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BNP's most serious crisis
Bhuiyan's expulsion makes split inevitable

B EGUM Khaleda Zia's arrest on Monday was clearly a 
major blow for the Bangladesh Nationalist Party. What, 
however, came as a new blow was the peremptory man-

ner in which the BNP chairperson announced the expulsion of 
party secretary general Abdul Mannan Bhuiyan from the party. If 
the first blow was precipitated by the Anti-Corruption 
Commission's case against Begum Zia, the second was 
brought about by the harsh move of the former prime minister 
herself. To what extent the BNP will handle this twin crisis is 
something that political observers will be watching keenly. And 
that is only natural, given that the occupants of the two most 
powerful positions in the party are now positioned against each 
other.

It will perhaps be restating the obvious when we suggest that 
BNP leaders and activists across the country are now in a 
dilemma regarding the future of their party. Of far bigger signifi-
cance, though, is the fact that Mannan Bhuiyan's expulsion 
from the party by the chairperson has patently brought into 
focus the malaise that the BNP in particular and the major politi-
cal parties in general have fundamentally suffered from. It will 
be noted that where Bhuiyan is concerned, there is nothing in 
the record to suggest that he has ever rebelled against his party 
chairperson or demonstrated any lack of confidence in her 
leadership. His only fault, it appears, is to have questioned the 
way the BNP conducted itself in the last five years as the party of 
government and to have suggested that perhaps some efforts 
toward self-analysis and self-correction were necessary within 
the party. Mannan Bhuiyan was certainly not alone in express-
ing such views. Indeed, a very large number of party activists, to 
say nothing of BNP sympathisers and supporters, shared his 
point of view. That being the reality, one might well raise the 
question of why Begum Zia found it hard to permit an open 
discussion on the reform proposals at the level of the party's 
central hierarchy as well as among its district and other tiers of 
leadership. Her reason behind expelling Bhuiyan was that she 
thought the suggestions for reforms were an affront to her and a 
questioning of her leadership. It is a regrettable attitude, made 
worse by her curious claim that all the anti-BNP criticism was 
actually a result of envy on the part of her detractors at what she 
claimed the huge successes of her government. Till the very 
end, she refused to accept even the slightest criticism of her 
having led a corrupt administration. Her refusal to accept even a 
modicum of open discussion in the party on reforms depicts the 
kind of leadership that has brought the BNP to its present sorry 
pass.

We believe that a split in the BNP will have grave repercus-
sions for democratic politics. We therefore urge those veteran 
leaders of the party not embroiled in the Zia-Bhuiyan spat to work 
behind the scenes in order to bring about a rapprochement 
between the chairperson and the secretary general and also 
initiate a process toward internal party reforms. The goal should 
be one of transforming the BNP into a vibrant, modern and demo-
cratic party, of the kind Bangladesh is in sore need of.

Unregistered universities 
Why sit on their aberrant status?

F OLLOWING publication of the HSC exam results there has 
been a noticeable rush of students seeking admission to 
various unregistered private universities, including a num-

ber of branches of foreign universities, located outside the capital 
city. The University Grants Commission (UGC) had earlier identi-
fied these institutions as operating without due registration, and 
therefore illegally. 

Obviously, the UGC did not act on the so-called blacklisted uni-
versities by way of either phasing them out or allowing them to regu-
larise themselves by meeting certain criteria. Instead, they have 
reportedly sent a list of such institutions to  law enforcing agencies 
and are now pleading with the parents, guardians and students not 
to approach such institutions for admission. 

The UGC is giving mixed signals. On the one hand, it is 
apparently acting against such institutions, but on the other, it 
has distributed forms to their owners to fill these in furnishing 
details of their eligibility or otherwise. In other words, if the goals 
and programmes of the institutions are deemed satisfactory 
they could be allowed to operate. Only that this is a belated 
step. Furthermore, it is stated that some such setups could 
function as study or resource centres; but the question is 
whether they should be allowed to confer degrees. Branches of 
a few foreign universities are functioning “effectively to a 
degree”, according to the UGC.

The government must have a clear-cut policy with regard to 
operation of private universities. Subject to fulfillment of the 
criteria consisting of staffing pattern and  its quality, equipment 
and infrastructural  base and suitability or otherwise of aca-
demic atmosphere, educational enterprises like private univer-
sities, of both local or foreign signboards, must be either 
approved or disapproved by a competent authority. Let's not 
forget that in view of the limited intake capacity of the public 
universities, the private ones are increasingly playing a vital role 
offering opportunities for higher education to large number of 
students. While the bad apples must be jettisoned from the 
basket, the good ones must be recognised for what they are 
worth.   

