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n April, the Barisan
won a resounding victory in the General
Elections. The stronger position
of a pro-business government
should have been very good
news for the financial markets.
Yet the stockmarket completely
ignored the Barisan victory.
Share prices continued their
gradual erosion in value that had
begun last September.

Then, just when market pundits
had given up hope of any imminent rally, shares perked up 10
per cent as the Composite Index
crossed the psychological 1,000
level to reach a high of 1,090 in
May. This came largely as a surprise. Given the lifeless market
just one month back despite
positive political developments,
what could have changed the
tone for shares on the local
bourse? What are the implications for the ordinary investor?
Will he always get whip-sawed
through buying when the market
seems to be rallying, selling
when hope seems lost but just
before share prices pick up, and
lose a bundle on the way? Do
political developments not have
a bearing on the market?
SOME POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS HAVE A BEARING

Political events that have an economic implication certainly have
an impact on the stockmarket. If
a government that was less probusiness came to power, the

stockmarket would have fallen
fast. Investors would sell down
their shares if chances increase
that a government might introduce measures that might not be
favourable to the corporate
world. But when elections come
and go leaving the government
largely unchanged, then little impact can be expected in the market. After all, the economic environment has not changed and
it is this that determines prospects
for the listed companies.

the size of the project announced
is bigger than what had been expected. If market participants had
expected expenditure ofRM3 billion on a certain project, but the
government announces that the
project will cost only RM1 billion, then shares of the construction companies involved may actually decline when such an announcement is made.

Even if developments occurred
that were positive for companies,
it is nevertheless possible that the
market might head down. Suppose the government announces
huge construction works to be
undertaken as part of some infrastructure project, e.g. building a
new airport. These announcements should mean higher profits for the leading construction
companies. One might expect
that their shares would move up.
Yet sometimes the reverse happens: share prices fall although
an event has happened which is
positive for certain companies.

Expectations are crucial in the
market. This cannot be over-emphasized. Certain groups of companies may be known to have a
lot of projects to undertake over
the coming years. This does not
mean, contrary to common belief,
that their shares will definitely
move higher. The professionals in
the market will make an estimate
of how much the projects are
worth to the company and will
price its shares accordingly: buying if it is too low, or selling if the
market price is too high, so that
the share price reflects the potential of the company.

The reason is that the market
moves according to whether
events happen which are better
or worse than expectations. If everyone knew all along that the
government is going to invest
heavily in a certain infrastructure
project, then whether an announcement of such a project is
met with a rally or a decline in
share prices depends on whether

If the share price does not already
incorporate all that is known
about the future of a company,
then the professionals are not doing their job.
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EXPECTATIONS ARE
CRUCIAL

The punter, then, who buys a
share because the company has a
lot of projects may not enjoy exceptional returns, even though the
company does as well as he and

others think.

MARKET DEFIES WHAT
EVERYONE EXPECTS
The danger in investing in shares
is that the market has a knack of
doing just the opposite of what
everybody expects. If everyone
believes shares are going up, then
everybody would probably put
their spare money in stocks. But
if everyone has done so, then who
is going to do the further buying
to take share prices higher? If everyone who might buy has already bought, the next move for
shares must be down, even if the
outlook for the companies is fantastic.
Many individuals get involved in
the market believing it is an easy
place to make money. It isn't.
The fool and his money is easily
parted, and this applies just as
much to stocks and shares as it
does to business dealings. Various investment companies pay
analysts, brokers and fund managers incredibly high salaries in
order to attract the best brains to
the business. Many of the professionals participating in our market are based in financial centres
as remote as Scotland or as sophisticated as New York. These
professionals have huge funds at
their disposal. They will move
shares according to what they
believe is the value of the stocks.
A retail investor who participates
and thinks he can make "good
profits" from the market is saying he can outwit the experts. The
retail investor may sometimes

make handsome profits on certain counters. Inevitably, this
emboldens him into putting even
more money into the market. He
comes to think that making
money in the market is easy and/
or he is a financial genius. Then
the inevitable downturn comes.
He is wiped out, losing his profits, his original capital and sometimes also losing money he has
borrowed from the bank.

INVESTORS MUST HAVE
RATIONAL PLAN
Does this mean that individuals
should stay out of the market?
No. But it does mean that a person who is thinking of putting his
life savings in the market should
understand the risk, carry out
some research, and have a rational game plan. The game plan
should not be to buy stock A simply because your friend who has
"good information" says so. It is
unwise to buy on tips if one has
no idea how many people have
already heard the tip. If you are
one of the last to hear, then you
will be one of those "carrying
the baby": you would be buying the shares at a high price,
after it has moved up, at the same
time when the first people to hear
or spread the tip have already
begun to sell.
Retail investors should also be
wary of rumour mongers. These
people are sometimes called
"syndicates." They quietly accumulate shares in a particular
counter. When they have about
as much of the company as they
want, they spread stories about
A/iran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 4

exciting developments for the
company. Sometimes the story
may have some basis: the company may be negotiating to start
a timber mill in Burma, for instance. But new projects seldom
bring in immediate profits, never
mind the uncertainties of getting
involved in an unfamiliar foreign country.
If these stories are spiced up and
spread around, however, the ordinary Ah Seng, listening to his
broker, could get interested.
Especially if those who spread the
stories start ramming up the
shares. Ah Seng then feels that he
is missing out on a good thing.
Thinking "better late than never"
he jumps in and buys heavily into
the counter. The counter might
move up a little more. But the syndicates are not going to tell Ah
Seng when to get out. They will
start selling and Ah Seng will then
wonder what has changed his paper profits into real losses. And
when the company does, in fact,
make the announcement, Ah Seng
might well find it hard to understand why the shares do not move
higher.

INSIDERS HAVE
AN ADVANTAGE
The retail investor also has to deal
with insiders who have the advantage ofwho then knowing what
is going on in a company and who
then buy or sell its shares accordingly. Aokam, for instance, was
the darling of the investment
community, having risen from
two ringgit to over twenty in the
last two years. Then it held back

its results for the period ending
December. The announcement
only came out five months later,
in May. But for about two months
before the results were announced, the share price started
falling - losing about half its
value in a matter of weeks. Then
came the announcement of a drop
in profits when everyone was expecting much higher earnings.
Investors who were the last to
know of the decline in profits
were the ones left to sell at the
lowest prices. Some of the directors, meanwhile, are being investigated for selling in advance
based on inside information.
It is, however, very difficult to
convict someone of selling based
on inside information. Most directors will keep only their core
holdings in their own names. The
rest will be registered under
some brother-in-law or trusted
buddy. These shares can be
bought and sold without being
easily traced back to the director
himself. Where insiders sell
based on information that is not
yet public, the losers will be the
retail investors who buy the
shares.

INVESTORS SHOULD BE
CAUTIOUS
The game plan for an individual
investor should be to buy shares
with the same kind of caution that
would go into buying a house. Is
your investment a sound one?
Are you buying it at a reasonable
price? Can you diversify your
risk in case of something unforeseen happening? Do you have the

financial resources to hold on to
your investment for two years or
more if necessary? Nobody buys
a house thinking he or she will
sell it within two days. Similarly,
it is very risky to buy shares in a
solid company with the plan of
selling it within two days. Even
if the company is strong, what if
some despot the other side of the
world decides to invade a
neighbouring country? Values of
even seemingly safe investments
may plunge.
In the short-term, shares move according to countless factors that
are impossible to numerate or
fully anticipate. Short-term gyrations in· the market are notoriously impossible to predict. But
an investor with a long horizon
will eventually see sound investments appreciate.

The would-be investor should
also investigate the background of
the companies/organisations promoting these funds to ensure that
they comprise people of integrity.
If indeed experienced professionals with a creditable track
record are managing the fund,
then the layperson would probably be better off putting his
money in such a fund rather than
dabbling in the market independently. The advantage of professionally managed funds is that
they are pooled together and invested in a number of stocks to
diversify the risk. And the fund
manager should be at least as good
as the layperson, if not better, in
choosing a basket of stocks that
should do well.

IMPORTANCE OF
FOREIGN FACTORS

Various trust funds of state governments, banks and other
organisations are now being set .
These trust funds utilise professionals to manage the equity investments of individual investors. This is a relatively new
business in Malaysia. Some of
these funds may be managed by
young Turks without much experience. Others may even be run
to serve the interest of the company promoting the funds rather
than the investors themselves:
e.g. the fund could be used to buy
up shares the directors already
own at inflated prices.

The stockmarket is not a zero-sum
game: it is not the case that for
every winner, there is a loser. If
the market and all stocks moved
steadily up, then everyone can be
a winner. But with a market that
moves up and down, some may
end up big losers. This is particularly so when the factors that
determine the direction of the
market are not all local. Few
people in Malaysia will have a
clue when US investors will decide to put some of their money
in markets abroad. And yet, it is
foreign funds that have the biggest impact on our market.

A person putting money in these
funds should check if the funds
are being managed by people
with a reasonable track record.

The Malaysian stockmarket has
grown tremendous with market
capitalisation (i.e. adding together
the total market value of all the
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shares listed on the exchange) of
about RM530 billion. That is
about two and a half times our
GDP (i.e. the total value of all the
goods and services produced in
the economy). For most other
countries,
the
market
capitalisation is usually a fraction
ofGDP.
The reason our market
capitalisation is much higher is
that we have moved fast along the
privatisation track. Germany is
only now listing its telecommunications company, five years
after we did. Our power company is already listed, unlike, for
instance, Singapore. We have
privatised and listed our national
airline, national shipping company and container port. The
testing of commercial vehicle
roadworthiness and sewerage
disposal has also been privatised.
And with the Second Board, every other small to medium-size
business that has been raking in
more than a million ringgit in
profits for the last three years is
eligible for listing, providing instant gains for the existing major
shareholders.
Because we have privatised so
many agencies that were formerly under the government, and
also have been liberal about listing criteria for private companies, over 500 listed companies
crowd the exchange resulting in
the high market capitalisation.
Such a large market, however,
can only move significantly
move when foreign funds flow in.
Local funds, although some are
of decent size, alone are insuffi-

cient to push up a market that is
about 2.5 times the total output
of the economy (or about 7.5
times the total annual savings in
the country).

FOREIGN FUNDS MOVE
MERCILESSLY
The market is thus dependent on
foreign funds. Despite the protests of our government leaders
about unfair trade practices etc.
in the West, we need the money
of fund managers in these countries to maintain the health of our
stockmarket. And if these fund
managers decide that our country is not stable, they will pull out
their funds - and they won't be
concerned if the local market collapses as a result of this. This was
precisely the lesson of Mexico
last December. When investors
decided that their current account
deficit (total goods and services
exported minus what is imported)
was too large, they pulled out
their funds, pushing the Mexican stockmarket down 39 per
cent and the Mexican peso down
42 per cent, all within a week.
Malaysia also has a rather large
current account deficit which is
a little more than 5 per cent of
its GDP. Investors, however, feel
cornfotable, at this stage, that this
is fmanceable as the country continues to attract huge investments
in the real sector, i.e. investment
to build factories etc as opposed
to the hot money which constitutes financial investment. The
"real" investment will lead to
higher output and exports in the
future that will reduce the current
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account deficit.
But foreign fund managers remain
cautious about Malaysia. Any
deterioriation in our international
trade position will concern them.
They are also sceptical about our
inflation figures. Upon checking
around on how much the prices
of vegetables, cars and houses
have gone up, foreign investors do
not believe that inflation is truly
just three per cent. And they are
worried that if prices are rising too
fast, then the government might
be forced to do something drastic
to control prices. Anti-inflationary measures necessarily affect
the profitability of companies:
companies facing higher costs
will be constrained in increasing their prices and protecting
their profitability. It is precisely
when foreign fund managers
smell strong anti-inflationary
measures in the air that they run
with their financial investment.
Many investors were concerned
that the government would take
drastic measures to control inflation after the general election.
Because of this concern, foreign
funds were gradually pulling out
their
money
from
our
stockmarket. And thus the market
was weak despite a stronger government after the polls. Then
Bank Negara announced it believed inflation was under control
and did not require a tightening
in monetary policy. Only then did
foreign funds begin to come back
into the market. The trickle became a flood when US investors
decided their stockmarket was
getting too high and so began to

invest in "emerging markets" like
the KLSE where the growth potential for companies is better
than in their home countries.

