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COVER STORY

Vote

For

Change

Vote for participatory democracy
Vote for reform of a one-coalition to a two-coalition system
Vote for multi-ethnic, multi-religious dialogue and co-operation
alaysians will be going to the polls for the
tenth time on 29 November 1999.

the past two years were due
to the interventions of foreign
powers and interests into
Malaysian affairs, and certain
Malaysian leaders (namely
For the first time, there will Anwar) allowing themselves
be a real choice for the vot- to be used by these foreigners: between the 14-party ers.
Barisan Nasional (BN, previously the Alliance) which has On the other hand, the BA
been in power for 42 years, sees a need for reforms. The
and the Barisan Alternative past years’ problems were of
(BA), a new-coalition com- the BN’s own making. There
prising , the Democratic Ac- had been clear abuse of execution Party (DAP), Parti tive power; therefore any
Rakyat Malaysia (PRM), Parti prime minister should in fuIslam SeMalaysia (PAS) and ture be restricted to two terms
the new Parti Keadilan in office. The judiciary and
Negara (KeADILan).
legal system has lost its integrity; therefore a Royal Commission should be formed to
Stark
Differences
investigate several cases of
Both coalitions have unveiled conflict of interests. Indeed,
their election manifestos. The the ISA should be repealed
BN claims that it is a proven and other coercive laws reforce. Under its rule, there viewed. Too often these past
has been political stability, years, these laws were used
economic development and to curb and curtail dissent
racial
harmony.
All and criticism. There are other
Malaysians, it claims, have a calls to put an end to the
place and have opportunities, abuse of special rights granted
under the Malaysian sun. The to the Bumiputeras, and to
BN system has worked. provide help to weak and
There is therefore no need for marginalised Malaysians, reany drastic change to existing gardless of ethnicity, social
BN programmes. It further background or religion. Other
claims that the turbulence of calls are for the introduction

M

of minimum wage legislation,
for guarantees on the freedom of our media, 90-day
maternity leave, a 5-day wee,
etc.
The contrasts between the
BN’s call to maintain the status quo because it has worked
and does not need any fixing,
AND the BA’s call for drastic
reforms to right the wrongs
of past abuses by the BN government could not be more
stark.

Participatory
Democracy
In this election, as in previous
elections, Aliran calls for participatory democracy.
By this it is meant not merely
the holding of elections, but
upholding the rule of law
wherein the people are guaranteed their rights to express
their opinions freely; to organise and assemble peacefully, and if arrested be given
a fair trial. It further means
establishing autonomous government institutions which
check and balance one another; consulting the people
in between elections, and being accountable. It includes
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the emergence of free and responsible media. It also
means the right to practice
and promote our languages,
cultures and religions, and
the responsibility to respect
and co-operate with those of
other languages, cultures and
religions.

There are very clear moves
towards this form of twoparty system in neighbouring
ASEAN countries. Voting for
change, therefore, is the norm
all over.

It is because of this demand
for participatory democracy
that Aliran calls upon all
Malaysians to vote for meaningful change.

Aliran also wishes to state
categorically that it is against
the formation of an Islamic
state in Malaysia or in any of
the states of Malaysia. This
goal is inconsistent with our
multi-ethnic, multi-religious
society.

Vote

For

Change

This vote for change is a vote
to transform our party system which has been dominated by a single coalition for
42 years to a party system
made up of two fairly evenly
matched coalitions which allows for change of government from one coalition to
another every 5 or 10 years.
A vote for the Barisan Alternative is not to enable the BA
to rule for the next 42 years.
Instead, it will allow for deepening democracy in Malaysia.
This is consistent with
Aliran’s call for a participatory democracy.
Such a two-coalition or twoparty system, which allows
voters to choose between two
viable coalitions or parties, is
the norm in numerous countries ranging from developing
countries like Jamaica, Guyana and India to developed
countries like Britain, the
United States and Canada.

Islamic State and
Inter-religious
Dialogue

This is not to say, as some BN
parties have claimed, that the
formation of the BA is a sham
and that those opposed to the
formation of an Islamic state
should not be cooperating
with PAS which advocates
the formation of an Islamic
state.
On the contrary, Aliran always welcomes cooperation
among people of different
faiths and of different ethnic backgrounds. Indeed,
the coming together of PAS,
DAP. KeADILan and PRM
is one of the most promising
developments in our post
independence political history. By having PAS and
DAP in the same coalition,
it tends to moderate their
views substantially because
pragmatic politics dents the
sharp and extreme demands of factions within
these parties. All over the

world, coalition building involves compromises and
thus results in the containment of extreme opinions.
Let us give you two example. In India, the BJP which
is the main partner of the
ruling coalition started off as
a Hindu extremist party.
Their supporters were responsible for the destruction
of the Babri Mosque in
Ayuthia in North India. One
of their campaign platforms
was to rebuild a Sri Ram
Hindu temple on the site of
the destroyed mosque. However, in the process of coalition formation, this extremist position had to be abandoned because of the influence of the other coalition
partners, especially the regional parties such as the
Telegu Desam Party headed
by Chandrababhu Naidu.
(The irony is that his fatherin-law became famous by
acting as Sri Rama in
Ramayana movies.)
The second example is the
BN coalition itself the main
rationale for the formation
and continued existence of
the 3 main component parties, ie. UMNO, MCA and
MIC, has been to fight for
the ethnic rights of each of
their respective communities. As such, these parties
have become the natural reservoir for ethnic extremists.
The only reason why the ethnic contradictions among
the BN component party are
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not exposed is that the pro- upholds universal values
BN media does not highlight like justice, compassion,
these differences.
fairness and truth. Hence
Aliran rejects the naive
Let us not forget that 30 years claim by some BN quarters
ago, Dr. Mahathir was con- that a vote for the BA is a
sidered a Malay ultra. In the vote for PAS and a vote for
1969 elections, he insulted the the Islamic state
Chinese voters in his constituency by saying that he did Rather, a vote for the BA in
not need their support to win.
Many of the indignant Chinese voted for his PAS oppoGrossly
nent, Haji Yusof Rawa, and
as a result Dr. Mahathir lost
And
Gravely
his seat.
Nevertheless the fact is when
these three racially based parties formed a coalition, they
were compelled to give up
many of their ethnic demands in the interest of securing political power.
If this can happen with the
BN, we cannot see any reason why the same thing cannot take place with the BA.
By the formation of this coalition, dialogue, tolerance and
understanding is enhanced
and the celebration of our differences made possible.
In fact, it is Aliran’s firm belief that the various religions
share a common core of universal values and that these
common values can be the
basis not only of co-operation over many aspects of
our everyday lives, but of
effective governance. This
has been made manifest in
the joint manifesto prepared
by the BA parties which

Aliran is totally disappointed
with the Election Commission
for not displaying any sense
of fairness and justice in allowing for less than a 10-day
campaign period.
This is grossly inadequate and
raises grave doubts regarding
the Commission’s impartiality.
We are equally concerned that
the Commission did not ensure a fair level playing field
for the opposition. There is
hardly any time for printing
of posters and for mounting an
effective campaign. It doesn’t
take great intelligence to realise this.
Fixing polling day on a working day is yet another absurdity and according to thinking
Malaysians, it is intended to
deny a high voter turn out,
which may be to the advantage of the opposition. A lower
turn out will be in the interest
of the BN and therefore, it is

the 1999 election is A Vote for
Change, A Vote for Participatory Democracy, A Vote for
Reform from a one-coalition
system to a two-coalition system, which offers voters a
real choice, and A Vote for
Multi-ethnic and Multi-religious Dialogue and Cooperation. q

Inadequate
Disappointing
argued, wider participation in
the electoral process has to be
discouraged to assist the BN.
If it is the Election Commission
Chairman’s concern that the
country should not be without
a government for too long – and
therefore the polling had to be
fixed as soon as possible — it
is misconceived and totally
misplaced. There is no justification to sustain this view. The
Constitution allows for a 60day interim period and a caretaker government is in place. It
is not as though nobody is in
charge of the day-to-day affairs.
Aliran calls upon the government to declare November 29
a public holiday to make the
10 th General Election meaningful and to convince the
rakyat that the BN is serious
about democracy and the electoral process.
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P. Ramakrishnan
President
12 November 1999

ELECTIONS '99

Vote

For

a

Better

Government!

The Thinking Voter's Checklist
1.

Human

Rights

It is a basic universal right that
anyone who is to be jailed for
whatever crime must be charged
before a court of law and allowed
to put up a defence according to
the principles of universal legal
practice. The ISA is an affront to
such a basic human right. It
should be abolished and be rejected by all right-minded citizens. Freedom of expression is
also a basic democratic right,
which has been systematically
maimed in Malaysia by the introduction of various undemocratic
laws and regulations.
We demand that such laws as the
Police Act, Printing Presses and
Publications Act and the requirement of an annual printing and
publishing license be abolished.
It is a basic universal right that
anyone who is to be jailed for
whatever crime must be charged
before a court of law and be allowed to put up a defence according to universally accepted legal
principles.
The ISA is an affront to basic human rights. It should be abolished
and rejected by all right-minded
citizens. Freedom of expression is
also a basic democratic right,
which has been systematically
maimed in Malaysia by the introduction of various undemocratic
laws and regulations. We demand
that such laws as the Police Act,
the Printing Presses and Publica-

tions Act and the requirement of
an annual printing and publishing license be abolished.
We the citizens of Malaysia demand respect for and implementation of the following basic
rights:
• No detention without trial and
abolition of the ISA
• Freedom of Speech, Assembly
and Association
• Freedom of the Press including
the abolition of the KDN (annual licence for newspapers)

2.

Judiciary

Since the sacking of the former
Lord President Tun Salleh Abbas
in 1988, the Malaysian Judiciary
has
taken
a
perceptible
downslide and appears to have
lost all sense of autonomy and independence. It virtually acts as a
branch of the executive rather
than as a separate branch of the
state that should serve as a check
and balance together with parliament against executive excesses.
All citizens, whether in high
places or low, powerful or weak,
rich or poor deserve to have justice meted out by the courts in a
fair and independent manner according to the principle of natural justice.
We the citizens of Malaysia demand that the rule of law be enforced by implementing the following:
• Fair courts with competent and

qualified judges
• Due process and natural justice
• Justice for all not only for the
rich and powerful
• Justice must be not only done
but be seen to be done

3.

Media

There is too much concentration
of media ownership in a few politically well-connected hands
which consequently impinges in
many ways upon the freedom of
the media and expression. In addition, laws such as the Printing
Presses and Publications Act, the
Official Secrets Act, and the Sedition Act have impeded the free
flow of information in our society.
We urge that these laws be repealed so that the media can operate more professionally and ethically. A Freedom of Information
Act is also required to ensure free
flow of information.

4.

Money

Politics

Malaysian elections have increasingly become laced and sullied by
money politics; literally millions
of ringgit are spent to win an election. The Election Commission
and the other relevant authorities
such as the courts must play their
role in seeing that candidates
strictly adhere to the legal limits
of campaign spending. Other
forms of electoral fraud such as
the use of phantom voters,
mulitple registration of voters and
the illegal transfer of voters to dif-
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ferent voting areas must also be
stopped.
We the citizens of Malaysia are
disgusted with the manner in
which money and wealth are used
to win influence and votes and
call for the authorities to:
• Eradicate vote buying and corruption
• Eliminate phantom voters
• Stop politicians from making
false election promises
• Limit the amount of money to
be spent on elections
• Stop the use of government
funds and facilities by political parties in elections
• Provide funds to political parties so that donations to the
parties is not coerced or lead
to corruption

5.

Local

Governance

A very important and basic right
of citizens was set aside when local government was abolished in
the early 1970s. The ostensible
excuse was that because city councillors were elected there was too
much inefficiency and corruption
at the local level of government.
Malaysians know that today there
is inefficiency and corruption—
more so perhaps—in the state and
federal levels of government. Inefficiency and corruption must be
tackled as separate problems and
not be used as an excuse to deprive citizens of the basic right to
democratic representation at the
local level of government. It is the
right of all citizens to have duly
elected representatives in the municipal councils as practised in
the past.
We demand that:
• Representative local government be restored
• Municipal councillors be

elected, not appointed
• There be adequate funding and
facilities for municipalities
• There be “no local taxation
without representation”!

6.

Wages, Equity and
Development

Development must not only stress
economic growth but also the fair
and just distribution of income
and wealth among all the people.
Development must also ensure
that all citizens are entitled to basic economic and social rights.
A better government must then:
• Provide for a minimum wage
for all workers as it constitutes
a basic economic rights. All
workers must minimally be
able to live a relatively decent
and humane existence on their
wages.
• Enforce more widespread distributive policies in the area of
taxation and headstart benefits for the economically disadvantaged in the form of micro-credit facilities.
• Balance its pro-business policies with business participation in welfare programmes.
• Stop the privatisation of public goods and amenities namely education, health and
public utilities - as there is no
proof that quality of services
can be improved nor is there
evidence to show that rates
and fees will not be hiked. To
make it worse, privatisation, as
it is being carried out, only benefits the politically connected.

