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DU incident and aftermath

SYED MUNIR KHASRU

HE entire nation saw the
chain of events from
August 19-22, where a

simple quarrel in a football field
led to widespread street violence
and anarchy and ultimately
imposition of curfew. What actu-
ally happened in the field, | don't
know, but let's assume that the
members of the armed forces
were at fault. What happened
next?

The students and teachers
demanded that the army camp be
withdrawn from the DU gymna-
sium and the government apolo-
gise for the incident. Like many,
including retired army officers
who wrote articles in different
newspapers on this issue and
serving army officers speaking in
private, | also believe that the
army camp should not have been
set up within the DU campus in
the first place.

However, the government and
the armed forces did respond
quickly to the demands -- army
camp was withdrawn from the DU
campus and regrets were
expressed. The thing should
have ended then and there. But
what did we see?

We saw riot, vandalism, army
vehicle being set on fire, and so
on and so forth. [ don't know who
these trouble mongers were --
whether they were ordinary
students, or political students, or
political activists, or hired goons,
or evicted hawkers, or discon-
tented citizens or ill-motivated
usurpers. Among the different
theories floating around, | have
no data or intelligence to confi-
dently state who these people
were who fomented the unrest.

However, there seems to be a
broad consensus that the inci-
dents that spiraled out of control
and spread like a bushfire even
after the dispute was settled had
to do with people and motives
who hardly had any relation with
the gymnasium incident. Even
some office-bearers of the Dhaka
University Teachers' Association

started distancing themselves
from these incidents through
public statements.

Bottom line is that | don't think
that anybody, including the gov-
ernment and the armed forces,
believes that the vast majority of
students and teachers of DU
were in any way involved with the
untoward incidents that took
place within and beyond the DU
campus after the gymnasium
issue was resolved. Whether
actually some teachers of DU
were involved in inciting and
supporting the street violence -- |
personally am not in a position to
make a definitive statement.

However, the analysis of inci-
dents and subsequent state-
ments do indicate that there was
involvement. The issue is to what
degree and in what manner were
the teachers involved and that
probably is one of the major tasks
of the investigation commission
to determine. It won't be wise to
make comments on a sub-
judicial matter that is still in pro-
cess. Let's hope that truth shall
surface to put to rest the specula-
tions that have been swirling
around for a while.

What has been so dishearten-
ing and depressing is the issu-
ance of a blanket statement by
the general secretary of DUTA,
which begs forgiveness "on
behalf of the DUTA and as the
parent of all students of DU."

The question is whether every
teacher and student of DU was
either involved in or supportive of
the unfortunate chain of events
that happened after apparently
the gymnasium problem seemed
to have been resolved. If that is
not the case, then is it fair to
speak in a manner that drags
people into incidents with which
they may have nothing to do,
other than being silent spectators
or concerned teachers or stu-
dents?

If anyone personally believes
that he/she has done things for
which he/she should beg forgive-
ness -- he/she is free to do that
and take responsibility for his/her

acts. Dragging everyone into the
net that belittles the entire com-
munity of teachers and students
of DU in front of the nation is not
something anybody relishes and
certainly not the act of a respon-
sible leader.

As stated already, we still don't
know for certain to what extent
the two DU teachers were
involved in the civil disturbance
that erupted in the streets of
Dhaka and in other places. Nor
do we know under what circum-
stances the general secretary
made his statement. However,
common sense dictates that it is
not a good idea to have someone
make public statement in the
court premises while being sur-
rounded by platoons of police
and it hardly helps the cause of
credibility.

The teaching community at DU
does expect that teachers be
treated by the law enforcers with
propriety. Nobody wants that
what is being told today is contra-
dicted in the future under differ-
ent circumstances. Let us call
spade a spade and trust the
words of the general secretary
who claims to be speaking from
the "bottom of his heart."

Armed forces are one of the
most trusted and respected
institutions of the country on
whom we depend for protecting
out sovereignty. They always
have stood by the nation in times
of all kinds of crisis -- war, natural
calamities, disaster manage-
ment, electoral process, and so
on and so forth.