MARKET IS
PARADOXICAL
Will the market move higher
from here? Most definitely, but
not necessarily now. Our
economy continues to grow at a
strong pace. This means most
companies will continue to chalk
up higher profits. This is the main
driving force that takes the market up over time. Although in
the long-term it is clear that the
market will rise, it is, however,
never certain that the market will
move up tomorrow, next week,
or even next year. That depends
on whether the market is already
at a high level, on whether expectations are too wild, and on
how foreign fund managers view
our market.
The paradoxical thing about the
stockmarket is that for the serious investor, a weak market in the
short-term is better than a strong
one. By definition, an investor is
one who is buying shares, not
selling. A person buying shares
when they are moving up, will
have to pay a progressively
higher price. But the higher the
price one pays, the less likely that
one's long-term returns will be
attractive. One earns less dividends for every Ringgit one puts
in the market, and one is paying
more for the potential of the company.
However, if prices are moving

down while one is investing, one one is selling, and selling when
is paying less for the potential of everyone is buying. In the longthe company. One gets more run, that is the only way to make
dividend for every Ringgit put money in the stockmarket.
into the market. Even if the market continues to slide after one
NOT FOR THE
has made one's purchases, in the
UNINITIATED
longer term (barring a complete
break in the political-economic Those who are easily swayed by
structure of the country) the mar- emotion will get sucked into the
ket will definitely recover. As market at the wrong time and lose
companies report more profits their shirt. Others who have no
and are perceived to have poten- clue on how to determine what is
tial to draw even more profits, fair value for various share prices
their share prices will eventually are treating the market like a camove up as investors revise up- sino and will get cleaned out: the
wards the projected profits for odds are stacked against them bethe companies.
cause of all the professionals with
big funds who will move the marA speculator trades on what he ket heedless of their positions.
sees as short-term opportunities. Only those who have taken some
Some can win money even in the effort to determine how to value
long-run doing this: they are bet- shares, and applyithis, will see
ter than most of us in pricing risk good long-term returns. The othand in determining risk-reward ers will one day painfully ask
ratios. But the investor searches themselves why they did not keep
for value. And value is to be their money in fixed deposits.
found in a market that is falling.
That is why investors love de- The stockmarket is less predictable than a woman. It is more
clining markets.
paradoxical than religion. It
For most people, the market is shows no pity for those who comparadoxical. A share may be trad- mit sins against it. The market is
ing at RMlO one day and every- certainly not for the uninitiated.
one may still be clamouring to To throw one's savings into stocks
buy it. Two months later, it could with no knowledge of their funbe selling at RM5 and no one damentals, is as wise as jumping
wants to buy it. The punter who into a pool of sharks. The underfollows the herd ends up slaugh- currents that drive the market can
tered like sheep. One should treat suck one in and keep one underthe market like a trading partner water for a long period. Only inthat sometimes offers you stocks vestors with strong holding power
at ridiculously cheap prices, but and with the ability to make sense
at other times is willing to pay of its movements will be able to
you ridiculous amounts for these ride the waves that eventually, alstocks. That means adopting a though sometimes very slowly,
strategy of buying when every- take the market higher. 0
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UNIVERSAL SPIRITUAL VALUES

National Unity in Islam & Confucianism

Shared Values
& Commitment

m

oth the Islamic tradition and the Confucian
tradition are centred on
man in the community or in society. For present purposes, the
notion of national unity may be
seen as related to the emphasis
on the societal context in both
traditions. Of course the nationstate as we know it was not
within the contemplation of either the early Muslims or the
Confucianist thinkers. Nevertheless the abovementioned emphasis on unity within the community may be considered as
similar to the contemporary concern for internal solidarity in the

new nations of the Third World.
At the same time we should remain cognisant of the differences
between the Islamic concept of
the ummah and the Confucian
concept of society. The former
embraces the entire Muslim community encompassing various
territories & cultures, while Confucianist society was located
within continental China, the
home of Han and some non-Han
peoples.

Unity of Mankind
In Islam the human person and
the community are closely interrelated - an acknowledgement
that the collectivity is an aspect
of man, and that society is made
up of individuals. Anything done
for the community, such as zakat
(tithe for the poor), has therefore
significance for the individual.
Conversely, the fact that the individual comes before the collectivity - all men being descended
from Adam - is well-known to
Muslims.
Alira11 Monrhly 1995: 15(5) Page 8

As an Absolute that includes
everything in the Universe, Islam
is based on the nature of things,
particularly on the Divine nature
itself. Hence the idea of Unity
(tawhid) is seen as a means of
becoming whole and realizing the
inherent oneness of all existence.
The Oneness of God necessarily
implies the unity of the human
race. In the words of the Quran,
'all men are a single nation'
(2:213) and 'people are naught but
a single nation' (10:19). And again,
'0 Mankind! We have created you
male and female and have made
you nations and tribes that you
may know one another. Indeed
the noblest of you, in the sight of
Allah, is the most righteous
among you' (Quran 49:13).
In Confucianism the basic principle underlying the universe is
Tao or Heaven, a sort of ethical
absolute. An individual cultivates
himself in accordance with Tao or
the Decree of Heaven; and he conversely renders service to society
so that Tao may prevail everywhere. In Confucian society, the
family stands in the centre, and
serves as a bridge between the
State and the individual. Thus the
individual achieves inner wholeness as well as social standing by
involvement in the community,
and the family provides the paradigm context for this continuous
self-cultivation.
In the wider field of human unity,
Confucius said 'By nature men
are pretty much alike; it is learning and practice that set them
apart' (Analects VII:2).

And Mencius said 'Heaven has
not sent down men whose endowment greatly differ ..... What
is common to all hearts? Reason
and righteousness'.
To sum up, the current concept
of national unity is but a construct
of the ideal unity of humankind
as taught in both Islam and Confucianism. Therefore a proper
understanding of national unity
will exclude excursions in the direction of a narrow nationalism.
Of course societal exigencies in
the new nations of the Third
World demand a constructive
practice of the principle of unity
on the part of its citizens.

Unity in Plural Societies
In modern times, the vagaries of
Western colonialism have
brought together diverse cultures
within the framework of sometimes haphazard nation-States
that comprise multi-ethnic and
multi-religious communities.
Commonly known as plural societies, these nations have willynilly to face up to the challenge
of national solidarity with the
departure of the colonial regime.
How they cope with the challenge together with related pressures of economic development
and cultural accommodation,
constitutes a large portion of the
recent political history of the
Third World. Malaysia is perhaps
an example par excellence of
such plural societies. The
confluence of three major cultures, Islamic, Chinese and Indian with the leavening of modern Western culture, we are

poised at the threshold of a
civilizational transition in world
history.

moral ultimates- i.e. the basic
values of their respective cultures.
To begin with, Asian values like
humility, moderation and self-restraint, being part of a living cultural tradition for all our major
communities, have served as the
foundation of a functioning stable
society.

The quest for national unity
within the Malaysian context
takes on a dimension of international significance against the
backdrop of an emerging global
system under the so-called New
World Order. The story of how The Confucian Mean refers to the
our diverse culconcept of modtures accommoeration, balance
date to each
and appropriateother on a footness, put forward
Common values are
ing , more or
as a norm of huthe foundation ofperless, of equality
man action, and
sonal relationships,
and interdepenpointing towards
holding individuals
dence must inharmony with the
together in friendship
terest statesmen
or in marriage
universe. The
everywhere.
through the vicissiDoctrine of the
tudes of daily life.
Some 30 years
Mean finds a parafter political
allel in the Quran
independence,
which links the
the actual expe- ~_._._._._._._._._.;;;:,~ quality of modrience of living together has pro- eration to certain values in the
vided our people with some valu- political,economic and cultural
able cornerstones. It is from the spheres of the ummah. Similarly,
dialogue of life that we learn our humility is implicit in the very
lessons, from the dialectics of word el-islam, meaning literally
social interaction that we derive 'submission' to God; whereas one
the basic guidelines. And the of the hallmarks of a Confucian
characteristic features of the chun tzu or gentleman is respect
foundational conventions, as they for others while making demands
gradually crystallize, also pro- of himself.
vide a national identity in the
The abovementioned values may
global setting.
appear as passive in nature, but
From experience we know that they comprehend the active princommon values are the founda- ciple of containment of the human
tion of personal relationships, ego. A proper control of the ego
holding individuals together in is a pre-requisite for maintaining
friendship or in marriage through harmonious individual personalithe vicissitudes of daily life. So ties, the microcosms of a peacetoo what bind Malaysians to- ful stable nation. For the basic
gether in the here and now are assurance of stability, therefore
related to what they believe in as moderation and self-restraint
A/iran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 9

within the nation continues to
play a part. Thirty years after Independence however, more dynamic aspirations like freedom,
justice and truth will serve to
impel the nation-building process.
The Supremacy of a Moral Order is accepted and upheld in the
spiritual traditions of the main
communities in this country, Islam, Confucianism, Buddhism
and Hinduism. Fundamental
ideas about the human being and
his place in the universe are
grounded upon faith in a dimension beyond the material plane of
existence.

Unity. Hence the human being
owes total allegiance to God
alone and not to any institution,
ideology or personality. As God's
vice-regent on earth, man has a
paramount responsibility to take
part in the realization of Divine
Will. In particular, he has the
duty to ensure that fundamental
spiritual values are established in
the society he belongs to. Thus
within the Malaysian context, it
may generally be expected of
Muslims to commit themselves
to the realization of makruf and
the prohibition of mungkar in a
co-operative endeavour with all
members of the c<?mmunity who
share similar moral concerns and
beliefs.

tions. The Prophet enjoined Muslims to seek knowledge even as
far as China. However knowledge is to be understood in its
widest sense to include spiritual
knowledge and human intuition.
Islam gives priority to metaphysical knowledge, or gnosis, over
knowledge of the material world.
Thus the Quran, as the ultimate
source of knowledge in Islam,
primarily contains a set of doctrines expounding knowledge of
the structure of reality and man's
position in it. It also contains the
principles of all scientific knowledge in the form of the philosophies of Nature but not of actual
facts.

Similarly the Confucian school of
In Confucian philosophy, the huFaith
in
an
ultimate
moral
order
thought
believed in the perfectman ideal of the sage is both
rooted in the world and aspiring provides a strong foundation for ibility of man through learning.
beyond it. His character is tradi- national solidarity. In times of There is a well-known saying of
tionally described as 'sageliness crisis, it serves as psychological Confucius that, "At fifteen I set
within and kingliness without'. ballast, keeping the nation on an my heart on learning. At thirty I
An individual man fulfils himself even keel. In~~~~~~~~~~~ wasfirmlyestablished. At forty I
by acting in accordance with the times of tranquilhad no more
will of Heaven, a sort of guiding lity, it gives all
"At fifteen I set my heart
doubts. At fifty I
Providence. In the historical ex- citizens a broodon learning. At thirty I
knew the will of
perience of past ages could be ing awareness of
was firmly established. At
Heaven. At sixty
found confirmation of the moral the 'rightness' of
forty I had no more
law existing in the heart of man. their standing and
doubts. At fifty I knew the
I was ready to lisHence Confucius called for a their activities in
will of Heaven. At sixty I
ten to it. At sevwas ready to listen to it. At
enty I could fol'rectification of names' to bring the course of evseventy I couldfollow my
low my heart's
description and actuality into cor- eryday undertakheart's desire without
desire without
respondence, and a proper obser- ings. In short, the
transgressing what was
transgressing
vance of the spirit and letter of acceptance of an
right."
what was right."
the rites. He generally advocated ultimate moral
order
unites
the
(Analects
11:4).
a return to virtue, by having all
men work towards the ideal of people in a fruit- 1.:;;;;;;~~~~~~~~~;..1
}en i.e. humanity, benevolence or ful sense of belonging to the na- The learning referred to in the
passage quoted is philosophical
tion.
perfect virtue.
knowledge for self-improvement,
In Islam, the belief in Oneness Love of Knowledge is another with specific reference to
of God includes acceptance of prominent feature of both the Is- the spiritual development of
all creation as part of a cosmic lamic and the Confucian tradi- Confucius.
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In a Third World nation like Malaysia, somewhat lacking in a
rich intellectual life, a broad
commitment to learning on the
part of the people for purposes
of self-improvement would be of
immense significance to the society. It is obviously an advantage in such an undertaking to
base our common efforts upon a
love of knowledge as upheld in
our spiritual traditions. A major
enterprise of this nature, perhaps
with official encouragement,
would considerably unify all
groups concerned with the life of
the mind in its multiple aspects.
For the purposes of national integration, the consequential benefits are beyond question. We
should however avoid any programmatic approach to nationbuilding through State-sponsorship of book-learning, but instead
foster an organic movement
among ordinary groups and individuals.
Mainly as a result of crass materialism among their elites,Third
World countries do not prize disinterested intellectual endeavour
not directly related to commercial gain. We can therefore make
a fresh start and provide a modest example for others to consider.

Truth or Reality is eminently
prescribed by all our spiritual traditions. Islam for instance is
grounded on the belief in One
God, being the absolute Truth
that saves. In view of the manifest Western cultural hegemony
today, the quest for truth in our
society takes on an added meaning, that of preserving our inner

authenticity. As we approach the
turn of the 21st century with all
that it portends for civilizational
relations, we should prepare ourselves against the insidious
spread of the global cultural uniformity originating from the
West. It is now all the more urgent to look earnestly into our
inner resources, to refine what is
good and jettison what is bad, in
order to fortify ourselves against
the evil which is estrangement
from Reality.
In this essentially spiritual undertaking, we must seek the assistance of all ethnic groups and all
religious communities. The fundamental cultural problems to be
faced emanate from the contemporary tide of materialism and
relativism. Therefore it is appropriate that we look to shared
spiritual ideals (whether Christian, Hindu, Confucianist or Islamic) to provide a common safeguard against the creeping Cocacolonization.
In the quest for the whole Truth,
scientists of different faiths are
lately acknowledging the necessity of working out a common
philosophy of Nature, encompassing both science and social
existence. It is becoming apparent that societies and cultures of
the 21st century will be pursuing
scientific and technological
knowledge within a consensual
framework of wholistic goals and
purposes. In our own country
therefore, scientists and thinkers
from the various spiritual traditions must seek to establish mutual understanding and informed
co-operation among themselves.
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It would be a mistake however to
reject everything modern in seeking alternatives to the Western
secular way of life. We have for
example to accept the present
common uses of Science and
technology pending the crystallization of a working philosophy of
Nature. In fact we see in the practice of natural science the capacity of practitioners to go beyond
society and to reach for the absolute. Thus Isaac Newton likened
his scientific achievements to
playing on the sea-shore and
'finding a smooth pebble or a
prettier shell, whilst the great
ocean of truth lay all undiscovered before me.' Abdus Salam
too, long before the development
of his Grand Unified Theory,
stated that 'One likes to believe
in an eventual unity and ultimate
symmetry in all basic laws governing the universe'. Clearly, scientists from all cultural backgrounds are guided by an intuitive confidence in an ordered universe which is basic to the scientific endeavour.