7. Cost of living
In the last year or so, many basic
food items have jumped in prices.
How much can you now buy at
the market with RM20? Chicken,

fish, other meat - they are all
costly. So you try to be vegetarian?
But vegetables are competing with
meat in price-hikes. How can we
feed our families so that they get a
balanced diet? As for eating out,
that is a no-no for most people as
it will dent their budget. And movies cost RM7 at some places. So,
old or young, we “lepak” at the
mushrooming shopping malls,
looking at goods displayed and
not buying, wondering, “Who
buys these expensive goods?”
Add to this, transport, medical
and other necessary expenditure
and you get the picture. A good
government should make sure that
the cost of living is not always
going up.

8.

Public

Amenities

Clean air and water, proper garbage disposal systems, affordable
and safe public transit, good
roads, are some of the public
amenities we are concerned
about. We also don’t want to have
blackouts so often that our food is
ruined, our businesses suffer and
we don’t feel safe, etc. We remember too the cut in water supply not
so long ago which caused so much
hardship. We got no answer to
our question why areas where affluent, powerful people live did
not have water rationing then. On
the matter of roads, we don’t have
enough traffic lights at busy junctions and so we risk our lives daily.

9.

Healthcare

If health is indeed important to us
all, then healthcare is equally crucial. However, public hospitals
and clinics have all experienced
changes that essentially run counter to the common good of
Malaysians, particularly the poor
and the marginalised. A caring
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government must provide increased and better health services
to its people.

10.

Housing

It is a disgrace and a major failure
of the government of the day that
housing remains unavailable and
inadequate for the vast majority
of Malaysians. In contrast, in the
years of economic boom the government has allowed housing developers to build luxury housing
and condominiums, which are
only affordable to the very rich
and foreigners. Such a policy has
only helped to enrich a small
number of developers while leaving the vast majority of citizens
exposed to high or barely affordable rents.
As citizens, we demand:
• More affordable housing for all
• More low cost and medium cost
housing
• Reduction of grand projects
and expensive condominiums
• Building of more parks, green
lungs and playgrounds
• Improvement of roads and
public transport in housing
areas

11.

Education

dren and parents are obsessed
with exam performance and
schools have few joyful aspects
for the young.
A better government must then:
• Work seriously at improving
the quality of our education
within the hours of schooling
so that students will not have
to depend on extra and costly
tutorial classes which children of poor families would not
be able to afford.
• Balance the stress on academic
excellence with the obligation
to provide space and access for
the development of diverse talents among children, from the
creative to the scientific.
• Create a schooling environment that is safe (against
crimes), one which is comfortable (with ample furnishing,
no more heavy school-bags)
and enjoyable (with humane
and caring teachers).
• Assess thoroughly the impact
of
privatisation
and
corporatisation upon higher
education and stop entrepreneurs from treating education
as a commercial, profit-making
opportunity.

12.

The role of our education system
is not only to produce a welltrained and productive workforce,
but also to develop character and
provide opportunities for the
growth of diverse and creative talents among the young. Our education system must also be retained as a cauldron for the sustenance of respect, unity and integration of diverse ethnicities, religions and cultures. Today our
education system is undergoing
rapid but erratic change, the quality of our education is amiss, chil-

Environment

In the name of economic
progress, many development
projects have been implemented
without taking sufficient care for
the environment. Thus, for instance, our land and rivers and
sea get polluted by the industries.
Certain housing projects and
highways cut into hills, subsequently causing landslides,
floods and misery to many
Malaysians. We call for a conscientious approach to development that will not cause irreparable damage to the environment.

13.

Land

Use

We the citizens of Malaysian are
highly disturbed by the arbitrary
and often facile way in which
precious state and other land is
alienated for so-called development projects.
We demand that when any land
use is contemplated, the authorities should:
• Consult the citizens before approving development projects
• Carry out independent environmental impact assessments
• Hold polls to solicit citizens
views
• Impose strict laws and regulations on developers
• Ensure that land development
does not prove to be unhealthy
and unsafe

14.

Agriculture

Over the years, with the government’s zeal to industrialise, agriculture has been sidelined, resulting in the nation having to import
foodstuffs and incur huge import
bills. In addition, large tracts of
land have been used to plant cash
crops, which do not necessarily
benefit ordinary Malaysians. To
make matters worse, excessive
and careless use of pesticides has
poisoned much of our foodstuff,
particularly vegetables. Agro-business is one cause of this excessive
use of pesticide. We urge a future
government to emphasise agriculture that is environment-friendly
and caters to the basic needs of
the ordinary Malaysians.

15.

Women

Women contribute just as much as
men to the economic prosperity of
the nation. On top of it all, they
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carry a bigger responsibility in
nurturing the young, in preparing
food, and in maintaining a liveable space for the continuance of
our daily lives. They also lack
power in government and politics
and they are also more easily subjected to violent crimes involving
their sexuality.

and perpetuated especially if they
are in complete harmony with
nature. But their respective cultures must not be maintained
solely for the gaze of the tourists.

A better government must then:
• Provide affordable, high quality childcare facilities especially for low and middle-income working women
• Ensure a high standard of maternal and reproductive health
for all women.
• Lengthen the duration of maternity leave for all women to
at least six months.
• Provide a minimum allowance
to non-working women whose
household income is below a
certain range. Women more
than men, spend their money
on the improvement of their
household and less on excesses.
• Redress the incidence of violent crimes against women,
namely domestic violence,
rape, incest and sexual harassment by participating directly
in the setting up of more Women’s Crisis Centres, throughout
the country.
• Set up mechanisms to increase
women’s political representation at all levels, from local government to the senate.

We abhor the mega projects that
waste our country’s resources to
satisfy the egos of certain people.
Billions of ringgit, which could
have been used to uplift the standard of living among Malaysians,
have been squandered on unproductive mega projects. Mega
projects also provide easy opportunities for unscrupulous individuals to engage in corrupt practices such as kickbacks and bribes.
They also tend to displace traditional communities often with
paltry compensation that does not
take into account the loss of entire
lifestyles and communities. Mega
projects have drained our country’s resources while enriching a
few individuals and politically
connected companies. The money
spent on mega projects could easily have been used to vastly improve our education and
healthcare systems, wipe out poverty, provide social security benefits, and solve the housing problem once and for all.

16.
Indigenous
Communities
Many of the indigenous communities do not seem to have benefited from the development
projects that had been undertaken
by the government. That said, we
would argue that their cultures
and lifestyle must be respected

17.

Mega Projects/
Displacement
of People

18.

Special

such people? We need to have
wheelchair accessible public
buildings and some public transit facilities that cater for the needs
of the blind and other physicallychallenged folk and the aged.
Very often, the mentally-challenged are even more ignored because they merely seem ”strange”
and”odd”. How many parents
with autistic, or other mentallychallenged children have asked
desperately, “Why aren’t there adequate facilities for teaching our
children who have these special
needs?” “Why are we left to our
own limited ways to help our special children to learn and grow?”
If only some of the money spent
on mega-projects were used to
help special people, we would really be proud of “Malaysia
Boleh”, ie. Malaysia can and will
care for its own citizens with their
different needs. Has the government done enough?

19.

Personal

Security

Malaysia is often seen as a safe
country. Some people think that
they can get up at 1 a.m. and just
walk to the hawker stall for char
koay teow, or chapati or satay.
Most of us would think this is asking for trouble and we would be
right. How many cases of snatch
thefts are reported?

People

A government sincerely committed to a caring society should not
merely have slogans about caring
but give us more action. Groups
in our society who have special
neeeds include the aged, the
physically and mentally disabled
(eg. the blind, those in wheelchairs, the autistic, those with
Down Syndrome, etc.). Are our
public facilities user-friendly for

How many of us wake up with a
shiver when we hear noises at
night because houses in our area
have just been broken into? It isn’t
only our valuables, it’s our bodies we worry about. Will we be
hurt? Recently, someone was
slashed by two robbers in the lift
while trying to get to her flat. We
worry when our daughter or son
is late home. It isn’t enough to say,
“Crime happens in all countries,
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what to do?
... Apa boleh buat?”
Shouldn’t we ask, “How effective
are the authorities concerned in
protecting our bodies, our homes,
our families?

20.

Showy Culture
(Bolehland)

“Malaysia Boleh” seems to have
infected many people. In recent
times, we have expeditions to conquer mountains, to go to the Antarctic, to sail around the world,
etc. The bigger the better, it seems,
never mind how much the funding for such feats and where it’s
coming from, we have to show the
world we are living in
“Bolehland”. It is almost astronomical the money spent on this
showy one-upmanship.
And what does it all amount to?
We are not blazing any trail nor
pioneering any useful expeditions. We only follow what other
explorers in times past have done.
Shouldn’t the money be put to better use than simply imitating
what has been done long ago? Our
sense of pride as a people and a
nation should not be so easily
fired up by these “Malaysia
Boleh” projects. There are so
many other projects - even if they
are less glamourous - that are
much, much more important to the
rakyat in the street such as wiping out poverty, providing lowcost houses, and improving our
education and healthcare systems.
Do the showy, publicity-craving
“world record breaking”events
we have witnessed improve our
daily lives one bit? Or, do they help
promote some global company as
sponsors of these mega-events
and help someone get a
“datukship” along the way? q

Eight
Months
To
Register
A New Voter!
Malaysia
Boleh?
It now turns out that this
year's newly registered
voters will only be able to
vote if the General Elections are held after January 31, 2000. According
to the Commission, it
takes all of eight months
to carry out the process
from registration, to verification, to preparing the
electoral rolls. Furthermore, they say that this
year saw a huge increase
in the number of new
registrants, to about
650,000, compared to
around 250,000 previously.

vote who had yet to enrol.
How much time do they
have to register?
Would you believe right
up to November 26 1999,
that is the day before Polling Day?
Is Malaysia so backward
compared to those islands
down south?

Why can’t the Malaysian
Elections Commission do
as well as the New Zealand Electoral Enrolment
Centre? We would be
more than happy if they
could have enrolment up
In comparison, the New to a week before Polling
Zealand Electoral Enrol- Day.
ment Centre released a
statement on November 2 It’s fine to be “world
1999 informing the people class” in hosting Formula
that there was still time to One racing or the Comenrol for the elections due monwealth Games. But
on November 27 1999. wouldn’t it be better if we
According to the centre, could be “world class” in
there were still about ensuring the rights of vot300,000 persons eligible to ers?
Source: The Malaysian Friday 5 Nov 1999
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ELECTIONS '99
Politics after Mahathir

Thinking

the

Thinkable:

After nearly two decades of domination by one man,
the character of politics in the post-Mahathir period
is bound to be radically different
by Prof Johan Saravanamuttu
alaysian politics is at a
threshold. The current
catharsis that has been
unleashed
by
the
Mahathir regime virtually heralds
its own inevitable and imminent
end although no one can tell just
yet when that end will come.

M

Given the umpteen occasions that
Mahathir has intimated that he
wishes to retire, we shouldn’t be
faulted for assuming that it won’t
be too long a wait. After nearly two
decades of domination by one
man, it is safe to assume that the
character of politics in the postMahathir period is bound to be
radically different.
The thrust of this analysis is to
point to some plausible future scenarios. That is, thinking the thinkable.
Let’s begin the task of imagining
the future by focusing on three
factors crucial to political
change and transformation
in Malaysia. These are 1. Party
and Electoral Politics, 2. Ethnic Relations, and 3. Civil
Society.