The scene of an army person-
nel being chased by anybody, let
alone students, can never evoke
good feelings in the mind of any
conscientious citizen as mem-
bers of the armed forces are
people in whom we have put our
faith to uphold the independence
of the country. In one of my
classes at the MBA program of
IBA, | have students from the
armed forces who expressed to
me the sense of shock they felt to
see people in uniform being
chased by students on the DU
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campus.

It has hurt their sense of self-
respect and pride which is per-
fectly understandable. | heard
the same feelings from my
friends, relatives, and well-
wishers in the armed forces who
felt betrayed by these irresponsi-
ble acts, particularly after the
camp was withdrawn and regrets
were expressed. Many of us do
empathise with the hurt that has
been caused to our students,
friends, and other members
serving in the armed forces.

An attack on an army personnel
is an attack on our national pride
and no debate about it. As far as
many of us are concerned it is the
duty of any teacher to restrain
students, who are expected to be
emotional and not fully mature, if
the students in their zeal start
committing excesses and
improper acts.

Hence, if these DU teachers
believe that they have failed to
perform their responsibilities or
have done things for which they
owe an apology they have done
the right thing by apologising.

What is unacceptable is the
collective approach in statements
implicating the entire teaching
community and students of DU in
these undesired acts. This is not
true. There are many teachers and
students who were quite upset by
the way things got out of control
from a rather minor incident in a
football field. The majority in the DU
community were distressed by
both the high-handed tactics of the
law enforcers as well as the unac-
ceptable gestures made towards
members of the armed forces as it
appeared in the newspaper.

It is indeed a sad day for the
nation, when in front of the stu-
dents and their parents, teachers
end up with an image of being
irresponsible professionals beg-
ging forgiveness in public for their
acts and then claiming to be the
"moral guardian of the students."

Already many of us while
attending social events have to
put up with caustic remarks for
the position we teachers have

been put into. Does every
teacher and student of DU
deserve this? Should everyone
be put into the same bracket?
Does everyone have to put
his/her head down for events
which they did not support or took
part in? Should the professional
integrity of all be put into ques-
tion for deeds of few, whatever
they may have been?

Both the army, as represented
by its officers and soldiers, and
DU, as represented by the teach-
ers and students, have a glorious
history, tradition, and pride.
These are the two most revered
institutions of the country who
have led the country in challeng-
ing times by playing pivotal roles
from their respective positions.

From the war of liberation to
strengthening democracy, each
have played glorious roles in
respective areas, including sacri-
ficing lives for the country. If
anyone had indeed done things
to deliberately put these two
institutes into a confrontational
path by their words and deeds --
they owe an apology not only to
the armed forces but also to the
entire nation for their singular
acts. It is not fair to put all in the
same bracket since majority of us
had nothing to do with such irre-
sponsible acts.

A large portion of members of
the armed forces and law enforc-
ers are graduates of DU and
nobody savours the scene of
their alma mater being belittled in
any way. In one of my own
classes at IBA, about 12% of the
students are serving officers of
the armed forces. When the
statement of the DUTA general
secretary was being broadcast in
the TV channels, | received calls
from my friends and relatives in
the armed forces who were no
less distressed than us in seeing
the plight of the respected seat of
learning of the country.

If it is of any consequence, to
my knowledge -- the chief advi-
sor, the chief of army, and the
inspector general of police -- all
are graduates of DU and they

had spent memorable years of
their lives in the same campus
whose image is now being
harmed. Hence, there is no rea-
son to believe that they have felt
any less disheartened and
embarrassed by the unfolding of
events in DU as did we. Sowho is
scoring points here? Nobody.

From Nobel Laureate
Professor Yunus to the intellec-
tual martyrs during the war of
liberation -- the history of DU in
unleashing talent to performing
acts of patriotism is second to
none. From public services to
private enterprises, from politics
to culture, from scientific
achievements to artistic works --
the alumni of DU continue to
make an impact in different
spheres of lives and have
enriched the country through
their intelligence, commitment,
creativity, and patriotism. It is
unwise to cast a shadow on such
a prodigious institution for acts of
few which are devoid of any
collective endorsement from the
larger community of teachers
and students of DU.

