

nuclear watch- dog of the UN,

headquartered in Vienna,

Austria, was established as the

world's centre of nuctear cooper-

ation in the inter-governmental

“atom for paice”

within the [N system.

The IAEA contributes to global
peace, development, and secu-
rity, in essential ways -- hefping to
prevent the spread of nuclear
weapons, and fostering safe,
secure, and peaceful uses of
heneficial nuclear technologies
for human development.

As per the statute, [AEA, in
short, has the following functions
with respect to the benefit of the
developing countries, including
Bangladesh:

s To encourage and assist
research on, and development
and practical application of,
atomic energy for peaceful use
throughout the world; and to
perform any operation or
service useful in research on,
or development or practical
application of, atomic energy
for peaceful purposes.

= To make provision, in accor-
dance with the statute, for
materials, services, equip-
ment, and facilities, to meet

o
.
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organisation

the needs of research on, and
development and practical
application of, atomic energy
for peaceful purposes, includ-
ing the production of electric
power, with due consideration
for the needs of the under-
developed areas ol the world.

To foster the exchange of scien-

tific and technical information

on peaceful uses of atomic
energy.

To encourage the exchange of

training of scientists and

experts in the field of peaceful
uses of atomic energy.

e To establish and administer
safeguards designed to ensure
that special fissionable and
other materials, services,

facilities, and

equipment,

“information made .lvdﬂ.tbk by

the Agency, ar at its request or
under its supervision or con-
trol, are not used in such a way
a5 to further any military pue-
pose; and to apply safeguards,
at the request of the parties, to
any bilateral or multilateral
arrangement, or at the request
of a state, to any of that state's
activities in the field of atomic
enargy.

« To establish or adopt, in con-
sultation and, where appropri-
ate, in collaboration with the
competent organs of the
United Nations and the spe-
cialised agencies concerned,
standards of safety for protec-
tion of health and property.

» To acquire or establish any
facilities, plant, and equip-
ment useful in carrving out its
authorised functions, when-
ever the facilities, plant, and
equipment otherwise available
to it in the area concerned are
inadequate or available only
on terms it deems unsatisfac-

'({l‘st.‘l u.s

tory.

Except a few, none of the member
states of the IAEA has the inten-
tion or the capability or infra-
structure to become a nuclear
weapon state. Considering the
immense benefit of atomic
energy in food, agriculture,
health, industry and power, most
of the develaping countries have
become members to reap the
benefits of its know-how.

Dr. Elbaradei, the director
general of the [AEA in his arti-
cle,"Security Today and
Tomorrow (IAEA Bulletin 48/2),"
wrote: "Not long ago members of
a United Nations high level panel
assessed and identified five cate-
gories of threats: The first
im.lmla,-i pnu.rty, mfec!mw.
degradation. The second, nrgan—
ised crime. The third, terrorism.
The fourth, armed conilict -- both
within and among states. And
fifth, weapons of mass destruc-
tion.”

They cannat be solved by one
country, but only through global
response and multinational
cooperation. IAEA has a role to
play in all these issues. From a
developing country's perspec-
tive, including Bangladesh, I
emphasise the important and
pioneering roles the [AEA has
played.

As per its mandate to encour-
apge and assist research in appli-
cation of nuclear science and
technology In peaceful applica-
tions, the LAEA has some research
and technology transfer goals in
the most wanted fields in devel-
oping countries, such as food and
agriculture, water, health, and
industry.

Capacity building in basic
science and technology is a pre-

requisite for helping developing
countries address many basic
needs -- improving access to
food, water, energy, healthcare,
housing and education. The IAEA
is providing assistance to mem-
ber states in manpower develop-
ment in all these flelds, including
Bangladesh.

Poverty is a curse for humanity,
that brings a deep sense of injus-
tice, anger, and humiliation,
Forty percent of humanity lives
on less than two dollars a day; B50
million go to bed hungry each
night. World governments spend
roughly $100 million on foreign
aid, whereas more than §1 trillion
is spent in weapons of war.