1. Party and
Electoral
Politics
To visualise a positive develop-

ment in party politics is not necessarily a pipe dream. There have
been some very encouraging
movements towards a two-party
‘turnover’ system. At the broadest level, this simply implies that
governments can be changed
through periodic elections. In
other words, voters will have a
real choice between at least two
parties or two coalitions, with
possibly a strong third force entering the fray.
This sort of system exists among
advanced democracies such as
Britain, the United States, Germany, Australia, Canada and
Sweden and among developing
Commonwealth countries such as
India, Jamaica and Guyana. The
important thing here is that any
competing party or coalition of
parties can be returned to power
through the ballot box based on
its political platform, programmes
and policies offered to the electorate.
The coming together of the various opposition parties to form the
Barisan Alternatif (Alternative
Front)(BA) is a healthy movement
towards such a two-party system.
For once in our political history,
voters will be given a clear choice
between two viable coalitions - the

Barisan Nasional (BN) or the
Barisan Alternative (BA) - aspiring to form the next government.
Whatever the election results,
hopefully the two fronts will remain largely intact with their
distinct characteristics and programmes so that future voters
will continue to have a real
choice.
In Malaysian politics, where ideology does not seem to be very
important, the two sets of competing agendas or programmes
should be different to make it
easier for citizens to choose.
Already it is clear that the alternative front has more socially oriented programmes and is more reformist-minded than the BN.
Some of the BA’s pledges include
limiting the prime minister to two
terms in office and restoring
elected local government. The BN
as the incumbent relies heavily on
its track record of economic development, stable ethnic relations
and continued distribution of the
economic cake among various
ethnic groups. The BA has challenged the efficacy of these BN
goals and offers instead more social democratic, welfare-oriented
programmes in its economic
policy.
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Related to party politics is the electoral system. Our system, inherited from the British, is based on
single-member constituency representatives. Amendments have
resulted in a rural bias in the delineation of constituencies: the
number of rural as opposed to urban seats is disproportional to
their respective populations.
While this is not necessarily an
unjust policy since urban voters
usually have more channels of
communication with the government, this provision of giving
more seats to rural areas can be
abused.
For example, gerrymandering has
allowed some ethnic communities
to be disproportionately represented while others have no effective representation at all. PostMahathirian politics must address this issue and institute
meaningful democratic reforms to
strengthen and stabilise ethnic
relations while ensuring the
rights of smaller minorities. How
can we do this?
• Restoration of local
government
The first agenda should be the
restoration of elected local government, which was removed in the
early 1970s supposedly because
of corruption and inefficiency.
Local government refers to representative government at the municipality or city level. Our municipalities are already well defined and currently administered
by the federal state.
However, as citizens we pay assessment and other charges to this
level of government and are directly affected by its policies and
administration. Shouldn’t we be
represented by elected officials

and not just by appointees as is
the current practice?
To take an Asian example, Japan
has an extensive tier of local government based on its 47 prefectures (including Tokyo, which is
the largest with 13 million people). Each prefecture has its own
elected governors and assemblies.
At the true local level, it has tens
of elected mayors and hundreds
of elected councillors in cities,
towns and villages.
In Malaysia, having real local government would mean allowing
the people to elect their own representative to the various town,
municipal and city councils. It
would mean allowing the people
to elect city mayors as well.
Electoral reform at the federal and
state level may be problematic but
it is essential. Our system favours
big parties or coalitions and neglects small minorities. Even the
ethnic Indians, who form a significant 10 per cent of our population,
do not constitute a majority in any
constituency. What more the Thai
minority, Portuguese Eurasians,
Penans or Orang Asli? And what
about religious minorities such as
Taoists, Christians and Sikhs?
• Proportional
Representation
Some countries have opted for
Proportional Representation (PR)
because it is considered fairer. Indonesia introduced such a system
for its general election this year.
Sweden is another such example.
Each party has a list of candidates
and wins a number of seats proportionate to its share of the popular vote in an election. To qualify
for seats, however, a party must
have at least 4 per cent of the na-

tional vote and a candidate no less
than 12 per cent of the vote in his
or her constituency.
In Malaysia, because of our ‘firstpast-the post’ single-member constituency system, losing candidates with large shares of the
popular vote don’t get elected.
Neighbouring Singapore, which
undertook electoral reforms since
1988, introduced the Group Representation Constituency (GRC).
Up to six candidates on a party
slate can be elected in one constituency. Minorities get represented by joining a party’s slate.
However, in the Singapore case,
this system works against the
weak opposition forces.
There is no perfect system of
course but some change has to
be made in future to ensure better representation at the local,
state and federal level. A mixture of locally elected councils,
single-member constituencies,
GRCs and some form of PR may
be a good system for Malaysia,
given our highly plural society.
An all-party National Task
Force should be set up to study
such electoral reforms in the
post-Mahathir era.

2.

Ethnic

Relations

Politics after Mahathir will probably see ethnic relations becoming less significant. Thanks to the
success of previous ethnic redistribution programmes begun long
before Mahathir assumed the
reins of government, Malaysian
society is now more ethnically
balanced in terms of income and
distribution of wealth. Ethnicity
has become less identified with
certain professions and occupations, making for better ethnic relations.
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However, even as ethnicity has
declined in importance, its ‘twin’
- religiosity - has been on the rise.
This is not just a local but a global
phenomenon. The Kampong
Rawa incident in Penang last year
(see Aliran Monthly Vol 18, No.
4) is a sober indicator that religious sensibilities are now even
more significant than ethnic sensitivities in certain locales in Malaysia.
There is some positive indication
that in a post-Mahathir era, cultural and religious matters can be
assigned to the realm of a ‘nonpolitical’ arena where our major
cultural differences will not be
compromised. That is, there
should be some consensus that
certain issues are beyond debate.
The May 13, 1969 political watershed more or less has set up parameters for debate over sensitive
issues. Since then political parties
have in a pragmatically and sensibly usually left the most contentious ethnic issues out of parliamentary and state assembly debates. This is done by mutual consent. Similarly, cultural and religious matters can be resolved
within civil society through reasoned debate rather than through
open politics and open politicking over them.
Let us look briefly at what is currently perhaps the most ‘sensitive’
issue of the day—the ‘Islamic
State’. This is really a matter for
Muslims to decide. Muslim civil
society (or ‘masyarakat madani’)
should decide where, how, and to
what extent Islam should or
should not impinge on the public
lives of Muslims. The issue must
be resolved as an intra- and not
as an inter-religious matter since
it is something that remains open
to the process of interpretation

(ijtihad) within Islamic discourse.
Currently, the political party PAS
has taken a very helpful and pragmatic stance on this matter by not
insisting that the Islamic State be
an agenda of the Barisan
Alternatif but rather only that of
the party. It should take the further step to suggest that the Muslim Ummah (community) should
arrive at a common position on the
subject through a process of
ijtihad as well as ijma (consensus)
before it can even be proposed for
national or parliamentary approval.
In a similar vein, it is inappropriate, for example, that a PAS MP in
Parliament has tabled a Muslim
apostasy law as a private member’s bill without a consensus
among the ummah. What is worse
is that UMNO MPs are conspicuous by their silence on the matter.
To what extent have Muslims
themselves agreed on such a matter, and how are non-Muslim MPs
supposed to debate this issue?

3.

Civil

Society

Civil society - the ongoing, active
civil and political forces within
the social fabric other than political parties - is bound to become
more important in a postMahathir era. The social and political role that innumerable nongovernmental organisations
(NGOs) are already playing is extremely encouraging. It is unlikely
that the process can be reversed.
Indeed, despite the many obstacles placed in the way of civil society’s participation and engagement in politics in the past, these
civil and political forces have remained steadfast and persevered
in asserting their role.
The difference between political
parties and NGOs is that the lat-

ter do not vie for political power.
Instead, NGOs see their role as
watchdogs for society and as constant lobbyists and interest
groups influencing governmental
policies through legitimate channels. It is extremely important for
a mature democracy to have a
strong and vibrant civil society. It
provides the necessary ‘social
capital’ for a political system to
function effectively and provides
checks and balances against authoritarian rule
We now have consumer groups,
environmental groups, human
rights organisations, women’s organisations, the Bar Council, and
many cultural and religious associations, all of which play crucial
roles in a plural, democratic society. The recent joint manifesto by
more than 2,000 Chinese
Malaysian associations calling
for far-reaching national reforms
is a sign that Malaysian civil society has arrived and that civil
groups are no more cowed by the
state and its apparatuses of dominance.
Indeed, the ‘eruption’ of peaceful,
non-violent demonstrations by
the Reformasi groups and individuals over the last year is a sign
that civil society cannot be cajoled
anymore by the empty rhetoric of
government spokespersons or
worse, be at the beck and call of
the state. Enlightened and fairminded Malaysian should salute
the (mostly) young, reformminded Malaysians for the resolution and perseverance they have
evinced in pursuing their cause,
risking arrest, battering by the
police and jail terms.
If the above is the broad political
template for a post-Mahathirian
politics in Malaysia, what then
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are the more specific issues
issue that need immediate attention
tention? Let us look at some of
the most important of these and
see how the projected new political framework can address them.
A. Separation of Powers of
the Executive, Legislature
and Judiciary
In a post-Mahathir era, we should
want to separate the current fusing of the powers of the Executive
(the PM and his Cabinet), the Legislature (Parliament and state assemblies) and the Judiciary. The
present situation is truly a perversion of these institutions and goes
against the principle of separation
of powers propounded by the
French philosopher Montesquieu.
The separation of powers of these
three institutions of governance
can be assured only if we also
have a strong system of checks
and balances. A turnover party
system can be a major factor for
such checks and balances. So too
will the re-introduction of elected
local government, which will reduce the concentration of power
at the top.
A strong civil society where
watchdog groups are constantly
keeping vigil over actions of the
government and legislature - especially with respect to their legality and constitutionality - is
another way of maintaining a
strong system of checks and balances.
Unfortunately in Malaysia today,
whatever decisions made by the
Cabinet virtually become instant
law because of the Barisan
Nasional’s massive majority in
Parliament. A strong opposition
and the possibility that it can overturn an incumbent government is

the best way to check the excesses
of a strong state.
B. Towards an elected
Dewan Negara
To ensure that the Lower House
of Parliament - the Dewan Rakyat
- is not the sole arbiter of legislation, the majority of representatives in the Upper House - the
Dewan Negara (Senate) - should
be elected rather than appointed.
This will ensure that Bills passed
by the Lower House are not just
rubber-stamped by the Upper
House but will instead receive
greater scrutiny.
There is, of course, some merit to
appointing several senators to
ensure that smaller communities
and constituencies are represented. Many Upper House models exist and given the variations,
we should introduce a model that
would most suit our political and
social circumstances after an
open consultative process with
civil society
C. An independent Judiciary
As for an independent judiciary,
the system in Japan may be of interest. In Japan, the judiciary consists of the Supreme Court, high
courts and district courts, much
like ours. The most important tier
is the Supreme Court, in which the
Chief Justice is appointed by the
Emperor and 14 other judges are
appointed by the Cabinet. (In Malaysia, all judges are appointed by
the King on the advice of the government).
Most importantly in Japan, all
appointments are subject to a national referendum in the general
election following their appointment and after a ten-year lapse.

An impeachment system also exists, the details of which need not
be spelt out here. What is important is that all Supreme Court
judges are subjected to the people’s vote of confidence twice during their tenure. This ensures
some level of independence of the
judiciary. Malaysians should seriously consider the introduction
of such a procedure as a check on
the independence of the now
much-tainted judiciary.
D. Fundamental Liberties
and Human Rights
The Malaysian constitution actually guarantees fundamental
political and civil liberties such
as freedom of speech, association, assembly and freedom of
religion. However, over the
years, a powerful state has been
able to erode the provisions by
the introduction of a host of legislation aimed at crippling these
provisions. BN governments
have passed or strengthened
laws such as the Internal Security Act, the Official Secrets Act,
the Police Act, and the Printing
Presses and Publications Act, all
of which effectively render
meaningless the original constitutional provisions and guarantees of political freedom.
In a post-Mahathir period, we will
have the daunting but necessary
task of dismantling these repugnant laws. It would be appropriate to set up a non-partisan National Action Council comprising
prominent jurists, lawyers, constitutional experts and notable
members of the public to deliberate on how best to restore rightful
liberties to citizens. Ordinary people should also be consulted
about this and asked to make representations.
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Further to this, a national referendum should be conducted to seek
a mandate to fully restore these
fundamental rights in our constitution. To ensure that rights also
come with responsibilities, those
holding high public offices such
as the Prime Minister, Cabinet
Ministers, MPs and Senators
would be required to take an oath
to uphold the spirit, if not the letter, of the constitution. Any breach
of this oath could subject the offending public official to an impeachment procedure.

occurring in Indonesia after
Suharto. Why not in Malaysia after Mahathir?

E. Cronyism and Corruption

The Anti-Corruption Agency
must not only be given more teeth
but must ensure that its work is
carried out without fear or favour.
In keeping with this, the special
oath that all ACA officers are required to take must specify unequivocally their responsibilities,
powers and tasks. The recruitment
of ACA officers must be subject to
the most stringent procedures in
keeping with the high level of conduct and integrity that is expected
of them.

The eradication of decades of corruption perpetrated during the
Mahathir era will be the most
daunting task of all. However, an
unswerving and unbending implementation of a refurbished
Anti-Corruption Act through a
series of Royal Commissions is
evidently necessary. This process
is not at all new in Southeast Asia.
It has happened in the Philippines after Marcos and is also now

In the post-Mahathir era, more
important than merely bringing to
book the perpetrators of corruption, the more serious task will be
to ensure that old habits do not
die hard. Laws, policies and programmes must be put into place
to ensure transparency and accountability in economic activity
and open tenders for publicly
funded projects.

