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The way a neighbourhood thug flaunts his
power, boasts about violence, bullies at will,
harasses, assaults, or Kkills—while proudly
disregarding any law or rule—is eerily
similar to what we are now witnessing from
the president of the world’s most powerful
state and his allies. Their greatest pride lies
in possessing the most advanced weapons
capable of Kkilling people and destroying
nations far beyond their borders. Their
primary ambition is to ensure corporate
empires across the globe, eliminate all
competition, impose sanctions at will,
launch military campaigns freely, and make
everyone bow in fear. And it is affecting the
entire world.

But this is not merely about one person’s
thuggery. It reflects a global order. When
we see prominent elites, media outlets,
international organisations, and leaders
of various states in Furope and elsewhere
endorsing or enabling this conduct, it
becomes clear that this is the latest face of
imperialism openly adopting the methods
of gangsterism. In this order, “peace” means
war, “development” means human and
environmental catastrophe, “commitment”
means deception, and the highest use of
resources is channelled into weapons and
destruction.

In January, the United States launched a
bloody military assault on Caracas, the capital
of Venezuela, abducted President Nicolas
Maduro, and flew himto New York to face
criminal charges. Alongside decades-long

sanctions, it continues to threaten and attack
Cuba and other countries such as Brazil and
Mexico. Then, at the end of February, while
so-called peace negotiations with Iran were
underway, the US, alongside Israel, attacked
Iran. At least a thousand, including school
students, were Kkilled, along with Iran’s
Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei. The
US president and the Israeli prime minister
even publicly celebrated the attack.

One major reason for this audacity is the
loyalty of Iran’s neighbouring states. Saudi
Arabia alone has purchased over $60 billion
worth of weapons from the US in recent
years. Qatar, Bahrain, Kuwait, and the UAE
have similar agreements with the US. All of
these countries host US military bases. Their
support is a key pillar behind US and Israeli
military actions against countries like Iraq,
Palestine, and Iran.

But can such invasions, abductions, and
Kkillings be carried out at will? Where are the
international institutions, law, human rights,
and sovereignty? The United Nations appears
largely ineffective. The European Union has
shown little willingness to confront US or
Israeli violations on human rights grounds.
Notably, both Donald Trump and Benjamin
Netanyahu face convictions or investigations
in their own countries for various offences.
If international courts functioned properly,
they would stand trial as war criminals. There
is already a ruling implicating Netanyahu in
the Gaza killings.

The US role in global violence is not new.

During the final days of World War II, it
dropped atomic bombs on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, Kkilling hundreds of thousands
instantly. Later, in Vietnam, Indonesia,
Nicaragua, Iraq, and numerous other
countries, millions were Kkilled, and entire
societies were destroyed, often with decisive
US involvement.

After September 11, 2001, the US launched
military operations in Afghanistan. Even

then, discussions among the US officials
included plans for deadly attacks on Iraq,
Libya, Syria, and Iran. In March 2003,
Irag—already weakened by sanctions—was
invaded and occupied. The justification was
fabricated claims about weapons of mass
destruction. None were ever found, however.
Years of propaganda terrified ordinary
people, redirected massive public resources
from education and healthcare into war, and
culminated in invasion, mass Kkilling, and
occupation—based entirely on deception. Yet
no US administration or president has been

threat to global peace

held accountable for these war crimes.

After Iraq came Libya and Syria, and now
Iran faces sustained aggression. Countries
have been torn apart. Countless men,
women, children, and elderly people have
been killed or injured. Enormous wealth
has been destroyed, ecosystems devastated,
and societies traumatised. It is clear that
Saddam Hussein, Muammar Gaddafi, and
Bashar al-Assad were not targeted for
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autocratic rule; their “crime” was refusing
to remain compliant with US dominance.
When compliant, notorious leaders can
be tolerated. Under the banner of fighting
terrorism, secular governments in Iraq,
Libya, and Syria were replaced by sectarian
and extremist forces.

In Iran today, the US-led bloc is openly
calling for regime change. In recent years,
millions of Iranians have protested economic
hardship and repression, but that does not
mean they wish to hand their country over
to US control or to its preferred proxies. The

model of governance the US envisions can be
seen in neighbouring Middle Eastern states
such as Saudi Arabia, Qatar, the UAE, and
Bahrain. Actually, democracy or religion
is not the real issue for them. The issue is
securing rulers who will protect imperial
interests. In 1953, the elected government
of Mohammad Mossadegh in Iran was
overthrown, and the puppet Shah was
installed. Since the 1950s, across Asia, Africa,
and Latin America, military and monarchical
dictatorships have often been empowered
by US-European imperial forces. A vast
global surveillance and intelligence network
reinforces this structure. There is no example
where US aggression has brought genuine
democratic transformation.