T
HERE is a lot you hear 

about something called 

indoor politics these days. 

And you begin to wonder what it 

all means. Politics, after all, is just 

that -- politics. It is either there or 

it isn't. Again, if you speak of 

indoor politics, it naturally follows 

that there is another phenome-

non known as outdoor politics. 

But that, as you will discover to 

your intense amazement, is not 

what you will chance upon in the 

real world. Wherever there is 

democracy, there is politics, at 

once transparent and unfettered. 

It is just that in our own context 

we have lately been over-

whelmed by this idea of indoor 

politics. 

Before you get down to the 

business of observing how our 

political lexicon has been getting 

transformed over time, only 

remember that indoor politics is a 

term, if not a concept, we first ran 

into during the days of General 

Yahya Khan in 1969. Close to 

four decades later, we still seem 

to be unable to get free of it.

But that is not too unnatural a 

happens tance ,  i s  i t  now?  

Bengalis being historically fond of 

delving deep into politics and 

often getting bruised and brutal-

ised in the process, it is quite 

understandable that they will 

invent new political terms and 

then turn them into household 

words. 

Law Adviser Mainul Hosein 

may speak of the present admin-

istration being a national govern-

ment. That is his opinion, one that 

was swiftly put aside by a clarifi-

cation from the chief of staff of the 

army. The general says the gov-

ernment is caretaker in form and 

substance. We agree with him. 

But that is hardly the point. 

Of relevance here is the very 

term "caretaker government." We 

are perhaps the only nation in this 

wide world to have provided 

constitutional legitimacy to this 

concept, largely because of the 

absence of trust among our politi-

cal classes. To what extent, and 

for how long, we will be burdened 

with such a load can only be 

imagined. But let us be blunt 

here: the sooner we can manage 

a good, democratic political 

system, the faster we can jettison 

this caretaker factor.

We will simply have to wait 

and see how things turn out. 

Meanwhile, think of all the other 

entries that have come into the 

lexicon. Martial law is of course 

an old term, one that we spot in 

early twentieth-century Latin 

America. But when General 

Ayub Khan commandeered the 

state of Pakistan in October 

1958, he gave a new dimension 

to the term. 

We were all left intrigued, 

sometimes even impressed, by 

what it meant. Come 1962, and 

Ayub replaced martial law with 

his own version of democracy 

( w h i c h  w a s  c a l l e d  B a s i c  

Democracy and which really was 

antithetical to democracy). 

We thought martial law was 

gone from our lives. But, lo and 

behold! It came roaring back in 

March 1969. In the years after 

that, it reared its head at fairly 

regular intervals in Pakistan and 

Bangladesh. Today, as we turn 

the pages of the lexicon, we spot 

the term scattered all over them. 

Perhaps there will come a time 

when the phrase "martial law" will 

be history, in the way that "revolu-

tionary command councils" (in 

places like Iraq and Syria) have 

become history. And then comes 

the matter of an extreme mea-

sure called the state of emer-

gency. Indira Gandhi used it to 

extend her rule by a couple of 

years in India. When she lifted it, 

in 1977, and called fresh elec-

tions, the electorate threw her 

out. 

General Pervez Musharraf, 

raring to go for an emergency, 

saw his hand stayed by a simple 

call from Condoleezza Rice. He 

certainly does not relish his pres-

ent discomfiture, what with the 

humiliation the Supreme Court is 

heaping on him and the plain 

disrespect that Benazir Bhutto 

and Nawaz Sharif are throwing 

his way. A state of emergency 

could have helped him avoid all 

that bother. Now he simply does 

not know what his future will be. 

Politics, as many of us will 

have noted, has taken a regular 

battering in Bangladesh. You can 

really count on your fingers the 

meagre number of years when 

politicians have governed this 

nation. And then you recapitulate 

all the old stories of coups and 

counter-coups that have often 

come in the way of democracy. 

More importantly, it is the 

sheer hold that such a word as 

"coup" has on the popular psyche 

that you cannot ignore. There are 

individuals who may not under-

stand English or French (and they 

inhabit the villages of this coun-

try), but they know full well what a 

coup signifies. And that is how 

"coup d'etat" has carved a partic-

ular niche for itself in our political 

dictionary. 