Food security is the most
1m;mrtant factorin paverty e elimi-
“natlon, but has been ignoted by
most of the rich countries. The
IAEA is assisting its member
states in controlling post-harvest
food losses, developing
enhanced crop varieties, effective
pest control measures, increasing
soil fertility, and better soil and
water management.

The Bangladesh Atomic Energy
Commission (BAEC) and
Bangladesh Institute of Nuclear
Agriculture (BINA) in Mymensigh
receive support in the form of
equipment, training, and expert
services through the regional,
international, andd country pro-
grams under the technical assis-
tance of the [AEA.

In addition, [AEA supports
research in the institutions in
developing member states
directly, and through its laborato-
ries in Vienna and Seibersdorf,
Austria, the Marine Environment
Laboratory in Monaco, and Abdus
Salam Centre for Theoretical
PhysicsinTrieste, ltaly.

Non-destructive-testing

(NDT) has been developed and
applied in industries in
Bangladesh through IAEA's
assistance, In the health sector,
the development of nuclear
medicine in the country is
greatly indebted to the IAEA for
its assistance with equipment,
manpower development, and
experts.

The [AEA's assistance in train-
ing our scientists and engineers
in the operation and mainte-
nance of sophisticated elec-
tronic equipment for research,
industrial applications, and
diagnostic and curative pur-
poses in nuclear medicine insti-
tutions, goes a long way in pro-
viding proper and uninterrupted
services to the end users -- the
peopie afBangladesh. i

Muclear science and technol-
ogy was introduced in the then
East Pakistan aftér the commis-
sioning of the Atomic Energy
Centre, Dhaka (AECD) in 1964,
Since then, the country has been
receiving unhindered support
from the Agency. After independ-
ence, Bangladesh became a mem-
berofthe Agency in 1972.

The research and development
of BAEC increased after the
establishment of the Atomic
Energy Research Establishment
in Savar. Support in training,
equipment and experts, the
maintenance and operation of
major {acilities such as the 3 MeV
Triga research reactor and
gamma irradiation facilities, were
also provided by the Agency.

Although the Rooppur Nuclear
Power Plant was approved by the
then Pakistan goveérnment in
1964, it never saw the light of day.
Renewed interest has been
shawn, and powerful delegations
have been sent to Vienna on

many occasions for the support
ofthe agency.

IAEA has always reacted posi-
tively to the propositions of
Bangladesh. It did so recently
when Bangladesh was planning
te establish a600 MW in Rooppur.
In brief, these are not all but some
of the projects assisted by the
Agency.

Bangladesh has
trained manpower
structure through the assis-
tance of the IAEA in nuclear
chemistry, nuclear physics,
radiation biology, computer
science, electronics, nuclear
engineering and technology,
survey of nuclear minerals and
exploitation of heavy minerals,
and nuclear
nuclear agriculture, through the
technical and financial support
of the agency.

Bangladesh is a least devel-
oped country, but in nuclear
science end technology we are at
par with some of the mid level
developed countries. [ had this
realisation after working with
the TAEA as its post-doctoral
fellow, consultant, chief scien-
tific investigator of projects, TC
expert and, finally, a staff mem-
ber of its joint FAO/IAEA
Division in Vienna, travelling
over 30 countries in 32 years to
promote research, development,
and technology transfer of food
irradiation.

There was a recent dialogue
(CPD and UNCTAD) on the
Bangladesh position in science
and technology that contradicts
my above statement. Even among
the least developing nations our
position is at the lowar order as
reported in the dialogue. It might
betrue in technology transfer.

It would not have happened if

developed
and infra-

medicine and.

proper-action had been taken
soon after the independence
from Pakistan, as many of our
nuclear scientists had to move
other places considering the lack
of opportunity in the country.
With the establishment of the
Atomic Energy Commission in
India, nuclear science flourished
along with other higher science
and technology like electronics
and space science.