Bangladesh is not outside this dynamic.
Under the banner of the “war on terror,”
US troops, technology, and immunity
agreements were introduced here over
two decades ago. Recently, the interim
government took further risky steps.
While many countries resisted providing
military support to the US-led International
Stabilisation Force (ISF) for Gaza, Bangladesh’s
interim government initially expressed
interest in joining. Furthermore, although
the US Supreme Court declared Trump’s
global tariff aggression illegal, the interim
government appeared eager (o appease him.
Just days before the February 12 elections,
it signed agreements with the US that may
bind Bangladesh into long-term economic
and political dependency. Incidentally, the
successive BNP government did not signal
any intention to back out from it either.

Trump and Netanyahu claim Iran poses
an existential threat to them. In reality, it
is their actions that now threaten global
security. The US-led bloc seeks to eliminate
those who reject imperial authority. Without
strengthening  resistance against the
imperial agenda and aggression around the
world, there is no other path to safeguarding
humanity and the planet itself.
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The new minister of power, energy and
mineral resources is facing his first test to
ensure energy security as the whole world
reels from the shock of the Strait of Hormuz
closure. Several initiatives have already been
announced to address any short-term supply
shock. The minister must also prepare for
medium-term challenges if the Hormuz
closure continues beyond March. On the
other hand, the global energy crisis and price
volatility of major fossil fuels, including crude
oil and liquefied natural gas (LNG), could
bring opportunities to explore alternative
energies, particularly renewable energy-based
power generation and electrification.

In Bangladesh, renewable energy is often
framed as a distant aspiration. Something
futuristic, desirable, yet perpetually just out
of reach. This narrative, while common, is
misleading. Renewable technology exists,
it works under local conditions, and it is
commercially viable. Solar home systems,
rooftop solar under net metering, and
small-scale renewable projects have already
proven this. The real barriers lie not in
technology, but in structural, institutional,
and political-economic factors. At the heart
of the problem is the dominance of fossil
fuels in the country’s energy market. As long
as fossil fuel-based projects remain more
profitable, less risky, and heavily supported
institutionally, renewables will struggle to
compete. Banks, investors, and industry
actors follow incentives and guaranteed
returns. Fossil fuel projects often benefit
from mechanisms such as capacity payments,
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long-term guarantees, and public subsidies—
security that renewable energy projects rarely
enjoy. In this context, expanding renewables
is directly linked to phasing out fossil fuels:
the faster fossil fuels retreat, the greater space
renewables can occupy.

Bangladesh’s energy transition debate
has also been overly focused on macro-level
policy targets. National plans, aspirational
targets, and international declarations are
necessary but insufficient. What is missing
is engagement at the meso and micro levels,
within institutions, infrastructure planning,
financing mechanisms, and operational
decision-making. Without reform and
participation at these levels, policy remains
rhetorical rather than transformative.

The institutional architecture itself is
a barrier. Major energy institutions [rom
planning bodies to utilities were designed
around fossil fuel systems. Their norms,
procurement practices, technical standards,
and performance metrics reflect this legacy.
Expecting these institutions to deliver a clean
energy (ransition without restructuring
is unrealistic. Institutional reform is not
peripheral—it is central to scaling up
renewable energy.

This structural bias becomes visible in
the gap between policy rhetoric and reality.
Documents such as the Integrated Energy and
Power Master Plan (IEPMP) and the Energy and
Power Sector Master Plan (EPSMP) emphasise
clean energy and decarbonisation. Yet, the
internal projections and investment pathways
remain overwhelmingly fossil fuel-centric.
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This inconsistency sends confusing signals
to investors and undermines confidence in
renewable energy projects.

Technical and human capacity constraints
further exacerbate the problem. Most
graduates entering the energy sector are
trained in fossil fuel-based systems. Many
lack orientation towards renewables, and
some even carry an implicit bias against it.
Within institutions such as the Bangladesh
Power Development Board (BPDB), this
translates into hesitation or outright
resistance to renewable energy initiatives.
Capacity-building is therefore not just about
skill development, but also about reshaping
institutional culture.