Special training programmes designed to test the integrity and
mettle of these officers can be instituted. Serving officers should
also periodically take part in such
new training programmes. Finally, the appointment of the Director of the agency should be subject to endorsement by both houses
of parliament, and the ACA itself
should be answerable to Parliament and not the prime minister.
As can be surmised from these remarks on the kind of ideal political system that Malaysians need,
we have a rather long way to go.
The first step along this tortuous
and excruciatingly long journey
begins with the upcoming election. If we make the choice for
change, we will definitely be setting out in the right direction. q

Prof Johan lectures in political science at a local
university
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ELECTIONS '99

The
Chinese
Dilemma

Malaysian

Votes motivated by fear will end up self-fulfilling
by Kim Quek

Voting for the Alternative Front does not
mean voting for the
DAP only. It also
means voting for
PAS, keADILan and
the PRM. Only
through voting for all
Alternative Front
members will the
votes be effective
enough to bring
about the changes
that we are hoping
for.
Let future generations of Malaysians
look back at this moment in our history
and say it was the finest moment of this
generation when
Malaysians of all ethnic backgrounds finally started building
a truly Malaysian nation.

as DAP secretary-general Lim Kit Siang crying
wolf when he voiced the
danger of the DAP suffering the worst defeat in history
in the coming general election?

W

I do not think so. In fact, I have
been having this misgiving for
quite some time. Recent political
upheavals in Malaysia and Indonesia have thrown up political
factors that have caused a major
exchange of roles between Malay
and Chinese voters in an election.
The Malay voters who traditionally voted en bloc for the UMNOdominated Barisan Nasional are
now poised to vote against the BN.
And the Chinese voters who traditionally supported the opposition DAP (support rates range
from 55 per cent to 80 per cent)
have now shifted position, ready
to cast their votes for the BN.
While the Malay switch of allegiance is in part related to political ideals (inspired mainly by
Anwar), the Chinese shift of voting preference is motivated
mainly by fear. Little do the Chinese realise that their votes of fear
may turn out to be a self-fulfilling
exercise that will transform their
fears into reality.
The basis of my observation is
that the transmigration of Chinese

votes in the coming election will
be a major one, much more than
what Lim Guan Eng’s expressed
worry of a further reduction of
Chinese votes from 55 per cent in
1995 to 50 per cent now (Sin Chew
Jit Poh dated 15 October 1999). As
a result of this impending shift of
Chinese votes, the DAP will be
practically eliminated as a political force, leaving the opposition
field almost entirely to PAS,
whose strength in Parliament is
expected to increase manyfold,
thanks to the deflection of Anwar
sympathisers into its folds from
UMNO. KeADILan is not expected to do well in the election
as its candidates will be contesting in mostly ethnically mixed
constituencies, where the Chinese
votes are pivotal.
The emerging political scene will
then be a bi-polar power structure
- a much stronger PAS dominating the opposition, with the ever
victorious and powerful Barisan
Nasional (controlled by UMNO)
returning to the seat of Government.
The Chinese must now compare
this scenario with the other potential scenario that may surface,
if and when the Chinese throw
their support behind the Alternative Front. In that scenario, the
opposition benches in Parliament
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will be filled by not only a stronger
PAS, but also a stronger DAP as
well as first time occupants
keADILan and the PRM, both parties championing multi-racialism.
And, of course, the occupants of
the government benches will be reduced commensurately.
Which of the above 2 scenarios is
more likely to bring the two worst
fears of the Chinese into reality?
The two worst fears are Malaysia
becoming an Islamic State and
Malaysia plunging into chaos
where the Chinese are brutalised,
Indonesia-style.
We take a look first at Scenario 1:

The Eclipse of DAP,
Keadilan and PRM

Islamic

State

The Barisan Nasional is in effect
a basket of racial parties, and its
supposed fabric of multi-ethnic
harmony is precariously woven
together through the relationship
among communal leaders,
bonded by personal self-interests.
And the role of MCA in this racial
grouping is peripheral. Its partnership with UMNO is more cosmetic than power-sharing in nature. For the purpose of political
calculations, BN means UMNO,
as the former is completely controlled by the latter. And UMNO
means Malays and Muslims.
So, under the newly emerged bipolar political realities, we have
on the one side, opposition PAS,
whose ideology is Islamic; and on
the other side, ruling party
UMNO, whose ideology is racial.
In such a Parliament where both
poles of power are Muslim-based,
it is entirely likely that UMNO will
not desist from increasing Islamic
legislation in its competition for

influence among Muslims who
dominate 75 per cent of the parliamentary constituencies in this
country. In such an eventuality,
what is there to stop the slide towards an Islamic State, without
the moderating influence of the
DAP and the other multi-ethnic
parties, namely keADILan and the
PRM? Can the MCA be expected
to stand up and stop this trend?
Not a chance, given the MCA’s
unbroken record of complete subservience to UMNO in the past 30
years, and the heavily vested personal self-interests MCA leaders
have in the status quo of the BN.
Hence, chances are that there will
not be any significant force within
the BN that can check the trend
towards an Islamic State, should
UMNO decide out of political expediency to go along with it.
With regards to the second fear of
chaos and violence, should the
Chinese feel safer in Scenario 1?

Chaos

And

Violence

In seeking an answer to this question, we must firstly clear up the
issue of May 13. In Mahathir’s
recent election speeches, he repeatedly warned of the danger of
May 13-type riots recurring,
should the BN lose its two thirds
majority.
But do you know that he also told
(dated 30 August 1999) in an interview that he did not believe
there would be another May 13 in
Malaysia? He reasoned that the
“poor Malays – rich Chinese” relationship prevailing in Malaysia
in 1969 had been fundamentally
altered, resulting in the elimination of the underlying factors that
caused the riots. He illustrated
this by saying that should there
be a riot now, the cars and houses
being burnt are likely to be owned

by Malays, unlike those days in
1969 when the burnt properties
belonged almost entirely to the
Chinese. I believe this assessment
of the May 13 issue by Mahathir
is a realistic appraisal of the current political situation.
Then why did Mahathir tell his
Malaysian audience that he believed May 13 riots will return
should the BN lose its two thirds
majority? Because he has found
May 13 a most effective trump
card to use on the Chinese electorate, its success being proven in
past elections. His warning of a
May 13 was aimed at the Chinese,
and was intended more to intimidate than to enlighten.

Then, What About
The Possibility Of
Indonesian
- Style Chaos?
The downfall of Suharto was due
to the collapse of the Indonesian
economy. The resulting mass
poverty and hunger drove the
masses to the streets to seek redress and justice. Years of rampant corruption and cronyism
under Suharto had corroded government and corporate integrity to
the core, causing the economy to
be mutilated, leaving only a
façade of economic progress exemplified by a bubble economy.
The total lack of discipline in financial institutions and the insatiable greed and ambition of crony
capitalists have ruined the Indonesian economy. When the wave
of investors’ panic reached its
shore, the financial institutions
fell like a pack of cards, leaving
the economy buried under a
mountain of debt.
The Malaysian economic and financial crisis is a mini-replica of
the Indonesian model. Malaysia
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was spared the Indonesian fate
mainly because it was very much
less exposed to foreign debt.
What’s more, it had taken precautionary measures (under the stewardship of Anwar as Finance
Minister) to dampen the stock
and property market and to step
up vigilance on non-performing
loans (changing NPL criterion
from 6 months to 3 months) well
before the Crisis. As in Indonesia, the main causes of the
Malaysian crisis are rampant corruption, crony capitalism, nonproductive mega projects, overheated stock and property markets, indiscipline in financial institutions, and poor public and
private governance.
In spite of concerted propaganda
to project an image of reforms and
a robust recovery, there have not
been genuine reforms by the
Malaysian Government – the kind
that would restore enough health
to sustain long term growth, not
the kind that only give temporary
relief to the symptoms. The latter,
which are practised by the BN,
include overemphasis in pushing
up the stock market (good for the
election), rolling over debts of
mainly crony conglomerates by
the government without commensurate corporate reforms (only
served to delay the time bomb),
attempting to force bank mergers
to achieve size but not quality
(banking imprudence, smacked of
greed and politics), and reviving
uneconomical mega spending
(short sighted boosting of
economy).
The lack of political will to admit
weaknesses and to carry out painful reforms, combined with the
lack of a sound economic strategy
has doomed the BN to failure in
its pursuit of long term robust
growth. And this view is con-

firmed by the BN’s failure to regain both domestic and foreign investors’ confidence, evidenced
from investment statistics.
A triumphant return of BN to
power with its two thirds majority intact, in spite of the fiercest
challenge to its hegemony in its
history will be taken as a strong
signal to Mahathir that he can
continue with his Pharaohic style
of leadership to fulfil his grandiose dreams – more mega projects
(less economic rationale) and
more anti-West rhetoric to enhance his Third World Leader
stature. The obliteration of
keADILan will be of particular
personal satisfaction to Mahathir,
and he will take it as vindication
of his handling of the Anwar Affair.
The persecution of Anwar has
symbolised to Malaysians the
crushing of our democratic process. Hence, an electoral endorsement of Mahathir’s handling of
Anwar will be the death knell of
democracy in this country. We can
then expect more abuses of our
democratic institutions and more
mutilation of our Constitution.
On the economic front, it is reasonable to assume that crony capitalism will expand with renewed
vigour. As it is, Malaysia is the
only Asian country which rose
from the ashes of the Asian Crisis
without having its cronyistic
wings clipped. The other Asian
countries who fell during the Crisis (Thailand, South Korea and
Indonesia) have already carried
out various degree of such reforms
and have exhibited significant
turnarounds, with the possible
exception of Indonesia which is
struggling to extricate itself from
its current socio-political turmoil.
Malaysia is therefore the only

country bucking the reform trend
that is sweeping the Crisis-affected countries now. In fact, in
the Malaysian government’s current programme of accelerated
spending, there has been a proliferation of contracts and projects
handed out without transparency
and without tender, ostensibly to
speed up the pace of economic development, but in reality to step
up money politics. Without genuine reforms, it takes only another
catalyst at another opportune
time to re-ignite another economic
crisis.
Re-invigorated crony capitalism
under an increasing autocratic
ruler is a sure ticket to an Indonesian-style implosion of economic
collapse and political chaos. In
such a situation, there is no guarantee that Chinese Malaysians
will not suffer the same fate as
Chinese Indonesians, particularly
when the Chinese Malaysians
have contributed to the precipitation of such a situation with their
votes of fear.
We should now look at Scenario2:

A strong opposition
comprising PAS,
the DAP, keADILan
and the PRM.

Stronger

Opposition

The emergence of keADILan as a
creditable political force will have
great historical and political significance, for it represents a watershed in the political development of Malaysia.
The unshakeable grip of power by
the UMNO-led coalition in the
past 42 years since Merdeka has
been due to one main factor: the
solidarity of Malays under UMNO
which acts as protector and promoter of Malay interests. UMNO
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is synonymous with Malay Destiny. In the early days of our Independence, most Malays stayed in
the backwaters of the national
economy. However, their high
degree of political consciousness
and acumen saw them successfully struggling through the past
decades to emerge on par with the
other races in the economic and
education fields.
The political struggles of the
Malays so far have been pure and
simple: support UMNO to ensure
that the Malays as an ethnic group
survive, excel and prosper in this
country. On the other end of the
political spectrum is the DAP,
which gives expression to Chinese discontent arising from proMalay policies in commerce, education and other aspects of national life. These realities dictate
that the substance of politics in
Malaysia for the past three decades has been 90 per cent racial
politics. Such racial politics also
explains the phenomenon that no
matter what scandals befall
UMNO leaders, UMNO has always been returned in elections
with absolute power.
However, this simple political formula was destined to change. The
impact of the Asian Crisis, which
caused immense misery to
Malaysians, has awakened educated Malays to the importance of
other criteria to their economic
well-being. Monolithic support
for UMNO would no longer solve
Malay problems. Malaysia must
address the ills of the Crisis.
UMNO must go for good governance.
Inspired by the Indonesian
Reformasi movement which toppled the once mighty Suharto,
symbol of cronyism, UMNO
Youth sounded the first battle-cry

to rid Malaysia of the same 3 Ks
(corruption, cronyism and nepotism). Though that battle-cry
ended with Anwar in prison, the
flame of reforms has been lit. A
new generation of Malays has broken free of the chains that shackled Malays to the bond of UMNO’s
ethnic struggles.
From now on, politics will cut
across ethnic lines to prioritise issues like corruption, abuse of
power, violations of the Constitution and human rights, the independence of democratic institutions, and civil liberties. Politics
will stretch beyond ethnic squabbles to encompass other important
issues that address the current
fast-paced IT age and globalisation. These will include new
and evolving strategies in education, industry, agriculture, environment, culture and ethnic integration. Leadership qualities will
have to include honesty, integrity
and moral fibre as important criteria.
An expanded opposition, with
each party endorsed by convincing multi-ethnic electoral support
will send a strong signal to all
Malaysians that the BN model of
ethnic ‘divide and rule’ hegemony
is on the way out. Malays will no
longer give blind allegiance to
UMNO leaders. Corrupt and mediocre leaders may not survive the
heightened scrutiny of the electorate.
A rejuvenated opposition will
bring vitality and meaning back
to Parliament, which is now in
danger of being regarded as a defunct institution, through years of
abuse by BN’s hegemony and arrogance. Mahathir will be forced
to curtail his grandiose ambitions
and allow more rationality to prevail in economic planning and

strategies. A strong opposition in
Parliament will discourage future
oppressive legislation and will
also curb the current rampant corruption and cronyism.
In short, a better balance of power
between the opposition and the
governing party will enable the
mechanism of democracy (whatever is left) to function better, resulting in a more responsive and
responsible government.
Apart from the fear of an Islamic
State and political chaos, two
more stumbling blocks are discouraging the Chinese from supporting the Alternative Front.
These are the image of Anwar and
the notion that the Alternative
Front lacks leaders.