Everyone knows the pqsitlnn
of Ind{a in science and technol-
ogy. In the same way, sclence {n
Pakistan developed significantly.
Timely intervention would have
developed our scienge as weil
Many of our nuclear scientisis
and technologists waukl not

‘have left the mnlhnhnd in the
mid P9705.

As the world's Jamrand for
energy is increasing day by day:
and fossil fuel is not only degrad-
ing the environment hut deplet-
ing fast, nuclear energy appears
to be a competitive and cammer-
cial source af alternative energy.
As a necessity, and also because
the Chernobyl accident is no
more haunting the developed
countries, there (8 a renewed
interest in nuclear power in
European countries and the US,
which had declared a morato-
rium in nuclear power in the
past.

It is anticipated that IAEA's
role as nuclear watchdog will be
enhanced in course of time. We
have to rethink our pdsition in
nuciear science and take appro-
priate planning in building infra-
structures, including trained
manpower, so that we do nort lag
far behind in practical applica-
tion of nuclear energy.

Dr. M. Almud, s former officlal ol AEA i Vienoa,
and BAEC. Dhaia.

Still BFFs

StrykeER McGUIRE

HEN the biggest
question about a
sumimit is sartorial --

how will the new British prime
minister dress? -- you can bet the
meeting will he a success. And s0
it 'was when Gordon Brown had
his first encounier with President
George W. Bush on Sunday in the
‘business casual" confines of
Camp David.

Anyone expecting an explo-
stonofdisagreement bptween the
two leaders on matters of sub-

stance would have been disap-
pointed. True, it was not a hot
date @ la Bush and Tony Blair,
Brown's predecessor. But equally
true, it accomplished what both
parties in the new US-UK mar-
riage wanted: a fresh stare
marked by mutual respect and
admiratian,

The dress issue was easily
resolved. Brown has seldom been
spotred in anything but a dark
suit and tie, and his visit to Camp
David was no exception. Bush has
been known fo greet guests in
casual slacks and an Air Foree

bomber jacket.

This time, in deference to
Brown, he wore a jacket and tie.
The body language also passed
muster. After the helicopter
ferrying Brown from Andrews Air
Force Base touched down at
Camp David, the president put a
friendly arm around the prime
minister as he escarted him
towerd Golf Cart One.

The wwo leaders dealt with
other, more important issues --
from Iraq to Sudan, climate
change to world trade -- in a spirit
of "partnership,” as Brown said at

a joint press conference on
Monday.

"We had a good, relaxed, mean-
ingful discussion,” Bush said,
turning to Brown. "I'm pleased
you're here and I'm pleased to
report that this relationship will
be a constructive strategic rela-
tionship for the good of our peo-
ples.” Brown echoed the US presi-
dent's warm words: "I think we're
bothagreed thatall challenges can
best be met when, together, the
United Kingdom and the United
States work in a partnership that [
believe will strengthen in the years
tocome.”

Brown's task at his first summit
with Bush was particularly tricky.
(They had met once before, in
passing at theWhite House, earlier
this year.) He succeeded a prime
minister whose too-close-for-
comfort relationship with Bush
damaged him politically at home,
as postwar [raq deteriorated.

[n Brown's first weeks in office,
as his stock soared at home,
Brown benefited enormously
from the "I'm not Tony" factor --
escaping being accused of being
Bush's poodle simply by not
being Blair. Indeed, by compari-
son, he seemed, well, a British
bulldag.

This warked wonders at home,
where so many people deplored
Blair's seeming servility to Bush's

interests. In Washington, haw-
ever, questions remained about
Brown: would he stay the course
in the Roosevelt-Churchill,
Reagan-Thatcher, Bush-Blair
tradition? Or would he jump
ship? The answer was never really
in doubt among those who knew
Brown well. But that wasn't
enough tostop the questions.