Conclusion
We see from the above discussion
how the ideals of national unity
are inspired and supported by fundamental ethical values in Islam
and Confucianism, currently in a
positive dailogue with each other.
All those concerned with the
quest for a viable, cohesive nation
will advisedly accept and apply
the common motive forces available in our spiritual traditions. 0
The above is a paper presented at the
conferen c e: ISLAM & CONFUCIANISM:
A C!VJLIZATIONAL DIALOGUE, held'tJn 1415 March /995.

ELECTION FOCUS:

HUBRIS AND OTHER
FACTORS
The Pendulum never swings one way - whatever the economic
figures and economists try to persuade us.
VICTORIES DON'T LAST
FOREVER

II

s someone who has had
the experience of winning and losing elections before, I would like to assure anybody who is susceptible
to exaggerated fears and false
alarms that an election debacle
does not usually bring about the
end of the world.
Thus, apart from enjoying the
entertainment by those given to
melodramatic rituals and a sense
of inflated self-importance, we
should calm down to the fact that
the pendulum never swings one
way, whatever economic figures
and economists try to persuade
us.

Remember Japan, Italy, India, Sri
Lanka, Singapore and, of late,
America? There are no everlasting economic booms and evergreen political infatuation. Even
communist and other one-party
dictators sooner or later found out
to their chagrin, if not horror, that
those fantastic 99.9 % election
victories that they enjoyed could
not last forever.
And Malaysia - whether we like
to hear this or not- is, mercifully,
still far from the cloud-cuckooland of massive electoral fraud.
Not yet anyway.
This is not to say that we have an
impeccably free and fair electoral
system. As a matter of fact, ever
since elections were first held in
this country in 1955, whatever
electoral gains made by the Opposition were achieved so largely
in spite of the system.
Given the right mood and the
right strategy, Opposition parties
have captured state governments
as Kelantan, Trengganu, Sabah
Aliran Monthly /995: 15(5) Page 12

and Penang have shown in the last
40 years of Malaysian electoral
history. And Kelantan has shown
us in 1995 that an Opposition
party can retain state political
power captured five years earlier.
What all this means is that Opposition parties cannot and should
not put all the blame on external
factors for the 1995 General Election debacle. Much as we are
painfully aware of the immense
disadvantage s and handicaps
faced by the Opposition at each
General Election, we should also
recognise that Opposition parties
ought to be blamed for internal
factors which they themselves
were wholly or largely responsible.
These internal factors include the
focus of issues, the choice of strategy, the presentation of image,
and the selection of candidates.
It cannot be denied of course that
the 1995 General Election was
dominated by the continuing
strong economy and enviable
overall political stability in the
country. These were factors hard
to belittle or to better; hence the

DAP's "Small liberalisation ,
Great liberalisation" campaign
did not actually arouse the imagination of the people. It was too
vague where it was believable,
and too distant when compared
to the real and immediate
liberalisation already at hand, albeit in incremental doses.

gave themselves the image of
being intolerant demagogues
bent on capturing power at all
and any cost.

Thus, in Penang at least, the
DAP's hubris led to its own massive defeat.
The DAP's electoral disaster in
Perak was compounded by the
intense in-fighting between the
Patto faction and the Lau Dak Kee
faction of the last few years. Lau
did not contest in the '95 elections,
P. Patto was pushed to Penang,
and some completely new faces
were put in Perak.

STRATEGY BOOMERANGS
As have been pointed out by
many other observers, the DAP's
strategy in Penang boomeranged.
A cult of personality was built
around Lim Kit Siang. This was
a potent brew when combined
with the slogan of "Chief Minister With Power". It was a slogan
that was by turns arrogant, audacious, and racist in a backhanded
fashion.
The slogan implied that for the
past four or five years Chief Minister Dr Koh Tsu Koon did not
have real power; that he had to
depend on the tender mercies of
UMNO both in Penang and in
Kuala Lumpur.
Kit Siang in particular and the
DAP in general did not come out
well through the media. This
wasn't surprising considering the
self-serving bias of the media.
(As Paul H. Weaver tells us in his
News and the Culture of Lying:
How Journalism Really Works,
Free Press, New York, 1994, this
is not a problem confined to Malaysia).
Be that as it may, Kit Siang and
the DAP did not help themselves
very much with the way they
spoke at ceramahs and their public burning of certain newspapers. Rightly or wrongly they

ment. The DAPcould only promise, but in times of an economic
boom, a bird in hand was naturally better than two in the bush.

THE MAHATHIR FACTOR
DAP'S campaign strategy boomeranged

In contrast, as most people who
saw him on television would
agree, Dr Koh came across as a
humble, hardworking and reasonable person who also remembered how to smile. He must
have garnered a tremendous
amount of sympathy as someone
who was unjustly and harshly
mocked and maligned.
It could well be the case that the
more sardonic the DAP leaders
were about Dr Koh, the more the
public wanted to be protective
about him. Under such circumstances, many of the promises,
assertions, and even laughter of
the DAP leaders seemed somewhat contrived.
On an equally important level,
the DAP did not and coula not
convince the people of Penang
that their socio-economic blueprint, let alone their performance
if elected, was any better than
that of the existing state governA/iran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page /3

This was very much Prime Minister Dato Seri Dr Mahathir's election. From the economic boom to
the success of the Proton car to
the sight of gigantic projects to
Malaysia's higher international
profile, many Malaysians - some
perhaps grudgingly - perceive Dr
Mahathir as the man with the
Midas touch. And many people
would have liked to associate
themselves with success.
So, all in all, it was a bad general
election for the Opposition. But I
don't subscribe for one moment
to the view that the Opposition
could be headed for permanent
decline and irrelevance. As
former British Prime Minister
Harold Wilson once said, "A
week is a very long time in politics." And we are talking about
many years to come.
For now let's be thankful that yet
another general election came and
went in Malaysia rather peacefully. 0

ELECTION FOCUS:

VISION
WITHOUT
SIGHT

m

The Barisan Nasional
(BN) won a landslide
victory in the recent
elections based on its economic
track record over the last eight
years.

No one will dispute that a strong
economy is absolutely essential
for the improvement of all facets
of the quality of our life. Without a strong economy we cannot
achieve the material standards we
want, nor meet other community
aims and expectations: in welfare, health, education, environmental care, sports, arts, recreation, defence and so on.
Progress in all these requires substantial economic resources and
can only be paid for by means
generated through the production
of goods and services.

However, the determination to
build the economy does not mean
doing it regardless of other considerations.

MYTHS
The BN propagated the message
that to succeed in our economic
goals there must be complete
support and backing from the
public. The people and particular interest groups were warned
that the whole community must
act sensibly and responsibly by
returning the BN with a large majority or face the economic consequences of their actions.
The people were told to uneq uivocally support the BN in
achieving a strong economic
base. We were told that we cannot build a strong economy by simultaneously supporting the
opposition.
A/iran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 14

These myths have been swallowed by the people. The people
do not realise that a stable government does not equate with a
four-fifths or two-thirds majority
in Parliament or the state assemblies.
The Penang government did
not have a two-thirds majority
following the 1990 elections. Was
Penang not stable? In fact, Penang
achieved higher growth rates than
states with more than a two-thirds
majority. Kelantan is ruled by an
opposition party. Is Kelantan unstable?

TOO MUCH CONCERN
WITH ECONOMY
Are we too concerned over the
economy and development and
too little concerned with other
matters? For example, we are
only now very conscious of the

need for proper care of the environment. Bottlenecks in the development of infra-structure have
led to traffic congestions, flash
floods , haze and an increased incidence of communicable diseases. This is part of the challenge: to achieve economic objectives while meeting all the
other requirements.
LIBERALISATION
As the economic opportunities
open up, the political system will
inevitably have to be liberalised.
But the government says
' liberalisation' or ' freedom' has
deficiencies. It claims freedom
will be mis-used by the Opposition.
I believe Malaysians are capable
of achieving a high quality of life
in an environment of freedom of
body and spirit. Excessively
stringent regulations and wideranging restrictions (e.g . the
OSA, the ISA, the Printing
Presses and Publications Act and
the banning of sales of opposi-

The government
only frightens the
people so that the
community willingly
accepts controls and
directions.

tion party newspapers) are not
necessary. Most Malaysians behave in an acceptable manner.
The government only frightens

the people so that the community
willingly accepts controls and directions.

I ~~rightness of the BN's own poSittOn.

In fact, the BN Is
guilty of disregard
for ethical and moral
standards in its blatant pursuit of
power. They follow
the dictum that the
ends justify the
means. The rules of
the BN are simple:
• Always claim the
high moral ground.
No one else but BN
men are concerned
about the finer
things in life or the
future of the world.
• The major means Traffic jam: Bottlenecks ill developing infrastructure
for gaining influence
is publicity. The media lends it- • Fashion the terms of reference
self willingly to this by giving and conditions of any discussion
high visibility to stunts and in terms of the BN's ambit or
claims, whether true or not, by position. Refuse to participate if
the BN men. So use and abuse this is not accepted.
the press and electronic media.
• Do not admit your errors; if you
• Any argument which does not lose one argument, abandon it and
suit the BN is irrelevant, biased go on to the next.
or falsely premised.
Though undesirable and objec• Truth and equity are outdated tionable, such behaviour may be
concepts. Any damage caused to considered clever in politics as we
the other party is not the concern have witnessed recently. Much of
the anti-opposition sentiment toof the BN.
day is based on a pre-occupation
• Never modify the absolutist with 'economics' and lack of unstandards. There is only one cor- derstanding of issues like corruprect way - the BN view.
tion, financial scandals, abuse of
power, conflict of interests, sti• Seek to maximise the percep- fling of the judiciary and abuse
tions of the opposition's error and of government machinery. 0
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ELECTION FOCUS:

FLECTIONS ON
EGENERAL
ECTIONS
or persuasion or money politics
- a practice which the Barisan
Nasional is well-known for and
highly experienced in - then we
must consider her a woman of
guts and conviction.

D

n the 1995 general
elections, the opposition parties have suffered a disastrous setback - almost to the extent of near demise.
Dr Mahathir Mohamad has
achieved a victory far beyond his
imagination and ambition. Several State Assemblies have no opposition representation at all, and
where there are, the opposition
would be miserably ineffective.
What can we reasonably expect
from the DAP's one and only Assemblywoman in Penang? If she
does not succumb to frustration,

In the Dewan Rakyat, out of the
192 MPs, the opposition parties
have a total of 30. including 8
from PBS , the political philosophy and direction of which remains unclear and is often confusing. What is the net result of
this election? Democracy has
been dealt a painful and serious
body blow.
In the wake of this setback suffered by the opposition parties,
especially the DAP, there have
been several analyses and comments by the leaders of the BN
and others including some academics and journalists. If the BN
leaders claim that the people are
overwhelmingly satisfied with
the policies and programmes of
the government, if they say that
the urban electorate has changed
Aliran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 16

its attitude towards the BN, it is
understandable.
Even if they convince themselves
that Malaysians have expressed
through the ballot box their willingness to live with rampant bribery and corruption; all sorts of
scandals (one hundred of them
have been listed in the 1995:15(3)
issue of A/iran Monthly ); misappropriation and mismanagement;
the subjugation of the judiciary,
the Election Commission and the
Anti-Corruption Agency; abuse of
human rights through the enactment of obnoxious legisl~tion
such as the ISA, the OSA, the
Printing Presses and Publications
Act, the Police Act, the Trade
Unions Act etc; the distribution of
millions of shares to relatives of
the Prime Minister and other ministers - shares which were meant
for the upliftment of Bumiputras
from the lower income group; political elites, who have allegedly
committed serious crimes such as
statutory rape and fraud and who
are not prosecuted, we cannot
blame them (the BN leaders). It
is only natural.

PROPAGANDA

lowed public rallies and maximum campaign periods in 1955
and subsequent general elections.
The analyses also do not mention

But the BN set its propaganda rnachinery at top gear and twisted the
But what about some of the commeaning of the word "power" givments made by academics who
ing it a slanderous connotation;
are supposed to be inthe DAP's efforts to
tellectuals? Of course,
counter the offensive
one of their conclusions
were miserably ineffecthat the euphoria of ecotive. Reminiscing on the
nomic progress has in1990 general election
fluenced the voters has
brings to mind how
merit. However, they
Tengku Razaleigh's
have
deliberately
credibility as a Muslim
avoided explaining that
was destroyed overnight
this thin artificial euphoby the BN's most maliria has been pumped into
cious and vulgar propathe people by persistent,
ganda over his wearing
persuasive propaganda RAZALE1GH: The Media Lied To Destroy His Credibility In 1990
the head-gear of the
through the print and electronic how much money the BN alleg- Kadazans in Sabah. He paid a
media controlled by the BN, and edly used to buy votes in this very high price as a result of the
regular public statements by gov- election, nor do they underline barrage of lies propagated by the
ernment leaders. The intensity of the financial and other con- EN-controlled mass media for
the propaganda was substantially straints of the opposition parties. three consecutive days and nights
increased during the campaign Did you hear a rumour to the just before polling day in 1990.
period.
effect that if the DAP had Razaleigh has yet to recover fully
succeeded in its Tanjung 3 from that blast.
These academics in their analy- programme, there would have
According to Zukri, the journalses have also failed to explain been "trouble" in Penang?
ist, Razaleigh's failure was bethat it is virtually impossible for
the opposition to convey their Nonetheless, the academics at- cause of his obsession in wanting
policies, programmes and mes- tribute the DAP's trouncing to its to be prime minister. Zukri has
sages to the people from Kangar slogan "Chief Minister with very conveniently forgotten the
to Labuan within a period of nine power" and to Lim Kit Siang's real reason. It is no secret that in
days; that it is highly undemo- angry and arrogant face. A cor- Malaysia we have journalists who
cratic not to allow public rallies, respondent of The Sun, Zukri will reportedly sell their souls to
while at the same time the Prime Valenteno, in his comments on please their mentors.
Minister and his ministers had the DAP's performance went one
been having a field-day with pub- step further. Not only did he To describe Kit Siang as an angry
lic rallies for months before the criticise the word "power," but he and arrogant person and as a man
election under the pretext of pub- also blamed Kit Siang's "ego" who seeks personal glory lacks
lic functions at public expense; and his quest for personal glory. credibility. Although I have never
that the caretaker government of It was an unconvincing attempt been a DAP member, I have
Dr Mahathir had not been behav- at finding excuses and hiding real known Kit Siang since 1969. To
ing as such in using public facili- reasons. "Chief Minister with me, he appears to be pleasant, inties, making promises and even power" merely meant that the telligent and hardworking. If he
DAP's Chief Minister would not has achieved any personal glory,
disbursing public funds.
be subservient and submissive to it is through sheer hard work,
Even at the height of the com- someone lower in status than unlike some other politicians
and their spouses who have
munist insurgence, the Tunku al- him.
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clamoured for titles not only locally but even from some of the
questionable universities overseas.
As the Opposition leader, he simply cannot afford to behave differently. All that the DAP had
asked Penangites was to give it
an opportunity to take over the
state government, so that the
party could prove that it could do
a better job than the BN. If it fails
the voters could change the government after five years, if not
earlier. That message was impressive and acceptable to the
people of Penang. But at the end
of the day, they preferred peace
to "trouble."