Image

Of

Anwar

Conversations with ordinary Chinese Malaysians in the street reveal that Anwar and Mahathir
evoke quite different images in the
Chinese psyche. Whereas most
Chinese feel comfortable with and
reassured by Mahathir, they show
general dislike for Anwar. It is
easy to understand Mahathir’s
popularity. After years of daily
exposure to Mahathir’s smiling
face on television, it is hard for
common folk not to feel friendly
and trusting towards him, unless
they are shrewd political observers or opponents. The rapport
Mahathir built up with China over
the years has endeared him well
with the ordinary Chinese family.
As for Anwar, the outdated image
of him as an Islamic and Malay
extremist seems to have stuck to
many Chinese minds.
While Anwar displayed extremism in his early days as UMNO
Youth Leader and to a lesser extent later on as Agriculture Min-
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ister, he has mellowed and broadened his outlook and perspective
very considerably over the last few
years - so much so that he has been
held in high esteem by world leaders as an outstanding leader of the
new generation in politics, finance and religion. (Incidentally,
talking about extremism, didn’t
Mahathir project an even more extreme image as a Malay extremist
in 1969?)
Image aside, the truth about
Anwar is that he is eminently
qualified to lead Malaysia into the
next Millennium. His corruptionfree record as Minister of Finance
for many years is the most eloquent testimony to his integrity.
His compassion with the havenots has won him the hearts of
ordinary Malays, and his devotion to his religion has left indelible impression to Muslims here
and abroad.
His political handicap now is
that in his contribution to the
economic upliftment of the
Malay middle- and lower-middle classes, the Chinese community felt no part of it. But then,
this is the reality of life under
the BN’s New Economic Policy.
For that matter, how many BN
Ministers (including MCA Ministers) have stretched out their
hands to help the Chinese havenots with government resources?
For the sake of a better Malaysia, every politically enlightened
Chinese must give a helping
hand to the politically less conscious Chinese by updating
Anwar’s image. This effort is
important, as the continued
negative image of Anwar in the
Chinese psyche may frustrate
the Alternative Front’s endeavour to alter Malaysia’s political

landscape.

Alternative
Front
Lacks
Leaders?
In any contest for public office, the
incumbent has one automatic advantage: he is well known while
the challenger is generally not.
The human mind is such that
fame is often equated with good
leadership. The other automatic
handicap of the challenger is that
he is often not preferred because
he is “not tested” or he “lacks experience”.
Therein lie the common errors of
judgement in the selection of leadership, especially in a country like
Malaysia, where the mass media
is extensively abused to boost the
public image of governing leaders. Most BN Ministers have been
in their present positions for more
than a decade. The public is so
accustomed to seeing them in the
media that it tends to get alarmed
at the prospect of their being replaced by new faces. The first question that comes to the mind: would
new men be capable of handling
these jobs?
Without dropping names, I can
confidently say that there are sufficient good people in the Alternative Front with higher integrity
and calibre to replace all the BN
Ministers. The unhealthy political environment in the past years
has discouraged many honest
talents from entering politics.
Many a capable person has
turned down BN offers on moral
grounds. The same person is unwilling to join the opposition for
fear of victimisation in his or her
profession or business. This
pent-up pool of talents in various disciplines from all walks of
life are available to the call of leadership once the opportunity
arises.

As it is, the noble call of the Alternative Front to re-instate democracy and good governance in this
Country has already attracted
many to join their ranks. Many
more will come forward, if they
are encouraged to do so by the
people of Malaysia through their
endorsement of the Alternative
Front in the coming Election.

Pivotal
Never before has our young nation been given such a good opportunity for a new lease of life.
Malaysians irrespective of ethnic
background and status must not
let this opportunity slip through
their fingers. An error in judgement in this election could condemn Malaysia to the same or a
worse fate for many more years to
come.
To the Chinese who have moaned
about discriminatory treatment
and corrupt government, and
who have voted in vain for the
DAP in the past, the chance of a
lifetime has arrived. This is the
moment when their votes can be
most influential. Unlike in the
past, their votes will be pivotal in
determining the fate of Malaysia.
Voting for the Alternative Front
does not mean voting for the DAP
only. It also means voting for PAS,
keADILan and the PRM. Only
through voting for all Alternative
Front members will the votes be effective enough to bring about the
changes that we are hoping for.
Let future generations of
Malaysians look back at this moment in our history and say it was
the finest moment of this generation when Malaysians of all ethnic backgrounds finally started
building a truly Malaysian nation. q
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ELECTIONS '99

Instability
Without
a 2/3 Majority?
the world.

The following article is taken from the 1995 Election Special Issue of the Aliran Monthly(V15:3).
Apart from the fact that Dr Mahathir has been in
power for an additional 41/2 years since then and
the fact that the list of scandals and corruption
cases have grown much longer, the message in this
article is as applicable today as it was then in 1995.
This is what is shocking and amazing. Nothing has
changed for the better.
We urge you, fellow Malaysians, to rise up to the
occasion and do justice to your conscience when
you cast your vote on 29 November 1999. The 5/6
majority that you gave the BN has not resulted in
better governance; it did not solve the housing
problems; it did not ensure better healthcare; it
did not provide quality education; it did not reduce corruption; it did not eliminate abuses; it did
not prevent human rights violations; it did not guarantee freedom of speech and assembly; it did not
protect the environment ... it did not even bring
about sustainable economic growth!!!

You can make the difference. Use your vote wisely.

arisan Nasional (BN) leaders have been telling the
people that if the Barisan
loses its 2/3 majority in
Parliament we will have a weak government. A weak government will
result in instability and chaos.

B

These leaders are not telling the truth.

Even if the BN loses its 2/3 majority,
we would still have a workable, effective government. For all that the
opposition is hoping to secure is at
least 64 seats. This means that the
BN would still command more than
120 seats. 120 or 125 seats out of 192
is a big, comfortable majority by parliamentary standards anywhere in

If we examined the electoral situation in most Western parliamentary
democracies over the last 50 years
(since the Second World War) we will
realize that their governments have
ruled successfully with much smaller
majorities. In Japan, the previous
ruling Liberal Democratic Party
(LDP) has never enjoyed a 2/3 majority and yet it was able to rule quite
effectively. In India, the largest democracy in the world, the ruling
party has ruled without a 2/3 majority for long periods. The same goes
for Sri Lanka.
In fact, ruling without a 2/3 majority
is the norm in parliamentary democracies. Dictating to the people armed
with a 2/3 majority in Parliament is
in fact abnormal. This is why we want
to make our democracy a normal democracy. We want a normal, healthy,
functioning democracy.
Reducing the Barisan’s 2/3 majority would result in this for the simple reason that it would still have
at least a 60 seat lead over the combined opposition. This is because
of a number of electoral and political factors. Whatever the extent
of the opposition challenge in
Sabah and Sarawak, it is almost
certain that the Barisan parties
there will be able to bag over 30
seats. In places like Pahang, Negeri
Sembilan, Selangor and Southern
and Central Perak, it is very likely
that the BN will retain its formidable support. The opposition in
these states lacks the organisa-
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tional resources, personnel and
widespread influence to dislodge
the BN. Besides, the electorate as
a whole knows that at the moment
there is no alternative to the
Barisan as the ruling coalition.
Barisan leaders should not therefore create the false impression that
if the 2/3 majority is reduced, there
would be a fragile, tottering government. It is not likely to happen
for all the reasons we have outlined. We repeat that even without a 2/3 majority we would still
have a stable, secure Barisan government.
This brings us to all the arguments
made by Dr Mahathir and others
about the importance of a 2/3 majority. Dr Mahathir has said that the
country needs a strong government
to guarantee stability and development. The question is: What does
the Barisan Chairman mean by a
`strong government?’ If by strong
government he means a government
with numbers on its side, he is totally wrong. Numbers alone cannot
ensure development for a country.
The crucial thing is the integrity of
the national leadership. If leaders are
corrupt, are involved in scandals and
can be bought by others, then it goes
without saying that the government
would be a weak and unreliable one.
Isn’t this what happened throughout
history? Dr Mahathir has forgotten
that the Melaka Sultanate fell to a
foreign power largely because of
corruption and factional feuds within
the Court. Is there a parallel to what
is happening today? This is why instead of asking for a 2/3 majority,
BN leaders should try to restore integrity and honesty among the ruling elites.
There is no justification at all for a
huge 2/3 majority. If the Barisan is
genuinely concerned about helping
the rakyat, it can do so with a simple
workable majority. It can eradicate
poverty, curb corruption, reduce ethnic polarisation, and expand the
scope for human rights with such a

parliamentary majority, as long as its
policies are founded upon justice and
its leaders are wise and sincere. Sincere leadership and just policies these are the ingredients of good
government. Not a huge 2/3 majority.
In any case, the Barisan should be
ashamed to ask the people to bestow
it with another big win - after all that
has happened in the last 14 years.
How can Dr Mahathir ask for total
endorsement of his leadership after
the Kerpan scandal, after Rahim
Tamby Chik, after Bank Negara’s
forex losses. No self-respecting people will be prepared to give him another huge mandate. A huge mandate after all the large share allocations to relatives of top leaders? How
can one ask for total support after
how the Barisan robbed a dulyelected state government in Sabah
of its victory? A huge mandate for
what? For giving minimal attention
to the basic needs of the people; for
neglecting the rural and urban poor?
An overwhelming majority as a gift
for accumulating a massive foreign
debt of 57 billion ringgit? Most of all,
how can we give a 2/3 majority to
Dr Mahathir’s Barisan after seeing
how it has conducted the current election campaign? This is undoubtedly
the most undemocratic election in
our history.
Apart from the continuing ban on
public rallies, the campaign period is
a mere nine days. The biased, lopsided reporting and analyses in the
newspapers and the propaganda
songs and other programmes over
television is unprecedented in its
scope and intensity. And, at the same
time, Barisan leaders in government
exploit their official roles forgetting
that they are only caretaker Ministers and Deputy Ministers. They have
been abusing all the privileges of
their government positions for their
electoral campaigns. By conducting
such an unethical, undemocratic campaign - which puts past campaigns in
the shade - the Barisan has given the

voter a very good reason for denying the BN its majority.
This then is the essence of the issue before us. Is is not simply because we value democracy that we
want to reduce the Barisan’s majority. Equally important, the denial of a 2/3 majority to the Barisan
is our way of passing judgement
on the Coalition. It is a vote of
protest against all the misdeeds of
the last fourteen years. It is our
mode of expressing our unhappiness with the ruling regime. If,
after all that has happened, we do
not want to show our displeasure
with the Barisan’s performance
then there must be something
wrong with us as human beings.
It would mean that we are not capable of feeling angry, of reacting
against injustice and dishonesty. It
would even mean that we are prepared to tolerate a lack of openness and integrity.
Let us show the world that
Malaysians are not that sort of a people. We are a people with honour.
We are a people with dignity and integrity. We know how to judge. We
know how to choose. We know how
to distinguish right from wrong.
These then are the two main reasons
for denying the BN its 2/3 majority.
One, it is to ensure that we evolve
into a healthy, functioning democracy which will check the ruling elites
from becoming too dominant and too
arrogant. Two, it is to express our
disillusionment, indeed our anger,
over the lack of integrity and openness displayed by the Barisan in the
last fourteen years or so. By so doing, we would be re-asserting our
concern for morality and ethics in
public life.
Let us therefore say it again:

An overwhelming majority is bad
for democracy. Strengthen democracy by denying the BN its
2/3 majority. q
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president and his Exco members
would then no longer have to
squat at the crammed homes of
friends or relatives whenever they
go down to KL for a meeting or a
well-earned holiday. A figure of
RM1 million would certainly fetch
a decent abode, one that would
match the expectations of the
Exco members, whose tastes, I’d
imagine, would have taken expensive proportions by now.