Let me conclude with a posi-
tive note with a bit of optimism for
the future. As all concerned are
exploring possibilities to reopen
the universities, a few measures
are humbly suggested which will
hopefully restore confidence
paving the way for return of nor-
malcy to the campus and
beyond.

Since the gymnasium was the
starting point of trouble and for the
time being has a negative sym-
bolic value, it is a good idea if as a
goodwill gesture the government
modernises the existing facilities
at the gymnasium which have
become obsolete due to lack of
maintenance and inability of DU to
replace old unusable equipment
for financial constraints.

Secondly, one of the long stand-
ing complains of the students of the
dormitories of DU has been the
poor quality of food that is being
regularly served to them. By pro-
viding this incremental food alloca-
tion, the government can ensure

that students have access to
decent meal at affordable prices
and under hygienic conditions.
This may remove the grievances
hall students have some of whom
who were unnecessarily harassed
by the law enforcers during this
crisis.

Thirdly, some of the contents
in the website of Bangladesh
army related to this incident
gives the impression of entire DU
community being involved in this
violence, it should be corrected
as such wrong information does
not help anybody. The confi-
dence building measures are
necessary to inject normalcy and
to remove the prevailing negativ-
ism.
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Last and not least, let the cur-
tain fall on this rather unfortunate
incident between the two most
powerful institutions of the coun-
try, which are symbols of national
pride and have played comple-
mentary roles in times of national
crisis. The country needs more
understanding and respect and
less distrust and unease between
these two institutions. Let's work
towards that end and let sanity

prevail in all quarters.

Syed Munir Khasru is a faculty of IBA, University of
Dhaka.
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The burden of corruption fighters

ZIAUDDIN CHOUDHURY
I N November 1999, shortly after

his takeover of the government
of Pakistan as president,
General Pervez Musharraf estab-
lished the National Accountability
Bureau (NAB), through promulga-
tion of an ordinance, to combat
corruption and graft in the country.
The first two chairmen of NAB were
retired army officers (with rank of
Lt. General); the most recent
appointee is aretired civil servant.
The agency was charged with
the responsibility of "elimination of
corruption through a holistic
approach of awareness, preven-
tion, and enforcement." But the
immediate job of the newly
founded agency was to hound out

people suspected of robbing the
country's exchequer to augment
personal wealth. Among the
famous public figures arraigned by
the agency were Nawaz Sharif, the
immediate past prime minister of
Pakistan, and Benazir Bhutto, the
prior prime minister.

In the first few years of its opera-
tion, NAB acted on information of
incidents of graft and corruption by
public officials, or on reports of
abuse of office by public officials.
The source of information was
usually a complaint. According to
the latest annual report, (2005)
NAB received on average about
13,000 complaints annually, of
which about 600 were enquired
into, about 160 were investigated,
but less than 50 cases were pre-

sented in the court.

This was done with an annual
budget of about Rs 55 crores, and
manpower of hundreds of officers
and men spread all over the coun-
try. Despite its resources, the
agency was stymied by sifting
through the enormous volume of
complaints to establish their verac-
ity, following an arduous process of
collecting evidence, and finally
arriving at a prima facie case that
could lead to prosecution.

By its own acknowledgement, in
its initial years, the NAB could not
follow its main mission of "elimina-
tion of corruption through a holistic
approach of awareness, preven-
tion and enforcement" because of
its primary focus on investigating
and prosecuting cases of graft and

corruption involving important
public figures and government
officials. There have been mixed
results in this campaign. The
agency was able to recover crores
of rupees from "voluntary" return of
graft money by several accused,
including a former navy chief, and
also successfully prosecute sev-
eral law makers. But it has also
either dropped or shelved cases
started against important public
figures (such as Nawaz Sharif) for
political reasons.