CHECK AND BALANCE?
People with common sense know
that Malaysia's economic
achievements have not been
based on sustainable development. It has widened the gap between the rich and the poor and
has resulted in the accumulation
of wealth in the hands of a few.
With the influx of over one million foreign workers (both legal
and illegal), exploitation by employers is wide-spread.
By the government's systematic
denial of trade union protection
to hundreds of thousands of
workers, including 140,000 electronics industry workers, foreign
and local capitalists have been
given a free hand to enhance their
profit margins at the expense of
the working class. Social justice
and spiritual values have been
given little regard under the kind

of "economic miracle" this country has acltieved.
And yet, we have in our midst
trade union leaders who have
openly declared their support for
the ruling coalition. Now that the
Barisan has won, they will go on
a begging spree, and Mahathir in
appreciation will throw some
crumbs for them. These union
leaders' fighting spirit for the
well-being of the workers has
diminished drastically.
Some analysts are of the view
that there will be a check and
balance within the coalition, implying that democracy in Malaysia will not undergo any setbacks.
That, indeed, is a joke. Captain
Mahathir has taken complete
control of the Baris an ship. Even
Deputy Prime Minister Anwar
Ibrahim, who was able to
strengthen his political power
and popularity after the 1993
UMNO Baru general assembly,
has been subdued. Some of his
supporters have changed camps,
whereas several others have been
left in the woods.
Even before this election, the
UMNO Baru chief had been the
supreme leader of the coalition.
Hardly anybody has dared to
challenge his authority. A few,
like Musa Hitam, who questioned Mahathir were systematically squeezed out. It reminds us
of Lee Kim Sai's unannounced
flight to Australia to spend a
"long holiday" in October 1987
and the subsequent revocation of
his Datuk-ship by the Sultan of
Selangor.
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Strange as it may appear, no analyst has touched on our Election
Commission. How independent
has it been? What has been its reaction to several election offences
committed by the "caretaker government"? Has the Commission
set up any machinery to ensure the
expenses incurred by the candidates are within legal limits and
also to prevent the recurrence of
money politics? In fact the Commission appears to have adopted
the attitude of the proverbial three
monkeys- deaf, dumb and blind!
The consequences and the purpose of the redelineation of the
constituencies - how far has it
been favourable to the BN?
Those academic intellectuals who
have commented on the election
should have considered all these
factors -and perhaps, several others - to enable them to establish
correctly why the opposition performed so badly. But then, as the
BN under the leadership of
Mahathir continues to strengthen
its political position, these academics are getting "matured"! It
helps them to be totally silent on
such negative issues in the interest of their career and to achieve
their ambition to be "somebody"
in the group of elites.
We can conclude that, just as in
previous elections
under
Mahathir's leadership, the 1995
general election was also not free
and fair- in fact it was yet another
farce. And we, the electorate
have perhaps unwittingly
voted for the creation of a virtual dictatorship. 0

HUMAN RIGHTS:

INCONSISTENCIES
AND OMISSIONS
In this article, DR. KUA
KIA SOONG responds to
Chandra Muzaffar's article "Getting it Right"
published
in
AM
1995:14(12).

In that article, which rebutted Kua 's earlier article "Rhetoric and Realities" carried in AM 1994:
14(11), Chandra hadargued that Malaysia's human rights record is ''far
more respectable than
that of many other countries."
Kua disagrees. He argues
that Chandra has omitted
the less palatable reality
of Dr. Mahathir's inconsistencies and double
standards.

n
WJ

llow me to point out
gaping inconsistencies
and omissions in
Chandra's article "Getti ng it
Right", AM 1994: 14(12).

THE PM WITH CHANDRA: Did Dr Mahathir change so dramatically?

First, I made clear in my previous article, "Rhetoric and Realities," AM 1995: 14(11) that those
who believe Dr Mahathir did not
have the credentials to grace the
conference on "Rethinking Human Rights" agree about global
domination by the powerful
countries of the North , their
multi-national companies and the
international agencies they control.
I pointed out that "Most Malaysian NGOs involved in defending human rights have never
failed to campaign against any
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duplicity by Governments of the
North in cases of invasion,
destabilisation and also subversion of countries of the South
through economic domination."
In fact, I have often wondered for all his latterday posturing what Dr Mahathir was doing
when we were campaigning
against the US during the Vietnam War in the sixties, Chile in
the mid-seventies and other Latin
American states in the eighties.
Thu s, the question of global
domination is not the issue of
contention.

Truthfulness and Consistencies

But it is surprising that someone
like Chandra, who speaks so fervently about spiritual essence and
godliness, should compromise so
easily with the less palatable reality of Dr. Mahathir's inconsistencies and double standards.
On the one hand, Chandra lectures us about human dignity,
rights and responsibilities " ...
rooted in eternal, universal moral
and spiritual values." This is indeed what all great religions
teach, whether we are talking
about simple human dignity or
God's omnipresence. In other
words, spiritual values demand
truthfulness and consistency.
This is, in fact, what all wholesome parents teach their children.
Did Dr Mahathir change so dramatically after that dastardly May
· Day caper in 1988 when the Lord
President and other Supreme
Court judges were sacked? I still
remember when May Day For
Justice (by Tun Salleh Abas and
K. Das) was published, the late
Tunku Abdul Rahman Putra
wrote in the Foreword: "I do not
know how any honourable government can stay on in office after this book is published. It constitutes a denunciation which
cannot be answered without confessing to the most dishonourable
conduct in public life."
Like other concerned Malaysians, Chandra is well aware of
the grave consequences for the
Malaysian Judiciary as a result of
that episode and the vital role of
the judiciary in defending human

rights. So is Chandra saying that
Dr Mahathir has been reformed?
Has he been "born again" to justify his new stature as a human
rights champion?
No reader would have missed the
fact that, apart from stating that
he has reiterated recently that "Internal Security Act is wrong in
principle," Chandra is more impressed by Malaysia's human
rights record which he regards as
"far more respectable than that of
many other countries in the
world."
Chandra wittingly or unwittingly
omits the other aspects of Malaysian human rights reality which
are no less costly for the respective victims: the 4,000 or so detained without trial; indigenous
natives whose customary lands
are being violated and their lives
threatened by timber companies
and security forces; urban settlers
and even lawful landowners
whose rights are being routinely
violated; wokers whose rights are
still being denied; etc.
If, as Chandra maintains, "Malaysia has undoubtedly given real
meaning to a whole host of economic and social rights," why
does the Malaysian Government
still refuse to ratify crucial UN
Covenants and Conventions on
Social, Economic and Cultural
Rights? Why has the Government not ratified CEDAW, the
Convention on the Elimination of
all forms of Discrimination
Against Women?
Chandra also says that the Malaysian Government "has proA/iran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 20

tected the right of even the most
miniscule ethnic group in the
country to use its own language,
practise its own religion and adhere to its own culture in a manner that has few parallels anywhere in the world."
But why does the Malaysian Government still refuse to recognise
the school-leaving certificate of
the Malaysian Chinese Independent Secondary schools when
practically every country in the
world already has? Why do we
still need a clause in the Education Act that threatens the existence of a Chinese and Tamil primary schools? Does Chandra understand the plight and anxiety of
parents and students who are
forced to spend thousands of
ringgit on overseas studies because of this and the quota system?
And why have Malaysian Catholics been denied the right to complete the building of their Church
in Shah Alam when the building
plans had already been approved
by the municipal authorities?
Similarly, why were the Buddhists
refused their right to build a
temple in Air Hitam, Johor?
If the Government is truly interested in the spiritual health of all
Malaysians and not only that of
Muslims, why does it not allow
other religions to broadcast over
the air-waves their respective
"Words of Faith" as the BBC does
every week? Surely we Asians
should try to prove that we are
fairer and more tolerant than the
West in this respect?

Like the Malaysian Government, I The same goes for the inconsisChandra uses the reduction of tencies in Dr Mahathir's champiabsolute povoning of human rights outerty as an indicator of a more
And why lulve Malayside the coun"holistic human
sian Ctlth.olics been detry. Chandra
rights record."
nied the right to comclaims that
But when we
plete the building of
Malaysia is
bear in mind the
their Church in Shah
one of the few
fact that at InA1am when the building
states willing
dependence,
plans luul already been
to "espouse the
Malaysia was
approvedbytlaemunieicause of other
- 1 -··"L-~..:-..,.?
second only to
,... ,.,..,..,--..
nations
on
matters perJapan in terms
of economic
taining to hugrowth, such a record is hardly man rights and justice."
enviable when compared with Why does Chandra side-step the
other countries in the region embarrassing fact that for all Dr
which overtook us more than Mahathir's posturing on Bosnia,
twenty years ago. Our literacy he ignores the Indonesian
rate is certainly worse than that Government's abominations in
of the Philippines and Thailand. East Timor? This is not even "Islamic sectarianism" for we do not
But I still remember when see Dr Mahathir supporting the
Chandra used to stress the greater Kurds in their predicament in
significance of relative poverty. West Asia either!
When we consider the wealth of
our country, the increasing in- Such human rights violations are
come disparities and the billions being committed and silenced by
of ringgit squandered through media control and manipulation.
corruption and mismanagement Chandra knows this only too well
by this government are hardly an for he had written in "The ·
Muzzled Media" (Aliran Monthly
admirable record.
Vol 8 No 3, 1988) only a few
As for civil and political rights, years ago: "Once a Government
its
democratic
we all know that basic liberties betrays
such as the freedom of expression responsibility, it will have no
and the right to peaceful assem- qualms about camouflaging the
bly have been effectively curbed lie, or worse, suppressing the
by the Sedition Act, the Official truth. The newspapers have been
Secrets Act, the Printing Presses partners of the Government in the
and Publications Act and the Po- perpetuation of this reprehensible
lice Act, among others. The con- crime. Our experience since the
trol of the media by the Govern- October 27 episode has conment itself makes a mockery of vinced us once again that a
elections in Malaysia.
muzzled media invariably
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muzzles the truth."
Southern Elites and Classes
Chandra says he does not need to
be told about the role of Southern
elites in the global scheme of
things and at the same time extols the role of Dr Mahathir in
championing the cause of human
rights and justice.
The obvious question many Malaysians want to ask is: Does
Chandra exclude Dr Mahathir
from these "Southern elites" who
are vital links for Northern domination?
Countless deals and contracts
have been signed with Western
countries and companies but I
shall confine myself to the more
recent cases.
First, the scandal of Pergau and
the RMS billion arms deal which
was also highlighted in various
issues of Aliran Monthly: Does
Chandra know the details of this
scandal and the reasons for the
House of Commons Select
Committee's probe, or does
Chandra believe Dr Mahathir's
melodrama over the trade boycott
against the British?
Does Chandra think Malaysian
elites are not part of all this sleeze
which Malaysian and British taxpayers are paying for? Apart from
the RMS billion Memorandum of
Understanding with Britain, at
least RMS billion more of arms
deal has been awarded to the US

and Russia. How much in commission has been creamed off in
all this? I am sure Chandra also
knows about the seven gas turbines for Paka (also raised in
A/iran Monthly) which were
priced at RMSOO million more
than their actual prices.
Then, when we look at the manner in which Malaysia's industrial
sector has become so dependent
on the needs of Japanese capital,
we see that this has actually been
actively promoted , as we all
know, by Dr Mahathir himself. It
was not a system that was forced
down our throats.
Thus, how is it that Dr Mahathir
has been excluded from this
group of "Southern elites"? If not,
how does Dr Mahathir qualify
to open a conference condemning global domination by the
North when Japan is an important component of the North? I
would have expected Chandra's
eclecticism to be more sophisticated than merely saying: "In any
case there was no reason for our
conference to concentrate upon
Japan since it is Western global
domination in all its varied dimensions ... which has had the
greatest impact upon the human
rights of millions and millions of
human beings in the non-Western world in the last two hundred
years."
The universal conventions on human rights were formulated as a
result of the experience of fascism during the Second World
War. And that is why it was surprising to hear Dr. Mahathir tell
the Japanese recently that they
should not "keep apologising" for

the last war. A champion of human rights would not have
treated the spectre of fascism so
lightly.
I would maintain that Chandra's
apology for Dr Mahathir's record
is not incidental. The critique of
"Third Worldism" in my last article pointed out that this
conceptualisation of "global
domination" is devoid of a class
analysis . Consequently, while
"posturers" like Dr Mahathir are
elevated beyond their station by
Third Worldists, thi s sort of
analysis also subsumes the common interests of the exploited
classes in both North and South
in their struggles against exploitation and opportunism.