Fiscal and structural incentives also
discriminate against renewables. Fossil fuel
plants can be sited almost anywhere and
connected to the grid with minimal cost,
often subsidised via public funds. Renewable
projects, by contrast, are frequently located
in remote areas where grid connectivity
is expensive and left to private investors.
Tax benefits, subsidies, and other policy
privileges further tilt the playing field towards
fossil fuels, making renewables appear less
attractive despite their long-term economic
and environmental benefits.

The banking sector reflects a similar risk
averse mindset. Banks prioritise guaranteed
returns and avoid perceived risks. Many
renewable energy projects lack assured
payments if electricity dispatch is uncertain,
so banks remain reluctant to finance them.

All of these dynamics are reinforced by a
powerful fossil fuel nexus—a close relationship
between segments of the private fossil fuel
industry and certain state institutions. In
some cases, high-level energy decisions are
influenced by this nexus. This distorted
political economy actively resists energy
transition, regardless of policy declarations.

Foreign  influence  complicates the
situation further. Some external actors exert
disproportionate influence over Bangladesh’s
energy strategies, steering priorities towards
fossil fuel finance, hydrogen, or carbon

capture technologies. While international
engagement is important, national energy
policy must remain sovereign and aligned
with domestic needs.

Even foreign direct investment (FDI) in
renewables faces hurdles. International
investors typically prefer incremental entry
with low-risk projects. Bangladesh has not yet
created such entry points, expecting instead
large-scale investments upfront, a mismatch
that discourages participation.

The renewable energy discourse also
needs recalibration. Too much focus remains
on utility-scale projects, while distributed
renewables like rooftop solar and mini-grids
receive less attention. Yet, evidence shows
these decentralised systems are growing
rapidly. Net metering has more than doubled
in recent years, and the overall renewable
capacity is expanding quietly but steadily.
Bangladesh’s energy transition is happening
but in forms that are often overlooked.

The private sector’s role is crucial.
Industries like RMG, textile, leather, and even
fossil fuel businesses can drive renewable
energy expansion if they actively participate.
The RMG sector can invest in rooftop solar,
deploy electricity generation projects for
factories, and integrate renewables into
industrial processes. Employee training and
awareness programmes can further scale
up green initiatives. The leather industry,
meanwhile, can generate biogas or bioenergy
from waste, use solar or bioenergy for
electricity and heat, and invest in rooftop
solar to enhance energy efficiency. Fossil
fuel businesses can diversify into renewables,
promote biofuel or solar-electric hybrid
policies, and incorporate renewables into
trading and distribution networks.

Through such investments and technology
adoption, the private sector can play an
entrepreneurial, market-driven role in scaling
renewable energy in Bangladesh. Businesses
are uniquely positioned to bridge gaps left by
institutions and public policy.

The renewable energy narrative in
Bangladesh must shift. Policies must become
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more transparent and nationally owned,
media engagement must be sustained,
and a new generation of renewable energy
experts and journalists must emerge.
Energy transition is not a one-off story; it is
a long-term, ongoing process that demands
sustained attention.

Bangladesh no longer needs generic energy
planners. It needs bold renewable energy
leaders, within the government, industry, and
civil society, who can drive innovation, secure
investment, and ensure that clean energy
becomes the foundation of a sustainable
future. The challenge is to remove structural,
institutional and political barriers, and to
empower businesses and communities to
lead the charge.

Against this backdrop, CSOs are looking
forward to bold and concrete steps from the
new minister and state minister of power,
energy and mineral resources (o ensure
sustainable energy transition in the next
five years. To build a resilient and future-
ready energy sector, the new government
should prioritise the following measures:
i) adopt a structured and time-bound
plan to gradually phase out ineflicient,
high-emission conventional power plants,
creating space for scaling up renewables
while ensuring energy security and system
stability; ii) invest substantially in grid
modernisation, including transmission and
distribution upgrades and the development
of smart grid systems to effectively integrate
variable renewable energy sources; iii)
review and withdraw discriminatory fiscal
and policy measures that disadvantage
renewable energy, ensuring a level playing
field for investors; iv) introduce diversified
and innovative financial instruments (o
support distributed renewable energy
across households, industries, agriculture
and commercial sectors; and v) undertake
comprehensive institutional reforms to
strengthen governance, coordination, and
regulatory capacity, ensuring a coherent and
just energy transition.
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