When we’re
slapped with a RM5
million
fortune
Close friends of ours have been
acting very strangely in the last
few weeks. Many a time, some of
them, upon seeing you approaching, would bury their faces in the
pages of the mainstream newspapers as if the broad-sheets are
worth using to cover, nay protect,
themselves from harsh reality.
Mind you, these are, friends who
used to call on you and discuss
news and articles that were freshly
posted on the Net. They no longer
do that. I suspect many of them
were pregnant with envy - an envy
that swiftly overwhelmed them
when they first heard from the
grapevine that we got something
to the tune of RM5 million from
the beaten and jailed Anwar
Ibrahim.
I now fear that the forthcoming
Aliran Annual General Meeting
will witness aggressive lobbying
and a bruising fight for the president’s post and other top posts for
the first time in the society’s 21-

year history. Why, there already
has been talk of decorating the
president’s office and also changing the furniture so that, for instance, a new swivel chair, leather
of course, would improve his effectiveness as the top officer of the
society.

Bungalow
And Fast Cars
But more than that, a big chunk of
the ill-gotten money will have to
be spent on buying a luxurious
and fast car, perhaps a Lexus,
with a chauffeur to boot. This certainly will be of great help especially when Rama, the current
president, goes on his perennial
rounds to look for a new printer
in town or out-of-town. The train
or bus ride to Kuala Lumpur that
he now takes can be quite timeconsuming and a wee bit uncomfortable to his ageing bum. And if
he’s lucky, he might just be able to
keep the car as a golden handshake after he retires from the
Aliran presidency.
A bungalow in one of KL’s expensive, suburb residential areas
would also be useful. Aliran’s

Of course, the other Exco members
should also be rewarded for having the tenacity to voice their opinions in a society where ‘dissent’
only means quarrelling over the
length of a male singer’s hair on
public television. Aliran leaders
should also be provided with generous travelling allowances. This
is in addition to providing them
with elegant cars so that they can
attend meetings regularly and
punctually.
But I suppose it won’t be too extravagant to also suggest that Exco
members - given the fact that
they’re the decision-makers who
are always pushed by deadlines
and meeting appointments should also be equipped with reliable laptops and hand-phones.
After all any busy Malaysian
should be carrying these items.
Such naked opulence will also
probably attract many more
Malaysians to become Aliran
members, particularly those who
have been severely critical of the
organisation. But maybe we
shouldn't be accepting any more
new members. Why share the
RM5 million with them?
Yeah, we should use the remaining money to generate more income for ourselves instead. Perhaps we could play the KL
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stockmarket. Besides, investing
our money in this manner is our
little way of helping to ward off
those “devilish” foreign hedgefund managers in our midst. Who
knows, we might just be able to
corner the local market while we
carry out our patriotic duty.

taken in facing any threat to the
integrity and sovereignty of the
country, its economy and glorious
leadership,” a senior ACCCIM official declared at a press conference, foaming in the mouth as he
was led away by men in white
coats.

Finally, as one of our contributions to the larger society (and also
as an earnest attempt to solve the
“Aliran conundrum”), we’ll organise a treasure-hunt open to all
right-thinking Malaysians. The
first prize will be RM250,000, the
second prize RM150,000, and the
third RM50,000. Ten consolation
prizes worth RM25,000 each will
also be offered. All participants
would need to do is to try to locate
the missing RM5 million booty
which a bloke called Murad believes Aliran was given.

An official of the Association of
National-Type Chinese Schools
Malaysia had to be restrained in
a straight-jacket when he declared
to a packed hall of headmasters
that “if there was any true father
of reformation in the country, it
was the Prime Minister himself”.
He has been sedated and his condition is now said to be stable.

Mustafa K. Anuar
10 November 1999

Malaysia struck by
Mad
Kow-Tow
Disease
Businessmen and educationists
latest to succumb to brain-destroying epidemic
KUALA LUMPUR, Nov 5 . . . . A
devastating outbreak of Mad
Kow-Tow disease swept Malaysia
last week as hundreds of victims
fell to their knees in humiliating
homage to Prime Minister
Mahathir Mohamad.
With General Elections coming
soon, the Associated Chinese
Chambers of Commerce and Industry of Malaysia (ACCIM) and
the Federation of Chinese Associations of Malaysia last week
pledge to fully support Prime
Minister Mahathir. “We sincerely
pledged to support every measure

Mad Kow-Tow disease attacks the
brain and eliminates any sense of
integrity, self-respect and independent thought in the minds of
sufferers. The disease then eats
away at the body until the backbone crumbles and the testicles
wither away. Some of the worst
cases have been
diagnosed with eyesight problems, experiencing episodes of
blindness to human rights violations, corruption, cronyism and
authoritarianism.
The sufferer is ultimately reduced
to quivering lump of jelly constantly muttering “Hidup
Mahathir … Malaysia boleh ….
hidup Mahathir … Malaysia
boleh ….”
Because of its similarity (in name,
anyway) to the Mad Cow disease
that struck Britain last year, police are investigating the possibility that the Mad Kow-Tow disease
is yet another evil foreign plot to
recolonise Malaysia. “It cannot be
coincidence that Mad Cow disease first struck our former colonial masters and now, one year on,

some of the respected members of
our community are suddenly behaving like cowed idiots,” a senior Special Branch officer revealed.
The Health Ministry declared in
a press conference today that they
had assessed the Mad Kow-Tow
epidemic and now know as much
about it as they do of the J-E and
Nipah virus – that is, absolutely
nothing.
However, scientists suspect that
the source of the virus may be livestock feed that was tainted by sewage from local newspaper reports.
When interviewed, victims of the
Mad Kow-Tow disease said that
they realised they had a problem
but it was a matter of life-anddeath. “In these difficult times, I’d
swear blind allegiance to Adolf
Hitler if I had to,” one businessman admitted. “I have a condo in
Queensland and a villa in Switzerland to look after,” he said
woefully.
“I don’t know what all the fuss is
all about,” another victim continued. “People like Ling Liong Sik,
it appears, have been kow-towing
for years.”
When contacted, a senior MCA
official only had one comment to
make: “Mooo.”
~ By Sabri Zain, a Special Correspondent of ‘Not The New Straits
Times’
For an unedited version of
the above and for other interesting readings please
referto:
REFORMASI DIARY at
http://reformdiary.cjb.net
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Cheer

Leaders

soon forget what a crook you are.”

World leaders express support for
Mahathir’s continued leadership
KUALA LUMPUR, Nov 11 . . . .
With the announcement this week
of General Elections in Malaysia,
Prime
Minister
Mahathir
Mohamad has received numerous
messages of support from world
leaders around the globe, wishing
him success in his bid to lead the
country into the new Millennium.
Burma’s State Law and Order Restoration Council (SLORC) called
Mahathir “a shining beacon of democracy in Southeast Asia”. “He
has shown the world how detention without trial, a ruthless police, a cowed media and puppet
judges are, in fact, the basic foundations of a true democracy,” the
Military Junta said.
The Junta expressed great confidence that Malaysia will soon follow the path of progress and modernisation that Burma has already
achieved. “And you didn’t even
have to massacre thousands of
people to do it.”
The Junta had one piece of election advice for Mahathir. “Watch
that woman - we’ve discovered
that these women leaders can be
quite a pain in the ass.”
Calling from his bomb shelter in
downtown Belgrade, Yugoslav
premier Slobodan Milosevic
lauded Mahathir’s racial tolerance, saying that it was very similar to his own philosophy on race
relations. “Racial politics, divide
and rule, ethnic cleansing - it’s all
the same thing. Make people think
about their skin colour and distrusting one another and they’ll

He recalled how tears of joy
streamed down his face when he
saw CNN coverage of demonstrators being viciously beaten by police on the streets of Kuala
Lumpur. “It reminded me of those
good, old days when I was rounding up Kosovar refugees to be shot
on the streets of Prishtina ,” he said
wistfully. “Now I know democracy is alive and well in Malaysia.”
He also shared Mahathir’s feelings on foreign policy. “Don’t trust
foreigners - they’re out to re-colonise us. You think you’ve got foreign image problems? Just wait till
you have NATO bombers flying
over your Putrajaya mansion.”
Saddam Hussein calling from his
bomb shelter praised Mahathir,
calling him the “mother of all
Prime Ministers”. “Looking at the
state of democracy in Malaysia, I
am proud to say that Malaysia too
may one day soon want to start
invading her neighbours as well.”
“Just a word of advice,” Saddam
continued. “If you want to look
like a dictator, start wearing a beret and sporting a moustache. Image is everything.”
A message of support was also
sent by Israeli Prime Minister
Ehud Barak, though this was denied by Malaysian Foreign Minister Syed Hamid Albar, who at
the time was meeting with Israeli
Foreign Minister David Levy, who
denied having the meeting, saying he just bumped into him on
the way to the toilet. In the end,
everyone denied meeting everyone else and the statement of support was issued through Bank

Negara advisors Salomon Smith
Barney.
Messages of support were also
received from former world leaders. Former Indonesian President
Suharto praised Mahathir for his
family values and loyalty. “Here
is a man who knows how to look
after his sons and close friends,”
he remarked.
Former Chilean dictator General
Augusto Pinochet wished
Mahathir success in the coming
elections. “And if things don’t
turn out so well, look for a country that has poor extradition
laws.”
Still on the international front, a
local NGO announced today that
it had written to the Swedish
Academy of Arts and Sciences
nominating Dr Mahahtir for a
Nobel Peace Prize this year. According to the President of the
Angkatan Muda Penulis UMNO
(AMPU), Encik Hishamuddin
Bodek, the Academy had rejected
the nomination but were willing
to consider putting up Dr
Mahathir’s recent book on human
rights up for a Prize.
“We were told that the book has a
strong chance of winning this
year’s Nobel Prize for Fiction,”
Bodek said, beaming with pride.
~ By Sabri Zain, a Special Correspondent of ‘Not The New Straits
Times’

For other interesting readings please refer to:
REFORMASI DIARY at
http://reformdiary.cjb.net
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JUSTICE

When
a
man
tells
a
damnable
lie
to
tarnish
innocent
people
in
an
attempt
to
damage
their
integrity,
he
must
surely
be
the
scum
of
the
earth

A

Damnable

Lie

In a Statutory Declaration dated 26 October
1999, Dato’ Abdul Murad bin Khalid of Kuala
Lumpur has alleged that Aliran and Dr Chandra
Muzaffar had received 5 million ringgit from
Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim’s ‘Master Account’.
This is a damnable lie and Abdul Murad is a
terrible liar for stating this.
Aliran states categorically that we have not received a single sen from Anwar Ibrahim in our
entire 22-year existence. We have never sought
any financial assistance from Anwar; neither
did he offer us such assistance.
When a man tells a damnable lie to tarnish innocent people in an attempt to damage their
integrity, he must surely be the scum of the
earth.
Such a person would not know what common
decency is; he would not understand what morality is all about; he would not appreciate ethical behaviour.
Aliran will be filing defamation proceedings
in the next few days against Abdul Murad.
P
28
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Ramakrishnan
President
October 1999

HEART TO HEART :

"What comes from the lips reaches the ear,
what comes from the heart reaches the heart" - Arab proverb