The Chandra Puzzle
I am sure I am not the only one
curious to know how Chandra
explains his "paradigm shift," or
"epistemological break" as
Althusser puts it. The question I
want to ask Chandra is: "What
objective conditions have
changed in the Malaysian and international context?"
I am also interested in knowing
how Chandra periodises this
change i.e. WHEN precisely did
it change? Did it change when Dr
Mahathir took up the Bosnian
cause or was it the South African
cause? Or did the objective reality of the world change when
JUST was formed?
I want to know how Chandra's
analysis evolved so that I may
perhaps learn something in the
process. Would Chandra have invited Dr Mahathir to open a hu-
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man rights conference, for instance, in 1985 or say, in 1988?
Finally, I must say how saddened
I have been by Chandra's changed
attitude towards dogs and "insignificant individuals. " Being a
God-fearing man, one would have
expected Chandra to give solace
to all "insignificant individuals"
he speaks so scornfully of.
I, for one, have always respected
the way ail the great prophets only
had time for the in significant
wretched people and had such
contempt for the mighty rulers in
their caravans.

If the Government is
truly interested in the
spiritutd health of aU
Malaysians altd not
only that of Musliliu,
why does it not allow
other religions to
broadcast over the airwaves their respective
"Words of Faith"?

And to think that Chandra once
spoke so fondly of dogs : "The
media is sometimes described as
a watchdog. It is supposed to be
alert, ever vigilant, ready to bark
at the slightest hint of injustice.
In Malaysia that watchdog has
never been allowed to play its
rightful role. It has always been
on a tight leash. And the leash has
been getting tighter and tighter
every year. Now, finally since the
October 1987 episode, the watchdog has been muzzled." 0

Heart to Heart

What comes from the lips reaches the ear,
what comes from the heart reaches the heart. - Arab Proverb

The Hills Are Alive
With

?
••••••

D

t was with the anticipation of a cool, restful
weekend that we went up
the Cameron Highlands
recently. My last visit was over two
decades ago! Somehow I never did
go up the hills earlier. I was told that
a lot has changed, that the temperature is much warmer and that the
hills have been cut into for all kinds
of development projects.! wasn't unprepared but it was still a shock to
see how different this hill resort has
become.

As the old, ramshackled van of the
tour company strained up the winding road, I missed seeing the wild
orchids which once grew in abundance or hearing the gush of cascading water from small falls. Such
sights and sounds and the distinct
change in temperature had always
made a journey to Cameron Highlands delightfuL I remember how, as
a child, I would squeeze between the
grown-ups in the back seat of the car
so that I could kneel and command
a panoramic view from the car's rearwindow. It was like going to another
country colder and with fresher air.
Now, we didn't even have to wear
sweaters.
Where have all the flowers gone?
Have the streams dried up? A few
frail, drooping orchids were struggling to survive. Vast swaths of
jungle had been cut for hotels and
apartments leaving brown scars on
the hillside. Some of these half-completed buildings, like a child's effort
at "Leggo" seem precariously close

to ravines, founded on mere earth, it
seems to me, with not a rock in sight
The next day we were taken on a tour
to various places: a strawberry farm,
a rose garden, a tea plantation. The
stopover at the tea plantation left me
with the disturbing sense of stepping
into a time-warp. Not even the
charming tea-house, with exquisite
blooms in the garden and an interior
clearly furnished with fine taste
could dispel! the unease. In fact the
contrast between the tea-house and
the factory, located within a stone's
throw of each other, was an interest
that asked to be "read"_
The factory was an old plank and cement building so dimly-lit that it
took some seconds for the eyes to
adjust to the gloom after the morning sunlight The processes of drying, heating, sorting the leaves were
done in this half-darkness and without much ventilation (does tea has
to be processed in half-light?). Tea
dust made my eyes smart after five
minutes.
I kept thinking of the effects this dust
may have on the eyes and lungs of
the workers who weren't wearing
even simple protective gear. Except
for the sophisticated machinery, I
would have thought I was caught in
a colonial time-warp and had gone
back to the 1920s when tea-planting first started.
In a small room, women were sorting out the "sweepings" (twigs, etc
after the heating of the leaves),

Aliran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 23

seated on small stools, necks bent
over trays. They must suffer from
back and neck aches after long hours
in that position. Suddenly, a
mustachioed personage, wearing the
obligatory white knee-socks, popped
his head in at the door to check the
going-ons and seeing that all is as it
should be - women bending over
trays like statuary were it not for the
flutter of fingers over the trays - disappeared.
Coming out from the factory was like
entering another world - a world of
the leisurely savouring of freshlybrewed tea. Now when I sip that
brand of charmingly-packaged tea, it
would be "flavoured" by the images
of those women.
·
When we talked to the locals in the
highlands, we found some of them
very critical of the rampant destruction of the hills. There is not enough
water because many catchment areas
are gone. Others deplore the results
of the warming effect on their vegetable and flower gardens. They
speak of how an attempt by a Japanese entrepreneur to grow the much
sought-after Shitake mushroom had
to be abandoned because the rising
temperature made it impossible for
the crop to mature. Other locals are
quite happy to make a buck off the
tourist and support development
projects in the usual belief that they
create jobs.
It will be a long, lon'g time before I
go up those hills again and if I do I
shall probably see more golf-courses
(private, not public), a theme park or
two and I shall need a parasol or a
pith-helmet to shield me from the sun
as I sweat it out, still sipping my Earl
Grey. Or, would it be too hot for teaplanting by then? 0

Dr. Wong Soak Koon

ELECTION FOCUS:

A NEW MALAYSIA?
ties of succession after protracted incumbency.
In Malaysia, interest in the outcome
of the recent general election was
unusually low, especially when compared to the often unrealistic expectations preceding the last elections
in October 1990. Then the ruling
Barisan Nasional (National Front)
coalition secured slightly over half
the votes but over 70 per cent of parliamentary seats in ' one-on-one' contests in heavily gerrymandered electoral constituencies.
Eight years of rapid growth has also
witnessed significant economic and
cultural (but not political) liberalization, attracting popular support from
the ethnic Chinese who account for
30 per cent of the population. Hence,
the ruling coalition was widely expected to increase its already overwhelming parliamentary advantage,
mainly at the expense of the major
opposition party, the Democratic
Action Party (DAP).

a

he current death watch
for Deng Xiao Ping, the
strong interest in Adam
Schwarz's A Nation In Waiting as
well as the continued pre-eminence
of Senior Minister Lee Kuan Yew in
Singapore all underline the difficul-

Prime Minister Mahathir also succeeded in pulling much of the
ground from under the Islamic opposition. In this, they unwittingly
helped him by responding with theological rhetoric instead of asserting
the moral high ground they could
easily have claimed as ethical standards which continue to sink to new
lows in the country.
Local political dynamics - particu-
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larly in Kelanta n, Te rengganu ,
Penang and Sabah - meant different
results in some states. But Mahathir
has emerged greatl y strengthened
from the economic and political crises of the second half of the eighties,
at the expense of the bureaucracy,
legislature, judiciary, con stitutional
monarchies and hi s ri vals.
Mahathir's immense popularity -enhanced by the considerable hype
from the tightly-controlled national
media - also reflects his significant
achievements, of which four are most
likely to stand the test of time.
First, Mahathir's leadership has been
characterized by a significant break
with- though not quite a rejection of
(despite all the rhetoric to the contrary) - the earlier Anglo-American
orientation of policy-making.
This departure is most pronounced in
Mahathir's relatively independent
foreign policy in an increasingly unipolar, post-Cold War world despite
some evidence to the contrary, e.g.
his secret military treaty with the
Reagan administration in the mideighties, but also in his Look East
policy of the early eighties.
Second, Mahathir has boldly prioritized the modernization of Malaysia,
particularly of the politically dominant ethnic Malays, even at the expense of violating some previously
sacrosanct symbols of Malay hegemony, e.g. the status of the public
sector, the sultans and the Malay language.
In the last decade, for example, English has gained prominence in government while the Chinese language

permeates the business world. Westem cultural norms and icons threaten
to replace neo-feudal official Malay
culture as the lowest common cultural denominator of modem Malaysian society.
Third, in line with his modernist
project, Mahathir has given due
emphasis to industrialization. After
the controversial and problematic
heavy industrialization of the first
half of the eighties, the renewed
policy emphasis on export-oriented
industrialization, albeit largely under foreign auspices, has been central to sustained growth.
Indeed, Malaysia has yet to produce
a class of industralists with an internationally competitive non-resource-based manufacturing capacity. Still, foreign manufacturers continue to find profits, incentives, infrastructure and labour in Malaysia
attractive enough to invest here.
Fourth, since the mid-eighties,
Mahathir has pursued some economic liberalization, reversing the
increased state intervention and public sector expansion associated with
the redistributive New Economic
Policy (NEP). Such liberalisation
has enabled Malaysia to grow with
the sustained post -endaka ( 1985 yen
appreciation) East Asian regional
economic boom.
Meanwhile, public sector expansion
has been reversed in favour of
privatization - now the single most
important (regressively) redistributive policy currently deployed by the
government.

SUCCESSION?
These new policy priorities from the
mid-eighties have been consolidated
and reiterated through his unexpectedly popular Vision 2020 and the

National Development Policy
(NDP) associated with the Second
Outline Perspective Plan (OPP2)
1991 - 2000.
With reduced public interest in, if not
indifference to, the primary contests
in the general election, observers
were instead anxiously looking for
indications of transition, which the
line-up of UMNO Baru candidates
did not reflect.
With a few inconsequential exceptions , the slate did not reflect
Anwar's hand, reflecting Mahathir's
reluctance to prepare for succession,
and hence suggests that the soon-tobe-septuagenarian Mahathir is not
prepared to let go, probably until the
next century.
Even Deputy Prime Minister Anwar
Ibrahim's succession- so much taken
for granted a year ago - is now in
doubt as his differences with powerful Mahathir confidante, UMNO
Baru Treasurer and Government
Economic Adviser Daim Zainuddin,
have become more pronounced.
Mahathir has reassigned loyalists
antipathetic to Anwar to take over
or prepare to take over in the states
of Johor, Perlis, Terengganu and
Kedah.
Hence, the scenario suggests that
Mahathir will not quit soon while he
is still widely acclaimed (as Daim
did). But this term may well prove
to be his last chance to do so- though
there will undoubtedly be considerable resistance from those around
him dependent on his position for
their own interests.
The increasing business involvement of his children will become increasingly embarassing, as were International Trade and Industry Minister Rafidah's revelations about lucrative share allocations to relatives
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of high officials, including one of
Mahathir's sons. Already, unflattering
comparisons with the Suharto
family's business involvements are
being made.
Equally damning is the impression
that Daim is his business proxy, and
that the recent tension with Anwar
reflects conflicts of interest between
those businesses aligned with Daim
- and hence, with Mahathir - and
those seeking access through Anwar.
Mahathir's wide-ranging 'hands-on'
interests, if not competence, continue
to impress most who have met him
(especially in contrast to his cabinet
colleagues). But the same observers
also remark on how isolated he is,
with the growing generational gap
(with other politicians as well as civil
servants), and on the general obsequiousness which apparently surrounds him.
If the transition had been accelerated,
Anwar might have been expected to
broaden the base of the regime, by
developing some corporatist and
communitarian institutions so crucial
to the success of national projects,
and even by coopting opposition parties in a'government of national
unity.'
In so far as Anwar is expected to be
more open and consultative in style,
it is quite possible that some achievements due to Mahathir's singlemindedness may be compromised.
But Anwar can be expected to more
successfully carry through the key
elements ofMahathir's modernist nationalist legacy, albeit with his own
nuances and predilections.
Ultimately then, the real question
before the recent election was
whether Mahathir would have the
courage, objectivity and sense of his-

tory to pass on the baton before he is forced to do so. 0

A PRESIDENTIAL CABINET?

n
I.IIIIJ

he resounding Barisan
Nasional electoral victory on 25 April will correctly be seen as a solid endorsement
for Prime Minister Dr Mahathir
Mohamad's leadership and his Vision 2020.
Never before has any Malaysian
Prime Minister enjoyed such a resounding personal endorsement, and
it is unlikely that this feat will be
emulated in the near future.
He would also db well to use the
strengthened Executive to institute
a more accountable presidentialstyle cabinet based on competence
instead of appointing the chieftains
of existing political parties, who are
responsible for so much divisive
ethno-populism, corruption and lack
of accountability.
Since Mahathir first became Prime
Minister in 1981, there has been a
steady process of Executive
ascendance, arguably at the expense
of the bureaucracy, legislature, judiciary and the constitutional monarchies.
While there are many different views
about the pros and cons of these
trends, the constitutional/legislative
institutions have lagged well behind.
The development of a 'presidentialstyle' cabinet- ala Indonesia or the

USA - may be viewed by some as
further strengthening Executive
dominance, but may be desirable for
better governance as it would kill at
least two birds with one stone.
Ministers appointed on the basis of
their competence and expertise- e.g.
from among professionals and appointed through the Senate - would
not only improve the quality of
policy-making, implementation and
monitoring, but also would be more
accountable to the Prime Minister
and to the public.
There would be little excuse for retaining incompetent ministers because of their BN component party
leadership or ostensible representation of particular communities.
Such ministerial appointments
would also undermine the link between Executive powers and political patronage, which is the root of
money politics, and check the cancer which has been spreading in the
Malaysian body politic as well as
Malaysian business.
To be sure, there will be resistance
to such an important reform , not
least from political party bosses who
may stand to lose from it. But the
Malaysian public will be the first to
remind them that they have ridden
the Barisan victory on Mahathir's
· coat-tails, and can claim very little
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credit for themselves.
As the Prime Minister prepares to
lead Malaysia into the twenty-first
century, he will not want to be encumbered by a nineteenth century
British institution, albeit one which
has evolved over the years under
Malaysian circumstances, but which
is nonetheless moribund and corrupting. 0

THE END
OF THE
OPPOSITION?

m

n 20 and 22 April respectively, Far Eastern Economic Review and
Nanyang Siang Pau published articles of mine written about two
months ago before the election was
announced, with some slight, but significant editorial changes/translation
mistakes.
It is important to set the record
straight as my article was written to
highlight the fact that Prime Minister Dr Mahathir had not been making any preparations for succession
by Anwar Ibrahim.