It didn't help thar mixed sig-
nals emanated from HBrown's
government. A protégé of
Brown's, his brand-new
Secretary of State for
International Development,
Douglas Alexander, gave a speech
in Washington in which he
praised the eifectiveness of
"multilateralist, not unilateralist"
action in solving global prob-
lems.

Another member of Brown's
new government, Mark Malloch
Brown, the former No. 2 at the
United Nations, whom Brown
named as a Foreign Office minis-
ter, gave an interview in which he
pointedly said that the US and the
UK were not "joined at the hip."

Perhaps because the Bush-
Blair bond had proven so incen-
diary, the British press was quick
to jump on these signs -- however
slight or even misinterpreted -- as
an indication of a chill in rela-
tions between Downing Street
and the White House. Thus, much

was made of the fact that before
meeting with Bush, Brown met
with Angela Merkel of Germany
and Nicolas Sarkozy of France.
Brown, often perceived as less of
a natural pro-Buropean than
Blair, may not have minded the
slight course correction.

But soon Brown's supposedly
less than ardent pro-
Americanism began to take on a
life of its own. The Malloch Brown
and Alexander remarks raised
hackles not only in Washington,
but, as now seems clear, at
Downing Street as well. At one
point, Brown ordered his chiefl of
staff, Tom Scholar, to write a
letter to all cabinet ministers
emphasizing the importance of
the rransatlantic relationship.

But Brown didn't leave it there.
[n the run-up to his summit with
Bush, Brown made doubly sure to
set the record straight. The day
before the meeting he issued a
statement: "It is in the British
national interest that the rela-
tionship with the United States is
our single most importanc bilat-
eral relationship.”

He went on to say: "We knaw
that we cannot solve any of the
warld's problems without the
active engagement of the US. And
just as Britain and America have
always stood side by side in tack-
ling great global challenges of the

past, so we will continue to work
closely together as friends to
tackle the great global challenges
ofthe future.”

Brown reiterated his belief in
the strength of the special rela-
tionship again in the hours ahead
of his meeting with Bush. What
was interesting about Brown's
solidarity exerclse was that it
highlighted differences in the
wity Brown saw the US-UK rela-
tionship, as opposed to the way
Blair did. If only as an aceident of
terrible timing, Blair saw the US
and the UK fused together in the
heat of 9/11, when he and Bush
were both in office.

Brown, on the other hand,
takes a longer view. For Brown, a
close student of American his-
tory, Britain and the Unied States
are two chapters of the same
story. If Britain gave birth to the
idea of liberty, then liberty
"found its most famous expres-
sion” in the US Declaration of
Independernce.

Over the course of the 20th
century, Britain played a major
role in defending liberty. "In this
century,” Brown said in one of his
weekend statements, "it has
faller1 to America to take the
center stage,” as il Britain were
passing the baton to the United
States. What goes without saying,
but which is the thrust of Brown's

message, is thise it has [allen o
Britain to be atAmerica’s side.

Brown is enjdying a political
honeymoon right now, but he's
bound to face tougher cholces
and chatlenges down the rosd.
British troop numbers in irag
have been reduced to about 5,500
from a high at the time of the 2003
invasion of over 40,000, -

Most Britons assume that the
numbers will cantinue to come
down over the next year, but
Brown may face US appositon if
the [raq Army is not fully able ©
maintain security in sotithetn
Iraq, where British trodps are
concentrated. Brown has been
placing a spécial emphasis on
Afghanistan [n recent days --
perhaps indicatingthat as Britain
reduces its rale f lraq, it will
increase its ptesenca in
Afghanistan.

Iran could prove to be sauther
test. Ennsh(ﬂphnmﬁremllfntﬂy
confident at this stage thst the
United States will not ke military
action against Jran's neclear
buildup in the waning months of
the Bush administration. But they
do not rule itout, and cﬁl&u&tﬂ-
ers of Brown wonder just how he
would act f Wishington used force
against [ran,
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