It is something that people in 

the world's democracies are not 

really aware of. They have, after 

all, not lived through the kind of 

exciting times we have. Back in 

the old Ayub era (the man keeps 

coming back despite all our 

efforts to keep him at arm's 

length), there was a curious law 

cal led the Elect ive Bodies 

Disqualification Ordinance, or 

EBDO. 

It was a bad law, as it was 

aimed at keeping politicians out 

of politics while allowing Ayub 

Khan and his fellow soldiers to 

run wild all over the place. EBDO 

was one sure way of curbing 

dissent.

EBDO is no more out there, but 

it does have its place in the dictio-

nary of archaic political terms. 

There are other phrases, closer to 

our times, that are not exactly 

archaic and indeed once were 

regarded, before the term was 

invented, as being politically 

correct. 

Think here of the Legal 

Framework Order decreed by 

Yahya Khan as a prelude to 

Pakistan's first-ever general 

elections in December 1970. The 

LFO was meant to serve as a set 

of guidelines for the country's 

politicians. In real terms, all politi-

cians ignored it; and what hap-

pened subsequently is a story we 

are all too familiar with.

Exercise your mind a little 

more. If you do, it is likely that you 

will recall a measure that was 

once used with abandon to intimi-

date anyone who challenged the 

government of the day. We speak 

here of the Defence of Pakistan 

Rules. In its time, the DPR was a 

ubiquity because of the random 

way in which it was applied to 

bring politicians to heel. 

In Bangladesh, there is the 

bitter legacy of the Special 

Powers Act. Every government 

post-1975 condemned the earlier 

Awami League administration for 

enacting this bad law, and yet all 

of them made convenient use of 

it, especially when it came to 

harassing political opponents. Be 

that as it may, the SPA was for 

years a term we were repeatedly 

made familiar with. Today, every 

time someone talks about it, we 

know that it has eventually made 

its way into our political vocabu-

lary.

There are interesting, perhaps 

even intriguing, occurrences that 

we cannot quite possibly ignore. 

Take this matter of the "minus 

two" formula that some people 

have been trying to inject into the 

nation's political system. You, 

thus, note a sudden mathemati-

cal approach, as it were, to 

national politics. 

Basically aimed at Sheikh 

Hasina and Khaleda Zia, there 

are good reasons to think that 

minus two, unless it is neutralised 

as an idea soon, could one day 

lead to minus three or minus four 

or even higher.

Move on, and keep moving, 

until you stumble on something 

we have been told is the "nomi-

nation business" indulged in by 

the major political parties. It is 

really something quite simple: 

you give a party a hefty amount 

of money and in return the party 

will give you a nomination for a 

parliamentary constituency of 

your choice. And once you are 

elected to parliament, you can 

recoup all that money and march 

on to add loads more to it, 

through contracts and tenders 

and the like.

And so it goes on, all this 

enrichment of the political vocab-

ulary. General Ershad once 

called himself pollibondhu. If 

there could be Bangabandhu, so 

the reasoning must have gone, 

there might as well be a friend of 

the villages. 

Sheikh Hasina's followers 

cheerfu l ly  refer  to her as 

jononetri, which is when the fans 

of Begum Zia are not quite will-

ing to be left behind. They hon-

our  the i r  l eader  w i th  the  

honourofic of deshonetri. And, 

by the way, we remain aware of 

at least two men who are both 

known as bangabir.

Ah, well! It all began, as the 

cynic will tell you, back in the 

British colonial era. Think of the 

potency that has come into such 

a term as partition. You think of 

India and Pakistan, and your 

mind conjures up images of a 

division that left lives ruined and 

futures in a limbo.

Syed Badrul Ahsan is Editor, Current Affairs, The 
Daily Star.
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O
VER the past few years or 
so we have been witness-
ing an extraordinary level 

of frenzy over the success of the 
GPA super-grade achievers. This is 
largely due to the hype by both the 
electronic and the print media. This 
year, too, is no exception. 

For quite some time now I have 
been feeling rather uneasy over the 
entire matter. As much as I under-
stand that young achievers need to 
be encouraged and their morale 
boosted, it is no less important to 
understand the multidimensional 
impact of such heightened "public-
ity." 

Alongside boosting the morale of 
the super-achievers, it may also 
have a negative impact on the 
morale and spirit of the rest of their 
fellow students who have not been 

as successful. On the other hand, 

such heightened publicity also 

helps build a psyche amongst the 

achievers themselves that "this is 

the end of the line," and that from 

here onwards they no longer have 

to prove their special acumen to 

anyone else. 