Dear Aliran Monthly Readers,

A Total Lie
Murad has not produced one iota of evidence to back his statement.
About two weeks ago, you must
have read in the Barisan Nasional
(BN) controlled press that Aliran
and its former president Chandra
Muzaffar had received RM5 million from Anwar Ibrahim sometime during the period between
1992 and 1997. I am sure you must
have been as shocked as we in the
Aliran executive committee have
been. It is a TOTAL LIE and FABRICATION by Abdul Murad, a
former assistant governor of Bank
Negara Malaysia. Aliran is suing
him for defamation.
I am one of the 7 founder members of Aliran and have been the
Treasurer of the organisation in
many of the years since its establishment in 1977. From the beginning our policy has been one of
financial self-reliance. It is in line
with my own personal beliefs
which have been influenced heavily by the ideas of Mahatma Gandhi. His philosophy of self-reliance, openness, genuine understanding of and empathy for other
cultures, non-violence or ahimsa,
and public accountability are also
my guiding principles.
When we started in 1977, there
were very few non-governmental
organisations (NGOs) in Malaysia that participated actively in
public policy issues such as democracy, corruption, public accountability, human rights, freedom of information, etc. We knew

that to maintain our independence, we should not become financially dependent on any one
source; this thinking was an important motivation for our overcautious prudence and conservatism when it came to financial
matters. Aliran is a movement of
ideas and we have to transmit our
ideas through publications. In the
beginning we published books
and sold them. Once we obtained
the KDN permit for publishing
this magazine, it became our main
source of revenue. Our position
has been that if Malaysians do not
support us by buying our publications and helping us in other
ways, then we obviously are not
satisfying a need and we do not
deserve to be around.
This is why from the beginning,
we have had a policy of not receiving funds from any foreign organisation for our operational
expenditure. Even locally, we
have depended on the sale of publications and small donations
from our loyal readers of Aliran
Monthly rather than soliciting
funds from corporate figures or,
worse still, the government. We
are very proud to say that we
have not received a single cent
from any Barisan Nasional government organisation, let alone
from Anwar Ibrahim, in the form
of an operating or development
grant or in any other form.Today,
22 years later, we have no regrets

in following this policy of strict
self-reliance. It is our impenetrable shield against unfounded allegations that the powers-that-be
may hurl against us from time to
time.
Let us now come to Murad’s allegation that Aliran has received
RM5 million from Anwar
Ibrahim. He has not produced one
iota of evidence to back his statement. He just states that this is his
belief. Anybody can claim anything but for it to be true it has to
be backed by irrefutable evidence.
Unlike his dastardly behaviour,
we have decided to publish our
financial statement of the past 8
years beginning November 1991
so that you can see for yourselves
how we financed ourselves over
this period; you can also see your
contribution to the relative success and well-being of Aliran.
By the way, these accounts are no
secret to the government. Every
year, after the accounts are approved by our members at our
annual general meeting, we have
sent the financial statements together with other detailed information to the Registrar of Society
as required by the law without fail.
So it is not as if the Barisan
Nasional government does not
know the state of our financial affairs!
Table 1 shows the revenue and
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( 8,212.74)

Surplus/(Deficit)
with all donations

( 4,508.19)

( 42,582.41)

14,609.28

12,061.79
7,055.68
19,117.47

2,885.70
3,571.18
463.81
2,245.50
261.16
356.40
2,970.00
373.00
800.00
739.20
878.50
923.28
6,308.10
186,459.80

3,834.40
4,405.11
389.34
1,163.80
251.55
269.90
1,398.00
42.10
1,200.00
1,063.29
1,001.75
1,712.50
12,078.20
169,337.01

8,954.53
25,415.14
34,369.67

89,934.50
20,010.47
46,414.00
7,325.00
-

2,086.50
10,659.65
167,633.42
1,572.04
181,951.61

FY1993

19,525.31

19,679.00
12,231.80
31,910.80

( 12,385.49)

2,569.92
2,848.23
205.97
1,452.50
1,044.51
302.10
385.00
822.40
539.39
361.05
1,179.73
6,308.10
154,587.76

69,478.67
17,538.84
40,201.35
9,350.00
-

2,831.00
10,588.11
127,294.63
1,488.53
142,202.27

FY1994

78,769.39

13,724.00
13,336.00
60,934.01
87,994.01

( 9,224.62)

2,491.12
3,619.71
344.96
1,485.50
757.71
399.30
60.00
218.00
400.00
698.43
464.50
900.53
4,202.49
17,750.10
220,216.27

102,335.98
22,640.99
51,246.95
10,200.00
-

1,551.00
11,217.68
198,026.57
196.40
210,991.65

FY1995

70,431.42

12,987.05
28,400.40
38,639.93
80,027.38

( 9,595.96)

3,729.52
2,642.84
260.56
1,526.50
654.80
558.90
400.00
776.14
171.80
779.57
1,685.69
166,570.21

82,633.25
16,484.14
43,916.50
10,350.00
-

2,868.00
11,609.88
142,315.15
181.22
156,974.25

FY1996

25,031.17

7,720.00
17,716.56
22,737.77
48,174.33

( 23,143.16)

1,162.06
3,600.73
290.09
1,500.35
519.17
484.00
2,759.00
400.00
664.70
324.90
273.27
2,325.79
10,000.00
190,853.60

85,693.90
17,863.84
51,808.70
10,800.00
383.10

1,393.00
6,491.05
159,627.44
198.95
167,710.44

FY1997

104,670.71

9,913.50
18,951.93
60,136.25
89,001.68

15,669.03

1,692.63
3,356.27
625.15
1,512.20
203.00
205.00
824.00
187.00
400.00
1,022.07
467.46
1,582.00
2,504.79
10,100.00
205,608.55

84,083.06
22,752.92
60,850.70
11,760.00
1,480.30

2,520.00
3,509.93
213,997.76
1,249.89
221,277.58

FY1998

Income & Expenditure account for the financial years of 1992 to 1999

77,506.02
18,356.20
37,704.85
6,960.00
-

2,993.00
9,430.89
113,649.01
681.70
126,754.60

FY1992

Donations
Donation from members
Donation from public
Grant from Misereor
Add: Total donations

Expenditure
Publications
production cost
Postage & freight
Staff costs
Office rental
Assessment & quit rent
Office supplies
& duplicating
Telephone & fax
Water & electricity
Office maintenance
Equipment expenses
Newspapers & periodicals
Seminars & talks
Travel expenses
KDN permits
Bank charges
Refreshments & AGM exp.
Other expenses
Depreciation
Legal expenses
Bad debts
Total expenditure
Operating
Surplus/(Deficit)

Revenue
Membership subscription
Interest income
Sale of publications
Other income
Total Revenue

Table 1 :

64,253.05

2,990.00
11,158.16
14,148.16

50,104.89

1,749.18
5,898.75
1,084.40
3,235.39
406.10
821.00
400.00
1,103.09
643.41
610.00
9,744.37
266,798.80

146,332.45
25,362.54
67,713.00
980.00
715.12

2,661.00
3,678.89
306,360.25
4,203.55
316,903.69

FY1999

369,077.59

88,029.87
134,265.67
182,447.96
404,743.50

( 35,665.91)

20,114.53
29,942.82
3,664.28
14,121.74
4,098.00
3,396.60
8,396.00
1,642.50
4,000.00
6,606.31
4,313.37
7,960.88
45,157.53
20,100.00
17,750.10
1,560,432.00

737,997.83
161,009.94
399,856.05
67,725.00
2,578.52

18,903.50
67,186.08
1,428,904.23
9,772.28
1,524,766.09

Total

595,217.14
426,343.38
252,111.20
Members’ Fund

217,976.61

232,585.89

330,880.79

401,312.21

530,964.09

595,217.14
426,343.38
252,111.20

Net Assets

38,393.75
13,467.38
51,861.13
Less: Liabilities
Magazine subs. in advance
Other current liabilities
Total liabilities

217,976.61

232,585.89

330,880.79

403,312.21

530,964.09

77,792.90
2,998.70
80,791.60
52,650.00
15,200.48
67,850.48
39,117.00
13,518.08
52,635.08

269,837.74

278,718.08

25,673.91
20,458.28
46,132.19

36,345.00
5,154.78
41,499.78

34,500.00
3,772.98
38,272.98

68,076.00
5,087.98
73,163.98

81,340.97
126,036.67
1,954.00
1,440.00
3,270.00
23,704.00
438,263.10
676,008.74
99,698.31
90,965.80
324.00
4,480.32
2,200.00
4,620.16
291,905.27
494,193.86
198,313.69
63,982.33
1,795.00
24,027.35
2,200.00
8,227.91
6,200.00
304,746.28
159,626.94
47,876.37
1,831.00
39,633.42
2,718.00
18,152.01

157,064.73
71,703.66
549.00
31,392.22
3,472.46
14,536.01

169,525.07
48,728.32
1,316.00
16,656.77
2,200.00
4,201.64
129,752.77
372,380.57

117,887.50
55,534.45
2,043.00
7,731.02
2,200.00
2,515.95
253,673.27
441,585.19

92,476.73
89,163.87
1,029.00
2,880.00
3,600.00
3,315.37
411,663.10
604,128.07

FY1999
FY1998
FY1997
FY1996
FY1995
FY1994
FY1993
FY1992

Assets
Cash & bank deposits
Trade debtors
Members dues in arrears
Inventory of books
Other current assets
Fittings & Equipment
Land & building in progress
Total assets

Balance Sheet summary for the financial years of 1992 to 1999
Table 2 :

expenditure of Aliran over the eight years beginning November 1991 while table 2 presents
the balance sheet at the end of each of our financial year for the same period. Except for
FY1998 and FY1999, we have incurred operating deficits. However, the donations from the
members and the public have more than compensated the operating deficit. The bulk of our
revenue comes from the sale of our publications and it has increased substantially in the
past two years. No doubt, this is partly due to
the Anwar episode. We are sure this is not
what Murad meant when he alleged that Anwar
helped Aliran!! In line with the increasing circulation of the Monthly, our printing and production cost has almost doubled over the 8year period.
From our expenditure, you can see that we run
a very low cost administrative setup. The writers of the articles in Aliran Monthly do not get
paid for their pieces. The staff cost covers the
three full-time persons and one part-time person who are employed currently in our office.
You will note that our travel expenses are low.
This is because first we do not travel much and
second, many of the Aliran exco members pay
out of their own pocket and do not make claims.
One noteworthy expenditure is the legal costs
that we incurred which totalled RM20,100 in
1997 and 1998. This was the costs that were
awarded to the government side in a court suit
involving our application for a KDN permit to
publish in Bahasa Malaysia.

Donations
There are three sources for our donations.
First, many of our own members make donaFirst
tions to our cause. This has averaged about
RM11,000 per year over this period. Most of
these donations have been in tens of ringgit.
There have been a few donations in the hundreds. No single donation has exceeded
RM2,500 per year.
Our second source is the warm and generous
Malaysian public. Over these eight years, their
donations have averaged over RM16,500 per
year. It was very high in 1992 and from 1996 to
1998 because of the special building fund drive
carried out during those periods. (Readers may
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remember the appeal letters that
we sent out with the signatures of
the former Auditor-General, Tan
Sri Ahmad Noordin, the former
leader of the opposition, the late
Tan Sri Dr Tan Chee Khoon and
former MMA president Datuk Dr
T P Devaraj). We literally received
thousands of donations in
amounts of RM10, RM20, RM50
and even RM100. There was
hardly any donation exceeding
RM500. Even now when subscribers to the magazine send in
their renewals, many of them send
in more than the RM25 subscription rate requesting that the extra
be treated as a donation. As a
treasurer of Aliran, I am very grateful to these small and meaningful
gestures of generosity.
This is why I find Murad’s false
accusations an insult to these
thousands of right-thinking
Malaysians who have supported
our cause with their donations.
This is why our President was angry enough to label Murad a
“scum of the earth”.
These donations were used for
our building, which is finally
completed. From the beginning,
we were not keen to take a mortgage loan to finance our building;
too many NGOs and unions get
into trouble because of the ballooning interest. Your help was a
major factor in our success in
achieving this objective.
Our third source of funding is
from the MISEREOR foundation.
When we launched our building
fund campaign in the early 1990s,
given the state of our own limited
financial resources, we reluctantly decided that we will seek
help from various foundations for
a capital grant. We approached
numerous European and Asian

foundations. MISEREOR, a
Catholic foundation in Germany
agreed to give us a DM100,000
grant with the condition that more
than 50 per cent of the funds for
the building project must come
from Malaysians. MISEREOR is
one of a handful of foundations
officially recognised by the German government. They obtain
their fund from taxes contributed
by German taxpayers. In Germany, a small portion of the taxes
are set aside for these foundations
and taxpayers can specify which
foundation they want their own
share to go to. Perhaps this is an
idea that we should emulate. The
board of these foundations usually decide to allocate these funds
to social and charitable causes in
Germany and abroad without interference from the government.
As you can see, MISEREOR’s donations spread over 4 years totalled Rm182,447.96 which makes
up less than 42 per cent of the total cost of RM438,263.10 of our
building project. The rest came
from you the readers of the
Monthly and our own members.
Careful readers would have noticed that we have stopped our
donation campaign during this
year since we have raised enough
funds for completing the new office building that we occupy now.
This is also the reason for the
sharp fall in donations in 1999 as
can be seen in the last column of
Table 1.
From the tables and the above explanations, you can see that we
do not need RM5 million from
Anwar or anybody else to keep
operating. All we need is for you
to continue buying and reading
our magazine and get your
friends to do the same.