Despite some impressive
achievements by NAB in the first six
years (conviction of some 400 peo-
ple, and return of over Rs13 billion),
there has been criticism of the
agency as well. Some people said
that several of its cases were politi-

cally motivated, that it had been
selective in prosecution, and that it
lacked transparency in its process.
The agency refutes these by stating
thatitis an independent, constitution-
ally established body that is answer-
able only to the president, which,
under current circumstances, makes
the defense questionable.
Recently, the government
appointed a retired civil servant as
chairman, perhaps to deflect
another criticism that the agency
was army dominated. Acting on its
original mandate, the agency also
started to work on a comprehen-
sive anti-corruption strategy aimed
at creating public awareness and
preventing corruption.
International agencies, including
OECD and ADB, have chippedin to

make this strategy a success.

The NAB experience is a subject
to ponder on in our country that is
awash with complaints and
reported evidence of mass plunder
of resources by public officials with
a newly founded public agency
charged to address these mam-
moth tasks. According to news
reports we have about 150 politi-
cians and businessmen at national
level who have so far been
rounded up on complaints of cor-
ruption and misuse of public office;
investigations in a majority of which
are still ongoing. To this, we have
added two other high profile cases
of public corruption that have
attracted international attention.

There may be numerous other
cases at district level, where a

plethora of complaints is being
received and inquired into. The
number of the pending cases, and
the time taken for their disposal,
may make people wonder if the
substantive hard work of the new
agency will bring the much desired
resultthat we all seek.

The burden on the corruption
fighters is onerous. The cheer-
leaders today can become stern
critics tomorrow if the fighters
slip. If the NAB experience is any
guide for us, we need a transpar-
ent process in our anti-corruption
fight, which would establish
credibility and faith in the
adopted measures -- both for us
in the country and for the interna-
tional community that is watching
all our actions.

As | see it, for going forward the
steps should include a fast com-
pletion of investigation of the
pending cases, following a due
process for prosecution, and
promotion of an environment that
supports a durable anti-corruption
agency free from any political
pressure or overtone. For the first
two, we need to help ourselves;
for the third, we may need help
and expertise from others.
International aid agencies and our
partners in development will be
more than willing to help in this.

Ziauddin Choudhury is a freelance contributor to
The Daily Star.
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Chile: September 11, 1973

SYED BADRUL AHSAN

ALVADOR Allende
S Gossens was elected
president of Chile in
September 1970. Having earlier
made several electoral attempts
to win the presidency, Allende, a
Marxist, was now poised to enter
the La Moneda presidential
palace with 36.2 percent of the
vote.

Little did his followers realise,
atthat pointin time, that conspira-
cies and intrigues were already
afoot to undermine his govern-
ment even before it took office.
Allende was expected to take
over from the outgoing rightwing
president, Eduardo Frei, on
October 24.

But already the rumblings of
discontent, most notably in distant
Washington, were beginning to be
heard. President Nixon and Henry
Kissinger, his national security
adviser, had tried in vain to prevent
Allende from riding to victory
because they felt that the rise of a
Marxist leader through elections in
Latin America would lead to disas-
ter for capitalist interests. In a
remark that sounded facetious
before the election, Kissinger had
remarked that he saw no reason
why a country should "go Marxist"
only because "its people are
irresponsible."

Once Allende's triumph

became a fait accompli, though,
Richard Nixon went ballistic. In
the Oval Office, he spoke to
Richard Helms, the CIA director,
and told him specifically that
Allende must not be permitted to
take office. Helms' notes reveal
the paranoia that swept the White
House that autumn.

This is what Helms noted down
of Nixon's directives: "Not con-
cerned risks involved. No involve-
ment of embassy. $10,000,000
available, more if necessary. Full-
time job -- best men we have . . .
Make the economy scream. 48
hours for plan of action."

Over the next few days, the
CIA, with Nixon and Kissinger
behind it, went looking for officers
in the Chilean military to under-
take the responsibility of keeping
Allende from taking the oath of
office. It was a difficult job, espe-
cially because Chile had, through
all the long seasons of coups and
illegitimate governments in its
neighbourhood, held on to its
democracy.

Another difficulty for the
Americans, as they tried fomenting
a putsch in Santiago, was the
presence of General Rene
Schneider, the chief of general staff
and a man holding full conviction in
constitutional government.

