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Why is the government damaging
the high reputation of Prof. Yunus?

citizens to demand from
the government why it
has chosen to damage the
image and high reputation
that Professor Yunus had
earned nationally and inter-
,} nationally. Long before he
and Grameen Bank received
¥, RAMAT DOSSAIN| tae Nobiel Prizé, hio bl
earned respect within the
country for the innovative mode of providing credit
to landless women, starting from modest beginnings
in the Chittagong University Campus. He had tire-
lessly worked to disseminate these ideas to develop
the organisational base starting from a handful of
units in some thanas to a national scale operation in

2012.
The success of the initiative had led to the emer-

gence of Grameen Bank. This was followed by an
even more bold initiative of vesting the ownership of
the Bank (97% of its shareholdings) in its women
shareholders, and for them to elect its Board of
Directors. This was widely acclaimed within the
country and internationally and earned the Nobel

Prize.
The latest in a series of actions directed at

Professor Yunus and the Grameen Bank raises seri-
ous questions which must be answered by the gov-
ernment. The first such action was a letter from the
Bangladesh Bank which charged that his appoint-
ment eleven years earlier had been improper
because he had passed the official retirement age.
Protf. Yunus promptly filed a writ petition submitting
with it documents proving that his appointment had
been duly made with approval from the Board of
Directors. The directors included three government
nominees, secretaries to ditferent ministries. The
Bangladesh Bank was fully informed of his appoint-
ment and dealt with him for the next 11 years as

managing director.
Prof. Yunus was denied justice as the High Court

refused to admit his writ petition, bizarrely stating
that Prof. Yunus did not have "locus standi” to do so!
In other words, they held that he was not eligible to
file the petition, because he could not show how he
had been aggrieved by the Bangladesh Bank's deci-
sion, although he had been removed from service.
When Prof. Yunus sought permission from the
Appellate Division, our highest court, to appeal
against this indefensible order, the Court quite inex-

plicably denied this.
The government did not file a single document in

response to the documents filed by Prof. Yunus.
Instead, it began to direct misleading and baseless
statements against Prof. Yunus. In court when the
government's lawyers falsely asserted that Prof.
Yunus was trying to maintain his managing director-
ship beyond the age of retirement, he filed his letter
to the finance minister written two years earlier
asking for a search committee to find a successor for
him. He did this, though the Board had earlier
clearly taken a resolution that there was no retire-
ment age for his position, and that he should con-

tinue in office until they decided otherwise.
The Board of Directors includes nine rural

women members. They have been elected by eight
million borrower members of Grameen Bank. These
women directors had also gone to court to challenge
the legality of the Bangladesh Bank's letter.
Incredibly, the court also rejected their petition,

I T is time for all conscious

order although it

explanations.

Professor Yunus

cabinet approval

noting that they had no "locus standi!” This meant
that the court said that they could not challenge an

ers to appoint a managing director. The Appellate
Division again refused them permission to appeal

against this order.
The judge who made these orders in the High

Court soon afterwards leap-frogged dozens ot
judges of the High Court Division to be elevated to

be a judge of the Appellate Division.
The Government has since then taken steps for

which it owes the people of Bangladesh proper

It has established a '"Commission of Enquiry” to
enquire into Grameen Bank and its associated com-
panies. We should ask the government to explain the
basis for establishing such a Commission and to
show us the materials based on which it took this
decision. As citizens we have a right to this informa-

tion and we must insist on this as a right to informa-

tion under the law.
While this Commission is ongoing, and before it

has finalised it report, the government has taken
another sudden action to push through and obtain

This has been done to change the provisions of the
law regarding appointment of its Board and the
powers of the chairman. The main purpose of this
appears to be to over-rule the 9 women Board
Members who have repeatedly insisted in Board
meetings that Prof. Yunus has to be part of any
search committee to look for his successor. The
cabinet has also reportedly discussed taking action
to make Prof. Yunus account for funds received from
Grameen Bank after he had reached retirement age.
These are attempts to damage his reputation and

are in the nature of defamatory innuendos.
We need to ask why such a sustained attack is

directly interfered with their pow-

being made on Grameen Bank institutionally and
Prof. Yunus personally? Why is it a priority for the
government to damage Professor Yunus' reputation
and to atfect the proper, democratic functioning of
the Grameen Bank by curtailing the rights of the
shareholders and their elected directors.