It also has the potential of send-

ing wrong signals to the entire 

student community, to the effect 

that success can be achieved only 

by rote learning. It is rather disturb-

ing to see the  "publicity" with full-

blown pictures of the achievers, as 

though they were national celebri-

ties. I feel that matters have been 

carried too far and blown out of 

proportion. The whole media cover-

age could have been more rational, 

reflecting a degree of professional 

wisdom.  

These achievers have a long 

way to go, hence parents and 

conscious citizens of the country, 

particularly the media, should do 

nothing that has even the remotest 

possibility of sending such a signal 

that "they and they alone are the 

chosen ones." Men of wisdom and 

veteran teachers often tell me that 

real education goes beyond suc-

ceeding in examinations, particu-

larly at such elementary levels. 

I also cannot resist making yet 

another relevant observation. As I 

look back to the years gone by, 

particularly during the 50s and the 

60s, there was hardly any such 

"celebrations" over similar suc-

cesses achieved by school and 

college students. 

We all know that the quality of 

education was much higher then 

compared to what is now. 

Admittedly, it may be true that the 

boys and girls of today are better 
informed due to all round scientific 
and technological developments, 
including the field of education. 

At the same time, we should also 
remember that people with lesser 
academic records to their credit 
have been equally successful in 
their respective vocations or pro-
fessional calling, if not more.

One of the cardinal elements of 
good education for anyone, particu-
larly those coming out of schools 
and colleges and on their way to 
higher seats of education, is mod-
esty. 

The super-achievers are merely 
students who have done well in 
their examinations, and in the prime 
of their lives. We all owe it to our-
selves to give them a well thought 
out perspective of life itself as a 
whole, and turn them into "thinking'" 
individuals. 

This year, matters have been 
further complicated due to a state-
ment made by no less a person 
than the Chairman of the University 
Grants Commission, to the effect 
that the public universities should 
consider admitting the super-
achievers without them going 
through the regular admission 

tests. 
If this recommendation is made 

on the basis that frequent irregulari-
ties had taken place in admission 
tests in the recent past, it is an 
erroneous one. In that case, the 
thing to do is to streamline the 
existing admission process instead 
of turning upside down an age old 
tested tradition, which the public 
universities had been successfully 
implementing for years. 

It is also important to note that 
merit cannot be judged solely on 
the grades achieved through rote 
learning. Frankly, degrees and 
grades in the final analysis are not 
parameters of either learning or 
quality education. 

In real life situations, the success 
of an individual depends more on 
the individual's integrity, honesty, 
and capacity to perform and 
endure. 

Under the circumstances, I 
believe that in the future the media 
should be more pragmatic and 
realistic, and follow a path of mod-
eration in dealing with such issues. 
Let us inculcate a spirit in the entire 
the community of students that 
good education is more about 
"learning" than achieving grades.     

Finally, I wish to state that my 

objective of writing this short com-

mentary is not to undermine either 

the GPA achievers or hurt the pride 

of their parents and guardians. It is 

also not aimed at being overtly 

critical of the media either. I have 

simply tried to vent some of my 

personal views on the matter. I 

claim no final wisdom in all that I 

have written. The observations 

made are my very own and bear 

malice to none.  

Shamsher Chowdhury is a columnist for The Daily 

Star.

OPINION

Media hype over GPA super-achievers

GROUND REALITIES
Move on, and keep moving, until you stumble on something we have been 
told is the "nomination business" indulged in by the major political parties. 
It is really something quite simple: you give a party a hefty amount of money 
and in return the party will give you a nomination for a parliamentary 
constituency of your choice. And once you are elected to parliament, you 
can recoup all that money and march on to add loads more to it, through 
contracts and tenders and the like.

It is also important to note that merit cannot be judged solely on the 
grades achieved through rote learning. Frankly, degrees and grades in the 
final analysis are not parameters of either learning or quality education. In 
real life situations, the success of an individual depends more on the 
individual's integrity, honesty, and capacity to perform and endure. 
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O
N E  s t r o k e  o f  t h e  
pen…no…one word of 
the mouth…and there 

goes intra-party reform to obliv-
ion! Gone with the (bad) wind! 
Today, dear readers, you need no 
better proof to be convinced that 
it has been dictatorship all along, 
and it will be dictatorship in the 
future. To be specific, look at the 
way Khaleda Zia fired party 
General Secretary Abdul Mannan 
Bhuiyan and Joint-Secretary 
General Ashraf Hossain. 