It was at that point that the
Nixon White House hit upon the

plan of having Chilean CIA
agents kidnap Schneider and,
thereby, convince Chileans that
the general had become the
"victim" of Allende's supporters.
Major unrest would follow, the
army would react, and the presi-
dent-elect would be prevented
from taking power.

On October 15, 1970,
Kissinger was provided with the
background details of an extreme
rightwing Chilean army officer.
He was General Roberto Viaux, a
man with links to the quasi-fascist
group Patria y Libertad (Father-
land and Freedom). Viaux's
gang, along with another known
as the Valenzuela gang, made an
attempt to kidnap General
Schneider as he left a dinner on
October 19.

The attempt failed, as
Schneider left the party in a pri-
vate car rather than in his official
vehicle. The gangs made another
attempt the next day, October 20.
It did not work. On October 22,
General Viaux's gang, failing to
kidnap Schneider, simply assas-
sinated him.

Allende, undeterred, took the
presidential oath of office on
October 24, 1970. One would
have thought an exasperated
and exhausted White House
would call a halt to its plans to

undermine him. However, that
was not the way things would turn
out. Over the next three years,
the CIA, with its agents scattered
throughout Chile and Latin
America, worked assiduously to
bring down the Allende govern-
ment.

There was Operation Condor, a
euphemism for promoting destabili-
sation in the region and undermin-
ing its democratic forces and
essentially sponsored by the mili-
tary regimes then in control of much
ofthe South American continent. By
early 1973, the conspiracy to free
Chile of its democratically elected
Marxist administration was reach-
ing a definitive turning point.

Rightwing political parties and
other groups, patiently cultivated
by the CIA, kept up a noisy refrain
of demonstrations and protests
against the government. As
autumn approached, lorry and
truck drivers, paid handsomely by
the CIA, went to work putting up
barricades all over the country.
The goal was, yet, one of instigat-
ing the military into overthrowing
the government.

General Carlos Prats, the chief
of the army and a firm believer in
the continuity of Chile's demo-
cratic traditions, was ridiculed by
the wives of officers working
under him over his "failure" to
save the country. Depressed, he

resigned onAugust 22, 1973. The
next day, President Allende
appointed General Augusto
Pinochet Ugarte, considered to
be loyal to him and to the consti-
tution, as the new commander of
the army.

Unknown to Allende, however,
Pinochet quickly got in touch with
the Americans on the ways and
means of neutralising the govern-
ment. Over the subsequent two
weeks, Pinochet sought, and
gained, the support of the air force,
navy and police for a coup d'etat
againstAllende.

In the pre-dawn hours of
September 11, the soldiers went
to work. By 6 am, Chile's major
cities, including Valparaiso and
Santiago, had gone under the
control of the military. Shortly
afterward, air force jets began
strafing and bombing the La
Moneda presidential place.
Pinochet dispatched a message
to Allende, promising him safe
passage out of the country if he
surrendered.

The president, as expected,
rejected the suggestion with
contempt and wenton air to tell the
nation he was determined to resist
the coup. Around 11 am, President
Allende, helmeted and holding an
AK-47 in his hands, emerged at
the doorway of La Moneda briefly
before going back in. It was the last

the world would see of him.

By early afternoon, the presi-
dency of Salvador Allende was in
ruins and a bloody, ruthless
military was in control of Chile.
The elected president of Chile
was dead, presumably murdered
by marauding soldiers.

In the days and weeks that
followed, 3,192 people were,
officially, murdered by Pinochet's
goon squads. The soldiers raided
the home of the Nobel laureate
Pablo Neruda and ransacked it.
The ailing Neruda, earlier
Allende's ambassador to France,
would die twelve days later, on
September 23.

Over the months, thousands
more would disappear or be
murdered. General Carlos Prats,
along with his wife, would be
murdered in exile. Orlando
Letelier, defence minister in the
Allende government, would be
killed by CIA agents in league
with the Pinochet junta in
Washington DC in 1976. The
father of Michelle Bachelet, today
president of Chile, would be
tortured and murdered in military
custody.

The rest remains a long tale of
searing pain for Chile and its
people.

Syed Badrul Ahsan is Editor, Current Affairs,
The Daily Star.
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