We need these answers precisely because the
government has given single-minded priority to
target Prof. Yunus and the Grameen Bank while
major enquiries which have been demanded and
which the government is obliged to initiate are going
unanswered. These include inquiries regarding the

share market scam, the allegations of corruption

to amend the Grameen Bank law.

arising from the current prosecution of railway min-
istry oftficials and serious allegations of corruption
relating to other projects, including Padma Bridge.
Citizens should raise our voices to say that attempts
to damage the Grameen Bank and the reputation of
its founder can only damage the country itself and

deprive us of our right to uphold our national image,

and protect our national assets.
I hope that Members of Parliament will not

remain as silent onlookers as the executive branch
acts grossly arbitrarily. They cannot allow a matter of
national importance to be dealt with summarily by
an Ordinance. Parliament must be given an oppor-
tunity to debate this matter and a Parliamentary
Committee should hold a public hearing regarding
the need for the proposed amendments. This would
reveal that it is against the public interest to restrict
the powers of elected Board Members to appoint a
managing director and to impose political and
bureaucratic control over Grameen Bank.

The writer is an eminent Jurist and one of the framers of our
Constitution.

{This is the full text of the statement made yesterday (Aug 4) by
Dr. Kamal Hossain.)

Dr. Mirza Azizul Islam and Dr. Hossain Zillur Rahman give their reactions
to The Daily Star on the proposed amendment to the
Grameen Bank Ordinance 1983.

HE amendment to the Grameen
I Bank Ordinance 1983 is essentially a

step against principals of economic
democracy because the voice of owners of
the bank, who are mainly the benetficia-
ries, is being disenfranchised, and govern-
ment's hand is being strengthened totally.
What we find is that it is happening at a
time when government's own banks are
facing enormous reputation crisis because
of the very same problem that govern-
ment's partisan control of the governance structure of the banks
has made a major crisis in the public banking sector. Therefore,
this proposed step does not give any confidence. For any viable
institution, operational and policy independence is a criteria for
success. Arbitrary oversight by the government, particularly
where political partisanship is such a big problem, is not condu-
cive to good institution building. So it goes against economic

democracy as well as a bad precedence ot good governance.
Again investigation into salaries and benefits that Prof Yunus

received during his tenure as the bank's managing director past
the retirement age is a persistent example of harassing attitude.
Essentially, it has nothing to do with good governance. It is
essentially another chapter of harassment the government has
been continuing for a long time.

[t is confirming that the government is not pursuing a princi-
pled agenda in the case of Dr.Yunus and Grameen Bank. It is very
much motivated by agenda of harassment and control. It is a sad
story not only globally but also within the country. Let's forget
the global, within the country people are not seeing the mind set
of control as a good example.

DR. HOSSAIN
ZILLUR RAHMAN

Dr. Hossain Zillur Rahman is Executive Chairman, Power and Participation
Research Centre.

IRST thing is
that I do not
see any

necessity of this
government deci-
- sion. The second
: thing, what I have
&‘g seen in the media

reports it seems
that the chairman

DR. MIRZA
Az1ZUL ISLAM

is vested with the actual power to appoint

the managing director.
Now, there are two things. The first

thing is that appointment authority is
being taken away from the board, who are
the representatives of the shareholders
and clients, and they are almost same.
The power of appointing the managing
director is being taken away from these
major stakeholders, and this is not

acceptable in principle.
Another factor that makes me seriously

concerned that since the chairman will
be appointed by the government and he
will appoint the managing director so
appointment of the chairman may be
politicised and so the appointment of the

managing director.
Politicisation will not help bear not any

good for Grameen Bank. Hence, Grameen
Bank should be kept above any sort of
political interest. As we have seen that
pollicisation has seriously affecting our

public banks.

In the case of government's investiga-
tion into the salaries and benefits that Dr.
Yunus received during his tenure as the
bank's managing director past the retire-
ment age of 60, government can handle
the issue legally, but, previously,
Bangladesh Bank raised an objection with
this matter, and after getting clarification
from Grameen Bank they did not pursue
this matter. The government is playing
with the age factor, but the board of
Grameen Bank exempted the age limit.
Now, another question may arise about
whether the board was empowered to do
it, and that can be legally evaluated. But
my point is even if this had happened
Bangladesh Bank did not raise any fur-
ther objections when they did audits
afterwards. Finally, assuming that it was
illegal, but it is a matter of reality that he
enjoyed the facilities as per the rule of
Grameen Bank. Usually, when such situa-
tion arises, it is solved by giving post-
facto approval. This could have been
done in this case, instead of trying to
prove whether it is legal or illegal and
especially when he is not working as a
managing director anymore. So, [ do not
think there is any valid point of bringing
up what happened in the past.