Think of it! They were not 
chunoputis (small fry) or nonde-
script activists who earned a 
living by shouting party slogans 
from the fringes. They were 
rather known to be die-hard BNP 
loyalists who had stuck by 

Khaleda Zia through thick and 
thin for decades. And yet they 
were served the death sentence 
without being given any opportu-
nity to protest or argue their case 
before her. What else but 
"prashad shorojantro" (palace 
conspiracy) can you call this?  

This single act of the BNP 
chairperson tells aplenty how this 
party or, for that matter, all other 
parties in Bangladesh are being 
run. To the media, to the donors, 
to the foreign mission heads and 
to the people, these leaders have 
been speaking unremittingly 
about democracy and how they 
have been sacrificing everything 
they possessed to uphold democ-
racy! And they cried and they 
wept…they fretted and they 
fumed…while describing how the 
opposition, the 'ekti mohol,' have 

been conniv ing to destroy 
democracy in the country. They 
also animatedly described the 
role of various foreign powers 
working from behind the scene to 
destabilise the "popular" govern-
ment.    

Going back to the beheading of 
the two BNP stalwarts, frankly we 
fail to understand what faults 
BNP chairperson had found in 
A b d u l  M a n n a n  a n d  A s r a f  
Hossain? To us they were a per-
fect examples of blind loyalty…to 
be blunt…sycophancy. During 
the last five years, and even the 
previous tenure of five years, 
they had endorsed without even 
batting an eyelid any and every-
thing that the chairperson and her 
small coterie did and undid. 

Even while holding the second 
most powerful post in the party for 

many year at a stretch, if he had a 
second opinion on certain mat-
ters of national importance, Abdul 
Mannan never demonstrated that 
he had the guts to go up to her 
and say, madam, I feel this 
instruction coming from your 
office/Hawa Bhaban will not bring 
good fortune for the country, so I 
think you may kindly rethink your 
decision. If he had done it quite 
frequently, today his head would-
n't have been rolling on the car-
pet. 

Today, one feels a bit con-
cerned thinking about the kind of 
people who are going to replace 
them, or have replaced them 
already. Today, one begins to 
worry a little thinking about the 
fate of BNP, the large party that 
came to power for two terms. 
One, in fact, wonders whether 

Khandaker Delwar Hossain is the 
best possible replacement for 
Abdul Mannan Bhuiyan. We have 
not become oblivious of those 
unsavoury news items about him 
and his sons. Antecedents matter 
in politics too!      

The unilateral decision of 
Khaleda Zia once again brings 
forth the imperative of bringing 
about changes in the style party 
heads are running the parties. 
Democratic practice is totally 
absent there. Everywhere it is 
the same picture -- chairperson 
or president is surrounded by 
many tiers of sycophants who 
are always busy elbowing out 
one another. They laugh out 
when the leader laughs out, and 
they weep when the leader 
weeps. In the mazaar of the 
dead father or husband of the 
leader they jostle openly and 
shame less ly  to  be  pho to-
graphed with the leader.   

Things took a comical turn 
when the current caretaker gov-
ernment took over power and 
declared that the political parties 
would have to shed their old 
skins, like those reptiles do. This 
announcement let loose a cha-
rade of mud slinging amongst the 
senior leaders, especially of the 

two major political parties, over 
the issue of reforms and who 
would give leadership. 

They enjoyed the media glare 
for a while, but one by one got 
pushed back into the background 
by the others. Then there started 
a rat race for winning the favour 
of the leader to work as her 
spokesman and play taped 
nirdeshona (whatever that is!) for 
the janata. Some of the leaders 
even brought out ancient caps to 
look important on camera!

But nothing resulted in the 
much talked about reforms in the 
political parties that everyone 
have been waiting for. These 
parties now suffer from leader-
ship crisis. No one leader trusts 
the other. No one can tolerate the 
idea of someone else becoming 
the prime minister. If one tries to 
climb over the wall others pull him 
down, like that stale joke we know 
of. The manner in which leaders 
and semi-leaders are disappear-
ing behind bars one by one actu-
ally reminds me of the famous 
story of Agatha Christie…. "And 
then there were none…"

Shahnoor Wahid is a Senior Assistant Editor of 
The Daily Star.
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Democratic practice is totally absent there. Everywhere it is the same picture -- 
chairperson or president is surrounded by many tiers of sycophants who are 
always busy elbowing out one another. They laugh out when the leader laughs 
out, and they weep when the leader weeps. In the mazaar of the dead father or 
husband of the leader they jostle openly and shamelessly to be photographed 
with the leader.   

SENSE & INSENSIBILITY

Whither political party reform?
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