Since then, the BN nominations for
the elections and the shifting of three
UMNO Baru ministers and one
Member of Parliament not aligned
with Anwar to the state assemblies
of J ohor, Perl is , Kedah and
Terengganu point to new obstacles to
Anwar's succession- which may well

lead to further internal conflict
within UMNO Baru, and hence
political instability for Malaysia.
I acknowledged Mahathir's real
achievements as far as foreign
policy, modernization, industrialization and some economic and
cultural (but not political) liberalization. On the other hand,
money politics, executive dominance and authoritarianism have
also grown.
Also, just as it would be unfair
to blame Mahathir exclusively
for the recession of 1985-86, it
is dishonest for the regime to
claim credit for the recent economic boom as the entire East
Asian region has been doing
well.
Most importantly, I suggested
Mahathir's reputation is now tarnished by the growing involvement of his children in business
and the declining quality of
policy-making as he has become
increasingly surrounded by business interests and yes-men.
In contrast, I suggested that
Anwar would probably want to
broaden the social base for the
regime by bringing in the opposition parties into an expanded
Baris an N asional coalition, as
Tun Razak did more than two decades ago.
Also, if the PM adopted a more
presidential-style administration,
he could appoint technocrats with
ability to his cabinet. They would
have to be more accountable and
competent than the party bosses
who currently dominate despite

their incompetence and blatant
abuse of power.

FAVOURABLE
ATMOSPHERE
In addition to all the advantages
the BN enjoys from the electoral
system it has created and reshaped over the years, the atmosphere this time round seemed
very favourable to the Barisan
after years of rapid economic
growth - as in 1982, when
Mahathir reduced the DAP to
nine parliamentary seats. Unlike
1982, this time the BN could also
point to some economic and cultural liberalization as well.
The BN correctly expected to
eliminate the DAP from almost
all ethnically mixed seats, allowing it to only retain those 10 to
12 heavily-populated, inner-city
constituencies with overwhelming Chinese majorities (include
Petaling Jaya Utara, which the
BN forfeited) which the BN had
written off.
The BN had also expected to pick
up a few seats in Kelantan (which
it did) and to shut out the Malay
opposition in the rest of the peninsula (which it largely succeeded in doing) besides reducing the PBS to a handful of seats
in Sabah (the PBS did well to
capture eight, and if not for the
DAP, could have picked up Gaya
and perhaps one other seat as
well).
In the worst case scenario for the
opposition, I thought it might
only land about 15% of the total
seats in parliament (it secured
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16%)- compared to 29% in 1990
-if the BN could increase its share
of the total vote from 52% in 1990
to more than the 60% it attracted
in 1982; in the event, the BN captured 84% of the parliamentary
seats with 64% of the popular vote
in our heavily gerry-mandered
electoral system.
Hence, there was no question of
the BN losing its two-thirds majority, let alone the election. The
key question was whether or not
a brave, constructive and effective
opposition would emerge, and
much of this would depend on the
sophistication of the electorate,
for example, as reflected by the
extent to which ethnic Chinese
voted for Malay opposition candidates standing against Chinese
BN candidates.
While a third of the urban Chinese continued to vote opposition
despite ethnicity, about a third of
urban Chinese voters who voted
for an ethnic Chinese DAP candidate would not vote for a Malay
opposition candidate standing
against a Chinese BN candidate
this time.

STRONG OPPOSITION BAD?
The BN has been arguing that voting for the opposition is bad for
good government and economic
growth. However, comparing the
situation after the elections under
Mahathir suggests otherwise.
After the BN's overwhelming victory in 1982, we saw the BMF
scandal (involving a loss of
RM2.5 billion), the Maminco
scandal (loss of at least RM660

million), the Makuwasa scandal,
the Pan-El stock-market collapse
and the deposit-taking cooperatives scandal (with 600,000
mainly ethnic Chinese depositors
losing RM1.5 billion), with the
latter two incidents due to the
MCA leadership then.

accountability.
Also, the outcome of the election
reflects the declining effectiveness
of non-state controlled means of
communication and mobilization,
such as word-of-mouth as well as
peer, kin, community and other contacts in the face of an increasingly
overwhelming and pervasive (e.g.
with the emergence of daytime television) state.

Although the Gerakan was relatively
untainted then, the role of Penang
Gerakan boss Tan Gim Hwa more
recently, and the candidacy of controversial businessman and self-confessed felon, Chong ChekAh in Batu
have become major embarassments
in the party and to the BN this time.
Economically too, the situation deteriorated after the 1982 election, especially after Daim's appointment as
Finance Minister in 1984, leading to
the deepest recession in post-independence Malaysian history in
1985-86. One could argue that the
economic situation only improved
with a strengthened opposition after
the 1986 election, and especially after the 1990 election. The strengthened opposition could also be credited with the economic and cultural
liberalization which has occured
since then as the BN sought to regain support.

It would be a pleasant surprise if the

I did not expect the BN to do as well
as it did among the Malay electorate as the Malay community has not
gained very much relatively under
Mahathir, but clearly, absolute gains,
media hype as well as popular appreciation for Mahathir's Vision
2020 agenda proved me wrong.

Mahathir leadership proved to be
magnanimous in its triumph by pursuing a path of political liberalization, including the introduction of a
system of proprotional representation in place of the existing system
which has long been justified as a
means of ensuring Malay political
hegemony. ·

On the other hand, the BN has to account for the increased political controls since then, which have adversely affected civil liberties, the
media and the quality of public discussion, policy making and public

However, after four decades of much
faster Malay population growth
(mainly due to different fertility
rates), which has significantly reduced the Chinese (and Indian) share
of the population, and the emergence

of a Bumiputera-dominated opposition for the first time in Malaysian
history, such alternatives deserve serious consideration.
The debate experienced by a divided
opposition also calls for some profound soul-searching among opposition party leaders. While the Malaysian electorate is still quite communal (despite claims to the contrary in
_interpreting the 1990 election results), the contrast with the 1990 re-

OWNERSHIP OF SHARES

Year

1969

1983

1993

Agensi Amanah

0.5

11.1

2.3

lndividu

1.0

7.6

15.9

Bumiputera

1.5

18.7

18.2

Cina

22.8

33.4

37.8

India

0.9

1.0

1.1

Asing

62.1

33.6

32.4
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suits suggests that the public is much
more accepting of inter-opposition
party cooperation than the leaders of
the DAP and PAS give them credit
for.
In the new Dewan Rakyat, ironically,
only Parti Melayu Semangat46 is on
talking terms with the other three
opposition parties. If its leader is
elected opposition head, he should
use his position as Leader of the Opposition to build a brave, constructive and effective opposition besides
paving the way for the rebuilding of
a more coordinated, coherent and
credible opposition front. 0

US VETO AGAINST
JUSTICE
Aliran strongly condemns the
lone veto cast by the United States
against UN Security Council
resolution urging Israel to rescind
the usurpation of Arab land in
East Jerusalem for it tantamounts
to not only rewarding Israel
regime's bellicosity and immoral
arrogance, but also consenting to
and encouraging any future military adventurism in the world.

TERRORISING MUSLIMS
Aliran welcomes the Prime
Minister's exhortation to the
West, particularly its ruling elites,
to stop associating Islam and its
adherents with terrorism.
For this seemingly easy association is not only unfair and unjust
but also has the catastrophic effect of gaining currency to the
point of endangering the lives of
Muslims, particularly in the West
as exemplified by the recent
Oklohama City bombing incident in the United States.
Moreover, it is important to point
out here that terrorism is not the
monopoly of any religious tradition and neither is it condoned by
the world's established faiths.
What is indeed terrifying and
alarming is the power and ability of many of the Western powers to unilaterally or collectively
define terrorism and demonise

certain countries, in particular
those in the Third World, for their
own ends.
The Western powers' arbitrary
might to define terrorism has in
various ways brought about social and political injustice in
places like Iraq, Palestine, Somalia, Cuba, Vietnam and Bosnia.
At the same time it has bestowed
legitimacy on marauding regimes such as those of Israel and
racist Serb forces.
Besides, can we not also associate 'terrorism' with, say, international financial institutions such
as the Northern-biased International Monetary Fund and the
World Bank, and also the allpowerful UN Security Council
that have the collective effect of
causing untold miseries to
peoples in the developing world?
Dr Mustafa K. Anuar
Hon. Secretary
13 May 1995
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In addition, this clearly shows that
the Clinton administration is willing to protect its West Asian ally
as well as promote its own geopolitical interests even to the extent of jeopardising the Israel-Palestinian peace process and the
region's political stability as a
whole.
What is even worse, the US, propelled by its own ulterior motives,
does not hesitate to make a mockery of the moral outrage and sense
of justice of the international
community in general and the
Arab countries in particular.
Finally, the unbridled veto power
of the permanent members of the
mighty UN Security Council and
the contemptuousness shown by
the US towards the feeling and
diplomatic decency of the international community also indicates the urgent need to restructure the United Nations so as to
ensure that social justice and political and economic security can
be had by every member of the
world body. Such a restructuring

must include the elimination of
the veto in the Security Council.

Dr Mustafa K Anuar
Hon. Secretary
19 May 1995

DON'T PRIVATISE PWA
Aliran calls on the newly-elected
Penang state government not to
privatise the Penang Water Authority (PWA).
We are all aware that the PWA is
one of the best managed water
authorities in the country. It has
won the Quality Award from the
PM's Department, the Chief

Quality Award
(twice), and the Public Service
Special Award for Financial
Management.

competition. In the case of water
supply and distribution, there is
no competition involved since it
is a classic case of a natural monopoly. So the only rationale for
privatising PWA would be if it
were inefficient. But as we
pointed out earlier, its efficiency
is something that most private
firms would be proud of. So what
is the motive for privatising
PWA?
By selling off such an essential
service as water supply,
Penangites would then be at the
mercy of another privatised monopoly. This monopoly would
then be in a position to extract
maximum profits from the public with exhorbitant rates.

Minister's

"With a 99.9 per cent success rate
in revenue collection, the PWA
is not financially dependent on
the state government" (The Star,
18 May 1995). Besides this,
Penangites now enjoy high quality water at extremely low water
rates.
With such a fantastic track record
behind them, we are amazed that
the Penang government is even
considering privatising the PWA
to AIR Konsortium led by sugar
tycoon Robert Kuok.
This raises a larger question in
privatisation. We have all been
told that the main aims of
privatisation are to increase the
efficiency of an inefficient public monopoly and to allow for

Is this the way to reward
Penangites for returning the
Barisan to power with such an
overwhelming mandate at the
last general election?
Dr S.P. Subramaniam
Hon. Treasurer
19 May 1995

ARMING RELIGIOUS
OFFICERS
Aliran supports the call made by
Deputy Minister in the Prime
Minister's Department, Datuk Dr
Ibrahim Saad to the Terengganu
Religious Department to review
its decision to arm its enforcement officers.
The department concerned
should weigh the matter very seriously as such a move has security implications. Indeed it can,
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as Ibrahim rightly pointed out,
lead to the danger of arms misuse
and other complications as well
as possibly influence other state
religious departments to follow
suit.
Perhaps the religious authorities
could, instead, think of other viable options, such as getting the
cooperation of law enforcement
agencies like the police if and
when certain operations of the
former demand effective protection of their officers through the
use of weapons.
However, it would be better for
the religious department to avoid
using coercion as far as possible
in its conscious attempt to instill
good religious values among
those who apparently have deviated from the teachings of Islam.
It would also be useful to try to
analyse and understand the root
causes of any religious misconduct or deviation among the followers.
Further and more importantly, this
persuasive and educational approach would go a long way towards correcting the inaccurate
perception by certain individuals
and groups of Islam as a faith
forged by force.
Dr. Mustafa K. Anuar
Secretary
23 May 1995

DEATH UNDER POLICE
CUSTODY
Aliran is gravely concerned about
the death of mechanic Lee Quat

Leong under suspicious circumstance on May 12 while in police custody.
Lee was detained, we understand,
on April 27 for his alleged involvement in the Taman Cheras
Mayhan Finance robbery.
We are dissatisfied that the Home
Ministry is leaving it to the police to investigate the death. How
can such a police investigation be
independent and impartial when
even the IGP himself had admitted, according to lawyer Karpal
Singh, "that there was more than
an element of foul play in Lee's
death." (The Star, May 27, 1995)
Aliran calls on the Minister for
Home Affairs to establish an independent commission of inquiry comprising respected
judges, lawyers and human rights
activists to probe this death under suspicious circumstance. An
independent investigation is especially urgent and imperative in
view ofthe denial by City Police
Chief Ismail Che Rose that a
post-mortem report had been sent
to the police.
This denial is in direct contradiction to the statement by the Kuala
Lumpur Hospital director Dr
Haji Abdul Aziz Mahmood that
a copy of the post-mortem report
was given to the police on May
16.

in police custody will be welltreated. That would be an important step in the creation of a caring society.
Aliran Executive Committee
30 May 1995

SMOKE-SCREEN IN
MALAYSIA
Aliran is concerned about the rising consumption of tobacco or
cigarettes especially among
Malaysia's youth.
For this cancer-causing habit not
only affects the health of smokers but also that of non-smokers
in their vicinity. Besides, smoking is, as we know, a sheer waste
of money.
Deputy director of the Disease
Control Unit of the Health Ministry, Dr Rosemawati Ariffin, had
attributed this worrying trend to
a wealthier Malaysian society in
which teenagers tend to emulate
their smoking parents and are
also pressured by their peers. In
this respect, we would argue that
wealth and material progress experienced by many Malaysians
should not and must not be
abused or be taken as a licence
to do almost anything that money
can buy.