Dr. Mirza Azizul Islam is a former adviser to a caretaker
goverment.
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SHIFTING IMAGES

s itall in
the minag?

HE mere thought of the

sequence of events sends

shivers down my spine.
Enthusiastic moviegoers in
Aurora, Colorado, were watching
the first show ot The Dark Knight
Rises -- the much awaited
Batman movie. Suddenly a
masked man in full body armour
entered the theater. After hurling
tear gas grenades at the crowd,
he began shooting indiscriminately, using multiple
firearms. A dozen innocent men, women and children

were killed and fifty eight more injured!
The scenario gets even more bizarre. The shooter

was identified as James Holmes, a PhD student in the
University of Colorado. When arrested in a back park-
ing lot, he informed the police that he had booby
trapped his apartment with explosives, thus endanger-
ing the lives of his neighbours! The most puzzling
aspect of the appalling tragedy is that there is no

apparent motive for Holmes' ruthless actions.
We cannot jump to conclusions about Holmes'

intention or behaviour. He is presumed innocent until
proven guilty -- despite the incriminating eyewitness
evidence against him. In any case, this column is not a
commentary on Holmes' guilt or otherwise. [ felt com-
pelled to write about the incident because of two rea-
sons. First, | was deeply attected by the tragedy and
my thoughts reach out to the families and friends of
the victims. Secondly, the senseless killings prompted
me to ask: what is it that makes a seemingly "regular

guy" suddenly go off the rails?
Media pundits are desperately searching for a

motive for the rampage killing. Apart from a few feeble
attempts at advocating gun control, much of their
discourse is focused on the mental health of the gun-
man. Psychiatrists and criminologists are making
educated guesses about what exactly went on inside
the accused shooter's head in the hope that they
might find a clue to why he unleashed his anger and
hatred on innocent movie viewers who had done him
no harm. Some have even gone so far as to claim that
by understanding the behavioural pattern of the gun-
man, we may be able to identify future mass killers.
Frankly, I find this hypothesis far-fetched. The point is,
if we isolate every depressed or slightly unhinged
person as a potential killer, we will be living in a world
of suspicion and fear. Again, one doesn't need to be a
psychiatrist to understand that all mentally unstable
persons don't react to situations in the same way.

One wonders what is it that makes
one human being sacrifice his own
life to save a life, while another
destroys life at his whim
and pleasure?

Interestingly, history sheds some light on errant
human behaviour albeit no consistent pattern is dis-
cernible. The ancient Indian emperor, Ashoka (304-
232 BC), is remembered for his radical transtformation
from a bloodthirsty and cruel king to a tolerant and
benevolent ruler. According to Buddhist legend, this
change came about when Ashoka witnessed the death
and devastation he had caused in a battle to conquer a
neighbouring state. As the king walked through the
battle field, he was mortified by the sight of the muti-
lated dead bodies. The brutality of his own actions
filled him with remorse and he adopted the Buddhist
principle of non-violence, which he practiced and
propagated for the rest of his life.

At the other end of the historic spectrum is the case
of Nadir Shah, the Persian king, who invaded India in
1739. During his occupation of the capital, Delhi, there
was a skirmish in which some of Nadir's troops were
attacked and slain. The invader king tflew into a rage
and ordered the indiscriminate massacre of the city's
inhabitants. As a result some 30,000 Indians were
slaughtered! Nadir Shah never suffered remorse for his
brutal actions and lived to fight many more bloody
battles. The story goes that once when Nadir was told
that there was no war in paradise, he asked: "How can

there be any delights there?”
The foregoing tales demonstrate that different men

deal with their inner demons through different means
and actions. There is no "one size fits all" formula that
can explain human cruelty. But, thankfully, there are
numerous instances of human sacrifice and selfless-
ness to restore our faith in the innate goodness of
man. For instance in the case of the Colorado shoot-
ings we learned about the young man who died pro-
tecting his girl friend from the gunman and the 13-
year-old teenage girl who tried to save a child, risking

her own life!
One wonders ... what is it that makes one human

being sacrifice his own life to save a life, while another
destroys life at his whim and pleasure? What is it that
makes the difference? Is it genetic predisposition or a
nurturing social and family environment or a more
advanced system for detecting and treating psychiat-
ric illnesses?

May be the answer lies in Shakespeare's Macbeth.
When Macbeth asks for a cure for his Lady to "raze out
the written troubles of the brain,” the doctor responds:
"Therein the patient must minister to himself."

The writer is a renowned Rabindra Sangeet exponent and a former
employee of the World Bank.