The proposed independent commission should also look into the
welfare of others held in police
custody.

In conjunction with the World
Health Organization's (WHO)
"No-Tobacco Day" today, we
urge the government to take certain measures that would help
check this unhealthy trend.

Aliran calls on the Home Ministry to guarantee that those held
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vertising directly or indirectly tobacco and tobacco-related products. Television stations in particular must not be allowed to
advertise products or services that
are associated with certain tobacco companies. For this form
of advertising, financially alluring though it may be, serves as a
"back-door" into the Malaysian
market for international tobacco
giants, particularly when they find
difficulty in penetrating markets
elsewhere, especially in the West.
In this connection, the public sector in particular must ensure that
functions or·events which it
organises should not be sponsored
by tobacco companies - for this
can be deemed as the former's
endorsement of the latter.
Another move would be to dismantle the local tobacco industry
by encouraging and assisting tobacco farmers to engage in other
types of farming that are ethical
and not associated with hazardous life-styles.
Measures such as the above, if
taken, would go a long way towards developing a caring society that we can treasure and take
pride in.
Aliran Executive Committee
31 May 1995

JOINT STATEMENT ON
BAKUN DAM PLOYS
We, the Malaysian organisations
listed below, are appalled at the
recent ploys that have surrounded
the controversial Bakun Hydroelectric Project in Sarawak,

especially since most of the publie concerns of the past have not
been satisfactorily addressed up
to this day! These concerns incl ude the lack of public accountability, the ineffectiveness of
the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process & regulations, the use of public funds
for a privatised project, and the
overall lack of due care for the
environment. To interpret the
recent Barisan election victory as
an outright and blanket endorsement of this project is
stretching credulity to the limit,
since the environment plank of
the Barisan election manisfeto
made no mention of Bakun.
We, and other concerned Malaysians, would like to know:
*Why all the studies done in
connection with the project
have still not been made publ
ic, especially the so-called EIA
Report whose "approval" was
announced by Ekran Bhd on
April Fool's Day eve?
*Why was the press and the
public misled to believe that
this EIA Report had been
"approved" under the EQA and
DOE, when it was done under
Sarawak's legislation?
* Where is the privatised nature
of the project as recent press re
ports indicate that the Sarawak
State Government will be the
majority shareholder and that
the bulk of the funds will come
from the EPF?

* How can the EPF Board jus
tify sinking so much of the

funds belonging to ordinary
Malaysians into such a contro
versial project which is almost
completely devoid of any
meaningful public accountability?

the viability of the project will be
eroded among Malaysians and
foreigners. Repression and into!erance will not guarantee long
term success!

1. Environmental Protection
* Why are the Sarawak authori ... Society, Malaysia (EPSM)
ties not honouring the PM's
electoral promise to make the 2. Institut Pengajaran Komuniti
(IPK-Sibu)
EIA Report available to
Sarawakians as well as other
3. Aliran Kesedaran Negara
Malaysians?
(ALIRAN)

* Why has Ekran failed to set the
lead in transparency and open
ness on this project as we pub
licly urged it to do in our state
menton 23.2.94?

4. Selangor Graduates Society
(SGS)

* Why did both the DOE and the
Ministry of Environment fail at
the crucial time to uphold the
EQA and its subsidiary EIA
Order, especially after giving
repeated assurances that the
Bakun Project would be sub
ject to Federal legislation? We
are specifically disappointed
that the DOE completely failed
to act positively on our open
letter of 25.3.94 and kept its
own Expert Panel away from
the "approved" EIA Report.

6. Centre for Environment ,
Technology & Development,
Malaysia (CETDEM)

We strongly urge the Ministry of
Energy, the Sarawak State Government and all other relevant
government agencies, especially
the DOE, to salvage their integrity and restore public confidence
in their ability to provide honest
answers to the fundamental questions that continue to shroud this
controversial project. The more
information is suppressed and the
longer honest critics are ignored,
the more likely it is that faith in

TO HAVE
ARIGHT
TODO
A THING
ISNOTATALL
THE SAME
AS TO BE RIGHT
IN DOING IT
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5. Suara Rakyat Malaysia
(SUARAM)

7. Persatuan Kebangsaan Hak
Asai Manusia (HAKAM)
8. Centre for Peace Initiatives
(CENPEACE)
9. Persatuan Sahabat Wanita
Selangor 0
1 June 1995

G.K CHESTERTON

HUMAN RIGHTS:

The DAP, The Tunku and
Human Rights

m

ua's response to my
article "Rights: Getting it Right" , AM
1995: 14( 12) is a stark revelation
of his obsession: JUST's invitation to Dr. Mahathir Mohamad to
officiate at its Rethinking Human
Rights Conference. It is obvious
that Kua does not accept my explanation for the invitation. For
the umpteenth time, I reiterate
that Dr. Mahathir was invited because "of the primary focus of the
conference" - a conference concerned with Western global
domination and its impact upon
the concept and practice of human rights. No other political
leader has given as much time
and thought to this issue as the
Malaysian Prime Minister.

Since Kua is so adamant and arrogant in his condemnation of
JUST's invitation to Mahathir let
ll!e ask him this: if it was wrong
of JUST to have invited Dr.
Mahathir, was it right of the DAP
to invite the late Tunku Abdul
Rahman, our first Prime Minister, to its seminars and conferences on human rights and democracy between 1988 and
1990? Was it okay for the DAP
to project and present the Tunku
as a great defender of democracy
in its journal, the Rocket, and
during its ceramahs in the 1990
General Election? Didn't the
DAP accolade the Tunku, acclaim his commitment to human
rights when it was campaigning
against the Barisan's two-thirds
majority in Parliament in that
election?

reformulated and even reinforced
the ISA in 1961? Kua must know
that during the Tunku's prime
ministership there were many,
many more political detainees
under the ISA serving much
longer detention terms, than during Mahathir's tenure. And these
were not just communists. They
included opposition leaders such
as Dr. Burhanuddin Al-helmi,
Ahmad Boestamam, Ishak Haji
Mohamad and Aziz Ishak.

It was also the Tunku who imposed the initial curbs upon press
freedom in independent Malaya
in the infamous Utusan Melayu
incident. The Tunku curtailed the
independent authority of the Election Commission in 1962leading
to the resignation of its principled
Chairman, Mustapha Albakri.
Does Kua remember the Tunku's
interference with the independence of the judiciary in the
Rahman Talib case? Has he forSurely, Kua Kia Soong, one of gotten the Tunku's role in the
the leading lights of the DAP, Stephen Kalong Ningkan affair
must have been aware of the which was the earliest blow to
Tunku's human rights record. state autonomy in our Federal sysWasn't the Tunku the man who tem? Kua, I have no doubt, is
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aware that each and everyone of
those undemocratic laws that he
never fails to rail and rage at the Publications Act, the Official
Secrets Act, the Sedition Act and
so on - were part and parcel of
the Tunku's arsenal when he was
in power.
Do the sins of commission of a
leader disappear when he is no
longer in power? Or, was the
Tunku absolved of all his misdeeds (which the DAP itself had
often criticised in the sixties) the
moment Kua and his colleagues
realised that it would be in their
interest to use the Tunku for their
own political ends? How could
the DAP, how could Kua and his
colleagues, "compromise so easily with the less palatable reality
of [the Tunku's] human rights
record?" I ask again: why is it
all right for Kua and his colleagues to work hand-in-glove
with the Tunku in their so-called
defence of Malaysian democracy
- and mind you - Malaysian
democracy while it is not all right
for me to invite Dr. Mahathir to
officiate at just one function devoted to global - and not, I
stress, Malaysian - human
rights? One does not require
much intelligence to decide
which of the two "associations"
smacks of "inconsistency,"
"double standards" and lack of
"truthfulness," to use some of
Kua's words!
Others Too
But it is not just the Tunku that
the DAP has hobnobbed with.
What about its support and endorsement of Tengku Razaleigh

Hamzah, the Seman gat 46 leader
when both parties were part of
Gagasan Rakyat in 1990? Wasn't
Razaleigh who was in the Cabinet from 1976 to 1987 also guilty
- on the basis of the principle
of collective responsibility- of
all the violations of human rights
that Kua often accuses the government of? Wasn't it Razaleigh
who in Parliament in April 1981
seconded the amendments to the
Societies Act which sought to circumscribe all Non-Governmental Organisations (NGOs) in the
country? And what about
Semangat's Deputy President,
Rais Yatim, once Deputy Home
Affairs Minister who, later as
Minister of Information, justified
the government's violent measures in Memali in 1985? Then
there is Suhaimi Kamaruddin,
another Semangat leader, who
was no respecter of minority
rights when he was UMNO
Youth Chief. We should not forget Pairin Kitingan either, the
Parti Bersatu Sabah (PBS) President, also one of the DAP's comrades-in-arms in 1990, who, Kua
may remember, was one of the
first to welcome 'Operasi
Lalang' in 1987.
Moral Integrity
Of course, Kua can always argue
that he was not responsible for
the DAP's close relationship with
the Tunku and the others in 1990.
But the fact remains that he was
very much part of that relationship. If he wasn't happy about it,
he should have resigned from the
party.
This is what one would expect
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from a man who gives the impression to all and sundry that he is a
champion of lofty moral ideals,
that he'll not compromise his pure
and pristine principles. How can
such a person work in cohorts
with leaders who had committed
such gross violations of human
rights? One would have thought
that a highly principled person
like Kua who is totally revolted
by my invitation to Dr. Mahathir
- so revolted that he has been
prompted to write two angry articles about a conference that he
did not even attend- would have
had nothing to do with the likes
of the Tunku, Razaleigh and the
rest of the crowd.
Kua's "inconsistency," his
"double standards," his lack of
"truthfulness" tell us a lot about
the man. How can any man who
has even an iota of intellectual
honesty, of moral integrity in him,
attack another individual for compromising his values when he
himself- by the very standards
he has set - belongs to a group
that is even more guilty of betraying its moral principles? Isn't this
the height of hypocrisy? Isn't this
the sort of fraudulence that Kua
himself has always condemned?
Kua's conduct reminds me of that
famous Biblical admonition of the
man who is so engrossed with the
mote in his neighbour's eye that
he cannot see the beam in his own
eye.
The Tunku & Mahathir
It must be emphasised, at this
juncture, that my expose of the
DAP's association with the Tunku
and the others is only to show how

devious and deceptive Kua has
been in his criticism of me. The
intention is not to denigrate or
disparage the Tunku. While I
have in a number of my academic
and non-academic writings
analysed the weaknesses in the
Tunku's leadership, I have also
acknowledged his great contributions to the country. This is why
when I was president of Aliran, I
invited him to open our first ever
seminar on Malaysian democracy in December 1977. Though
I was acutely aware of his numerous transgressions of human
rights when he was in power, I
realised that the Tunku more than
anyone else had helped to construct the basic edifice of parliamentary democracy- elections,
multi party politics, some scope
for dissent. It was because we
recognised his positive attributes
- while not ignoring his shortcomings- that Aliran bestowed
its 'Outstanding Malaysian'
award upon the Tunku in 1987.
If Aliran could have adopted such
a balanced attitude towards the
Tunku, there is no reason why all
of us cannot evaluate Dr.
Mahathir's successes and failures
in an equally just and equitable
manner. By all means criticise
his wrongdoings - the Tun
Salleh episode, the emasculation
of the judiciary, the subservience
of the media, detention without
trial, land rights of certain indigenous groups, the plight of urban
settlers- but also show that you
are magnanimous enough to
recognise his many accomplishments.
Dr. Mahathir, more than any
other leader in the South today,
has made courageous attempts to

strengthen South-South coopera- deeming qualities in him, shows
tion. Of all the projects adopted that Kua's assessment of human
by the South Commission, it is beings and human endeavours is
only those projects initiated by terribly immature and infantile.
Malaysia such as SITTDEC ,
which have worked to some ex- Even in his evaluation of human
tent. Likewise, when most lead- rights issues and trends, he disers chose to kowtow to the US on plays the same tendency to make
the question of holding an APEC sweeping generalisations, to dissummit in Seattle in November tort facts, to look at only one side
1993, Dr. Mahathir alone refused of the picture. Kua should realise
to bow to the arrogant might of that the situation that confronts us
the superpower. On a number of is so complex that it would be
other issues involving the rights foolish, even dangerous to reduce
of small nations - Rwanda, So- everything into simplistic
malia, Bosnia - the Malaysian black-and-white categories. As
Prime Minister has taken the side Jawaharlal Nehru once cautioned
of justice and fair play.
us: the world is not in black and
white. It is in shades of grey.
Of course, there are other conflicts - Algeria, Kashmir, East Kua's one-sided , distorted
Timur- where JUST's position generalisations emerge in some of
would differ from Mahathir 's. the cases that he cites to show how
Even on the PLO-Israel Accord, bad the human rights situation is
our approaches vary. But every- in the country. He talks of "the
thing considered, Dr. Mahathir plight and anxieties of parents and
has demonstrated through both students who are forced to spend
word and deed that he will not thousands of ringgit on overseas
acquiesce with Western global studies." But he fails to concede
domination and is committed to that the twinning programmes, the
the growth of a just world which establishment of numerous priwill protect the dignity of all hu- vate colleges and the increased
man beings. This is why I invited intake into state universities have
him to deliver the keynote ad- helped to reduce the anxieties of
dress at our international confer- parents and students. It is partly
ence. Just as I was prepared, as because their anxieties have been
Aliran President, to recognise the reduced that the DAP's represenTunku's good work- without tation in Parliament and the State
downplaying his flaws- so am Assemblies was also drastically
I willing, as JUST Director, reduced in the recent General
to acknowledge Mahathir's Election.
achievements - without glossing over his shortcomings.
Minorities

Generalisations
Kua Kia Soong is not capable of
adopting such an approach. His
blind, irrational condemnation of
a person, as if there are no reA/iran Monthly 1995: 15(5) Page 35

Kua also whines about the nonrecognition of the Malaysian Chinese Independent Secondary
School Certificate, the alleged
denial of the right of the Catholic
community in Shah Alam to com-

plete the building of their church, every week but it is a meaningand the refusal to allow Bud- less gesture when one considers
dhists in Air Itam, Johor to build the insults, the harassment, the
a temple. While I have always discrimination, the persecution
maintained that some of the that Muslims suffer every day at
grievances of the non-Malays the hands of racist elements in
and non-Muslims in the sphere British society. The ill-treatment
of cultural and religious rights are of the Muslim and indeed other
legitimate and should be re- coloured minorities - which is
solved, it would be a travesty of very well documented - reaches
truth and justice to create the im- its peak in the occasional, but
pression that minorities are sup- often brutal, slaughter of some
pressed in this country. This is poor soul by some racist White
what Kua has always tried to do. youth gang. Hate crimes of this
I had clashed with him on this sort are unheard of in Malaysia
issue eight years ago. His style and most other Asian societies.
is to pick up instances here and This is why there is no need for
there and blow them out of all Asians "to prove that we are
proportion, while ignoring the fairer and more tolerant than the
larger picture.
West ... "
And what is the larger picture?
This is a society where minority
languages are widely spoken in
various spheres of public and private life; minority cultures are
widely practised; and minority
religions are professed without
hindrance. In this regard, this is
one of the very few countries in
the world where the religious festivals of very small minorities6 per cent of the population; 9 per
cent of the population- are observed as national holidays. To
put it more pointedly, compare
the rights enjoyed by Buddhist or
Hindu or Christian minorities in
Malaysia with the tragic plight of
the Muslim minority in Thailand
or the Philippines or Myanmar
and you will begin to appreciate
what I mean.
Better still, compare the situation
of the Christian minority in Malaysia with that of the Muslim
minority in Britain. Yes, you
have "Words of Faith" on BBC

This does not mean that there is
no room for improvement in our
societies. For many years now, I
have advocated the airing of nonMuslim religious programmes
over our Television especially
those that emphasise shared universal values. I have also proposed that non-Muslim pupils
should be taught their own religions, a sort of Pupils' Own Religion (POR). But most important of all, in the last 20 years or
so, I have constantly urged my
non-Muslim sisters and brothers
to understand and to appreciate
the remarkable breadth of accommodation accorded to their
religions in this Muslim-majority society of ours. Sad to say,
Kua is one person who has stubbornly refused to acknowledge
this.

Development
Kua also refuses to concede that
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cant level of economic and social
development - which is higher
than that of the Philippines and
Thailand, even if their literacy
rates are slightly better than ours.
For Kua, the evidence that Malaysia is not doing well is that we
were "second only to Japan in
terms of economic growth" in
1957 but have now been overtaken by other countries in the
regwn.
Kua forgets that unlike certain
other countries in the region,
Malaysia had to undertake a massive
affirmative
action
programme in order to rectify serious ethnic imbalances - a
programme which gave as much
emphasis to redistribution of
wealth as to mere economic
growth. It is a policy that has paid
off for as the United Nations Human Development Report ( 1994)
notes "Malaysia presents one of
the world's most striking examples of positive policy action
in favour of one disadvantaged
ethnic group. By achieving a
broad national consensus for this
objective, it has steadily created
a more cohesive and more prosperous society."
Based upon this assessment, the
UN's Social Summit in
Copenhagen in March 1995
lauded Malaysia as one of the
eleven success stories in the world
of a society which has attained
considerable social integration
through equitable economic development.
While we as Malaysians should
feel proud about this, we should
not ignore some of the pitfalls in
the type of development that is

taking place in the country.
Partly because of the increasing
power of global capitalism,
partly
because
of
the
government's own development
priorities, there is a growing tendency within the middle and upper classes to view the acquisition and accumulation of wealth
as the be-ali and end-all of human existence. The 'make more
money,' the 'get rich quick' syndrome is threatening to undermine what must always remain
the fundamental goal of any society: the enhancement of human
compassion and social justice.
Instead of alerting us to such pitfalls in development in a sober,
analytical manner, Kua is only
interested in launching one diatribe after another against the
government. He asks why the
Malaysian government still refuses "to ratify crucial UN covenants and conventions on social,
economic and cultural rights?
Why has the government not ratified CEDAW (the Convention on
the Elimination of all Forms
of Discrimination Against
Women)?"
I believe that the Malaysian government should ratify the Economic, Social and Cultural
Rights Convenant, the Civil and
Political Rights Covenant,
CEDAWand other conventions.
This was spelt out in an article I
wrote in 1990 but I know that
ratifying UN documents in itself
does not mean much. There are
many governments which have
ratified all the important covenants and conventions; their actual human rights record however

is often quite appalling. What is
more important is improving
human rights and elevating human dignity through legislative
reform and policy changes.

Domination
Kua's inability to probe issues
beyond what is superficially obvious is reflected in at least one
other instance. He laments that
JUST's conceptualisation of global domination " is devoid of
class analysis." He talks of "the
common interests of the exploited classes in both North and
South ... "
Is it true that workers in the North
and the South - as a case in
point- share common interests
arising out of their common exploitation?
When a German textile worker
urges his government to raise tariffs in order to check the import
of cheaper textiles from
Bangladesh, he knows that his
demand could result in thousands
of Bangladeshi textile workers
being thrown out of their jobs.
For the German worker what
matters is his own job, his income, his lifestyle. He wants his
government to protect his interests. He does not care about solidarity with his Bangladeshi counterpart.
Similarly, when an Italian toy
manufacturer moves his factory
to Ecuador, in search of bigger
profits, the Italian workers who
lose their jobs in the process are
not going to embrace the
Ecuadorean factory hands as
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their new-found comrades in the
fight against global capitalism.
These are the economic realities
that confront us in the North and
the South in this era of
Transnational Corporations
(TNCs) and transnational capital
flows.
What is required in such a situation is not some simplistic class
analysis that calls upon the exploited classes of the North and
the South to unite but a sophisticated examination of the new patterns of domination and control
and their impact upon the powerless in different countries and regions of the world. Individuals
and groups in the South and the
North concerned about these patterns of domination and control
- which may have national and
regional,
religious
and
civilisational dimensions to them
- should be encouraged to dialogue with one another, to seek
common ground, and, if possible,
to work towards specific objectives. This is what JUST is trying to do.

Corruption
Having dealt with the main issues
raised by Kua, let me now turn to
some of the personal barbs directed at me. Kua implies that I
am not concerned about the alleged corruption of Malaysian
elites. He must know that I have
spent decades writing and
speaking against corruption,
nepotism and other similar moral
misdemeanours in Malaysia and
elsewhere. In the last few year.s,
it is of course true, I have given

less attention to these issues
mainly because I have chosen to
devote my energies to global
questions. Nonetheless, whenever the need arises to remind the
Malaysian elite ofthe importance
of integrity and honesty in public life, I have not failed to do so.
(see for instance my letter to the
New Straits Times, 5 May 1995).

yelping on their behalf- so that
everyone will ignore the watchdogs.

A Shift?
This leads me to a third point that
Kua has raised - what he calls
'The Chandra puzzle." Kua
wants me to explain my "paradigm shift."

Iraq); what unjust global economic dominance was (oil as the
principal reason for the War);
what unjust global media dominance was (the mobilisation of the
Western electronic and print media for the War) ; and what unjust
global technological and scientific dominance was (the role of
sophisticated communication and
military technology in the War).

Media
Kua has also, in his own subtle,
crafty way, tried to give the impression that I no longer believe
in an independent media. Rest
assured, Kua, that I remain as
committed as ever to the role of
the media as a watchdog. During the recent General Election,
I tried on two occasions to put
across this message through the
electronic media - but to no
avail.
Since the formation of JUST in
September 1992, I have begun to
appreciate even more the importance of a good watchdog within the international arena.
For the forces that dominate the
international arena are much
more powerful and far less accountable than any national government. They will not tolerate a
watchdog that barks whenever
they commit an injustice. This
is why they muffle watchdogs so
that their barks will not attract the
attention of decent, ordinary men
and women living in the West. In
fact, the dominant centres of
power in the West are so sophisticated in the art of control that
they even breed lap dogs in nonWestern societies who will do the

There has been no paradigm shift
- if by that one implies a break
with my past pattern of thinking,
my previous worldview and values. In a number of interviews
and articles (for instance, in the
NST 8 November 1994 and The
Star 19 February 1995), I have
explained at great length why I
am now focusing upon global issues, why I have moved to the
global arena. But my fundamental concerns remain the same:
accountability; human rights and
human dignity; the nature of development; inter-cultural relations; the role of religion in social transformation.
Perhaps Kua does not understand
why I have chosen to address
these concerns within the global
context. It was the Gulf War
(1991) which convinced me that
an overwhelmingly powerful
global system, dominated by the
West, was emerging. It was going to be an unjust and unequal
system. The Gulf War showed
what unjust global political
dominance was (the role of the
UN Security Council in the War);
what unjust global military dominance was (the 33-nation US-led
military alliance that pulverised
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I realised that this unjust US-led
global system - without the
counter weight provided by the
Soviet Union - would pursue
with relentless determination certain objectives. One, it would
strengthen and globalise capitalism. The acquisition of wealth,
the maximisation of profits would
become the driving force of the
global economy. Two , it would
make the individual-centred notion of human rights - with specific emphasis upon civil and political liberties - the global political ideology. It is this ideology that is most conducive to
capitalist growth. Three, it would
seek to destroy any institution,
idea or ideology that tries to resist the dominant power of global capitalism and its concomitant
political ideology. Religion, particularly Islam, which has a different view of life and its purpose
would be a primary target.
Because of its power- derived
mainly from the economy and
technology - this global system
has begun to impact upon the life
of each and every human being
on earth. Whether it is the worth
and value of our money or our
conception of human rights, the

influence of global forces, which
have become so much stronger in
I the nineties, is unmistakable. By
and large, these forces, as I have
hinted, are eroding values of love,
compassion and justice, so vital
to human civilisation. They are
exacerbating economic, social
and political disparities at the global level. They are depriving the
vast majority of humanity of
genuine access to power, wealth
• and knowledge.

It is because of the disastrous
consequences of globalisation
and the global system as they express themselves today, that my
friends (S.M. Mohamed Idris,
Anwar Fazal and others) and I
decided to form the Just World
Trust. It is an attempt to provide
moral and intellectual resistance
to global dominance and to
evolve a viable alternative. Our
'Rethinking Human Rights' Conference of December 1994 was
part of that endeavour.

14 :12), there is no reference to
"insignificant individuals." Perhaps Kua is referring to the interview I gave the Sunday Star
( 19 February 1995) where I
talked of "insignificant individuals who see themselves as standard bearers of human rights
(critics)."

human rights derived from the
Western liberal tradition. It is in
that sense that they are insignificant as far as Malaysian society
is concerned for the vast majority
of our people believe in God and
cherish religion . The stridently
secular outlook of these
individuals makes them different
from JUST whose concept of and
approach to human rights and
human dignity is rooted in religion. This is one of the reasons
why they remain so vehemently
opposed to us. It explains in part
why all our attempts to make them
understand our conference have
failed.

It is amazing how Kua can equate
the "insignificant individuals" in
my interview to the "wretched"
people that the prophets had defended! This is yet another example of how Kua deliberately
distorts the truth in order to score
a point. Or is it yet another piece
of evidence of his ignorance of
The Holy Qu'ran has a way of
religion?
describing those who refuse
The "insignificant individuals" to understand, who continue
that I refer to are certainly not to deny the truth. Such people,
poor. Neither are they oppressed it says, are "Deaf, dumb and
or exploited. These so-called de- blind, they are void of wisdom."
fenders of human rights are part (Sura2: 171) 0
of the middle, and in some instances, the upper class of society. Some of them live in posh
houses drive $1'0UDd in expcn-

EDITOR'S NOTE

We would like to
close discussion
on this topic
as it is felt
that everything
that has to be said
had been said
and it would serve
no useful purpose
in prolonging it
any further
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