Aliran

and

Anwar

Murad has alleged that during the
years 1992 to 1997 Anwar was
making use of Aliran to further his
influence. If that is true, it must be
a really strange method for Aliran
had never hesitated to criticise
him in many of its articles and
press statements. Even as recently
as October 1997
1997, I wrote an article strongly criticising his budget
policies.
After his dismissal from UMNO
and his subsequent arrest in September 1998, Aliran has published a number of articles from
various sources analysing the
reformasi movement that has
emerged since then. Here we have
played our usual role of providing social commentary which is
analytical and which probes behind the headlines. Whatever his
political beliefs, we, like all rightthinking Malaysians, were revolted at the beating that he received from the former IGP. Later
we expressed outrage at the subsequent attempts to protect the
perpetrator of this cowardly
crime. We also find it manifestly
unjust that Anwar is not being released on bail while awaiting his
appeal against his conviction. We
are doing this because such actions by the authorities are unjust
regardless of the victim. It is not
right to beat a person who is detained; more so when it is done by
the senior most police officer!
Aliran has always tried to steadfastly maintain our independence
throughout our 22 years of existence. If we adopt a certain position, we give our reasons. It does
not mean, we give a blank cheque
to the proposer of that position.
In the past we have supported
some of Dr Mahathir’s views, es-
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pecially on foreign affairs, just as
we have been critical of Lim Kit
Siang, Chandra Muzaffar and
PAS from time to time on certain
specific issues. For example, in
this issue of the magazine, we urge
a vote for change. That does not
mean we are part of the opposition camp. We have given our reasons and it is for you to judge. But
you can rest assured that we will
continue to maintain our independence whatever the outcome.
If by some fluke, the Barisan
Alternatif wins power in this election, we will continue to act as a
watchdog against any sort of
abuse of power.

Deepavali
and
its
Meaning
Finally, I have to reflect on why I
spent my Deepavali weekend
writing the original draft of this
article and preparing all these accounts that you see in Tables 1
and 2. Perhaps it is not a coincidence that the Festival of Lights is
the celebration of the triumph of
good over evil. The most meaningful way to celebrate Deepavali
may be, at least for me, is to do
little battles against the forces of
evil who want to engulf us with
lies and slander.
Fellow Malaysians, in a few days’
time when the elections are held
you will be given a chance to do
your little bit to help fight the perpetrators of injustice. I urge you
to use our ballot wisely to bring
about long overdue reforms and
changes in this country of ours.
Thank you.
Yours sincerely

Dr Subramaniam S Pillay
(Hon. Treasurer)
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INTEGRITY

Chandra's
Beyond

Intergrity
Question

by Dr Subramaniam S Pillay
I have known Chandra since
1970. We worked together to
establish Aliran in 1977. I
have always considered it as
a privilege in getting to know
such a remarkable person like
Chandra. Many others have
commented on his intellectual abilities, his organised
mind, his ability to write and
speak well. To me, his most
attractive quality is his extremely high standard of personal integrity especially
when it comes to finances.
One can excuse Chandra of
being too idealistic or even too
naïve at times but his sincerity and honesty cannot be
questioned.
From August 1983 till he
stepped down as president of
Aliran in November 1991, he
was a full term volunteer with
Aliran. For his services he did
not take a single cent in spite
of the numerous requests by
many of us for him to take a
smalll allowance. His family
lived on one salary i.e. his
wife’s salary during that period. While he was president,
he maintained a clear separation betwen what is private

and public. He paid for
every copy of the Aliran
Monthly that he took, in
spite of the fact that many
of the AM articles were
written by him. He was a
stickler in insisting that he
pays for using the office photocopying machine to pho-

A

tostat personal documents
even though it is only a
page or two.
This is why I find this vile attempt by Abdul Murad and
his backers to damage his
reputation utterly disgusting
and outrageous. q

PREPOSTEROUS

A Statutory Declaration
made by a Dato Abdul
Murad bin Khalid of
Kuala Lumpur, dated 26
October 1999, alleges that
ALIRAN and I had received 5 million ringgit
from Dato Seri Anwar
Ibrahim’s Master Account.
This is a preposterous lie.
At no point had ALIRAN
received any money at all
from Anwar. As an NGO,
ALIRAN has managed its
finances with integrity
and in accordance with
the highest standard of accountability and transpar-

LIE

ency.
Neither have I as an individual received any financial support at any point in
time from Anwar Ibrahim.
I regard Murad Khalid’s allegation against me and
ALIRAN as yet another vicious, diabolical attempt to
tarnish the reputation of
people who are known to
be Anwar’s friends.
Dr Chandra Muzaffar
Deputy President
Parti Keadilan Nasional
(KeADILan)
28 October 1999
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COMMENT

A

Terrible

Shame

In all my years of contact with Aliran and its leaders there has
never been a whiff of financial impropriety.
by Tong Veng Wye
who make up Aliran are really
quite ordinary Malaysians of
all races who, at various levels, have an empathy for principles in their lives. You do not
find people of great wealth in
Aliran. Nor people who aspire
to great wealth. Instead, you
will find people who lead simple, modest lives but who have
an ethical bearing in their outlook and in whom abide an interest in the development of an
I write as a member of Aliran. ethical society.
I have been a member for close
to 20 years. The recent allega- You will find a group of multitions made with such drama of racial Malaysians committed to
Aliran and Chandra Muzaffar principles of justice in public life
having received RM5 million and who, because of their comringgit from Anwar Ibrahim mitment, often have to find the
compel one to say something. courage to speak and print
what is right in the face of auIn all my years of contact with thority. That demands of them
Aliran and its leaders there has sacrifice and the acceptance of
never been a whiff of financial risk as ordinary people in this
impropriety. There has never country where fear of authorbeen any hint of greed or self ity is considerable.
aggrandisement. Which is not
surprising since Aliran is far Chandra Muzaffar personifies
from the sort of organisation such qualities and more. Courthat would bring any of its age and rectitude are qualities
members opportunities for which so many of us lack. It is
wealth and power. Hence it is our blessing that in our midst
not the type of organisation are individuals like Chandra
one would join for money.
and groups like Aliran in
whom such qualities are not
On the contrary, the people lacking and who, therefore,

find it within themselves to
stand upright as men and
women with backbones. Such
people are engaged in a fight
for justice, like it or not, on
behalf of many of us who
choose to sleep.
Thus, when one learns of the
accusations against Aliran and
Chandra of having in some insidious fashion received RM5
million from Anwar Ibrahim it
is simply far too incongruous
to be believed. It is incredibly
far fetched.
Every society needs people like
Chandra and groups like
Aliran to give itself hope and
to reaffirm its humanity. That
they should be dragged
through mud needlessly is a
terrible shame. If we prove
unable to recognise those
among us who would help give
our society some moral fibre
then we shall deservedly carry
on as a small, mediocre
people. q

The above letter was sent
to the New Straits Times
and The Star.
1 November 1999

Aliran Monthly October - November 1999: 19(9) Page 33

ELECTIONS '99

What is a Caretaker
Government?
hen
Parliament
disolved on Thursday,
11 November 1999, all
Members
of
the
Dewan Rakyat would have
ceased to receive their allowance as from that day onwards. This is a basic principle of the Parliamentary System.

W

In this connection, it has to be
pointed out that with the dissolution of Parliament, the status and function of the government also changes accordingly.
From 12 November, the government becomes a caretaker
government with caretaker
functions.
A caretaker government in a
Parliamentary
democracy
merely performs the rudimentary duties of the state. Apart
from maintaining law and order, it ensures that government machinery continues to
function so that the day-to-day
task of administration can be
carried out.
From a moral standpoint, a
caretaker government cannot
initiate new programmes or
launch new projects in the
name of the government. This
is an unwritten role of electoral

competition in a Parliamentary
democracy. For the party that
acts as the caretaker government is also a participant in the
election. If it transgresses its
caretaker functions by using
the authority that a government enjoys in ordinary circumstances, it would have an
unfair advantage over its other
competitors in the election.

New

Project

Of course, legally a caretaker
government can argue that
launching new projects and disbursing funds are part of the
day-to-day functions of the
government. Morally, however, such an argument is untenable since these activities,
without doubt, give an advan-

PRIVATE

tage to the incumbent. Besides, they may be perceived
by the electorate as favours
done them with the intention
of obtaining their support.
This is why in the Scandinavian
democracies and in Britain no
new
governmental
programmes derived from state
funds are initiated during the
campaign period.
ALIRAN hopes that the
Barisan Nasional which has
promised a clean and trustworthy government will be scrupulously honest in this matter.
Clean and trustworthy leaders
will at all times observe the
moral underpinnings of the
system. Otherwise, elections
will become a farce. q

AND

PUBLIC

It was said of Muhammad Bello (the son of Uthman and
Fodio) that he maintained two lamps: one which was his
own that he used for reading materials of private nature
and the other which was paid for by the state treasury
which he used for reading state documents. After he had
read State documents he would extinguish the flame of
the state lamp and light his private lamp for his own private reading. He was extremely scrupulous about the
distinction between the two.
From Al-haji Shehu Shagari and Jean Boyed Uthman and Fodio.
The Theory and Practice of His Leadership (Islamic Publications
Bureau, Lagos, 1978) p. 50.
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Election
Offences

ployment for a voter in order
to persuade him to vote for any
candidate or not to vote. The
use of intermediaries either to
accept or to offer such inducements is equally an offence.

Threats
Giving

Treats

It is an offence to provide or
arrange for treats of food,
drink or provisions in order to
influence a person to vote for
a candidate or not to vote at
all. Offering a voter a treat
through an intermediary is also
against the law. No voter may
be given treats before, during
or after voting hours in order
to influence his voting. A
voter who accepts these treats
is himself committing an offence.

Bribery
No person may give money,
gifts, loans or any valuable consideration to a voter in order
to influence him in voting. A
bribe given through a go-between is also illegal. A voter
who accepts these bribes can be
prosecuted. It is also against
the law for gifts or financial
inducements to be given to
someone who agrees to persuade a voter to vote or not to
vote.

Offers of Office/
Position
The law does not allow anyone
to offer, or promise to try to
get, any office, place or em-

It is against the law to
threaten or force a person to
vote or not to vote. No voter
may be prevented in any way
from exercising his right to
vote. The various forms of
violence mentioned in the law
include abduction, causing
bodily injury or any other
sort of damage, harm or loss.
Causing spiritual injury, for
example by persuading a
voter that he will be punished
by God if he does not vote
for a particular candidate or
party, is also an offence.

Freedom
of
Movement
On polling day, no unauthorised person is allowed, within
50 yards of a polling station,
to find out who are the people entering or leaving the
polling station. Neither are
candidates allowed to establish booths or offices within
50 yards of a polling station.
No one may remain in this
area except to queue up to
vote. Neither can anyone be
forced to alight from a vehicle within 50 yards of any candidate’s booth.

Transport
Anyone who attempts to influence a voter by paying for the

cost of his transport to or from
the polling station is committing an offence. No vehicle
which is ordinarily rented out
may be used to ferry voters to
polling stations. A candidate
may, however, arrange transport for voters to cross rivers
in order to vote, but such
transport must be made available to all voters in the area.

False

Statements

A person breaks the law if he
makes false statements about
the personal character or conduct of a candidate to reduce
his chances of winning. It is
also an offence to make a false
statement that another candidate has withdrawn from the
election in order to assist a preferred candidate. Candidates
or their agents who make false
statements about their election
expenses would also be breaking the law.

Punishment
The punishment for these offences is imprisonment of up to
12 months and a fine ranging
from RM250 to RM1,000. A
person convicted of any of
these offences may be prohibited from voting and if he was
a successful candidate, may
lose his seat.

Reports
and
Complaints
If you wish to have fair elections, you should be ready to
report election offences to the
police or the Election Commission. q
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Ke

Arah

Malaysia

Yang

Adil

The Barisan Alternative's Agenda For A Just Malaysia
Four parties which make up the Barisan Alternative offer a historic joint manifesto. The following
is a summarised version of the manifesto, launched
on October 24, 1999.

• Guarantee for media
freedom
• No more ‘detention without trial’ (ISA)
• 5-day work week, 90-day
maternity leave
• Minimum monthly wage
• Limit to PM’s term in office
• Help for poor of all races
• End the abuse of ‘special
rights’
The Barisan Alternatif - PAS,
keADILan, PRM and DAP - solemnly swears that it is totally
committed to the struggle to bring
into being a Malaysian nation
based on justice.
At this present time, there is, in
this country, an administration
which concentrates power in the
Executive, and more especially in
the hands of one particular individual. This administration has
destroyed the authority of various

democratic institutions, such as
the Judiciary, the Police, the Civil
Service and the Media, and has,
in general, undermined the welfare and well-being of the
Malaysian people.
Furthermore, the present administration has promoted, above all
else, a blind loyalty to one man,
one leader, even though that man
has been clearly shown to have
violated moral principles and to
have deviated from the national
interest. The principle and practice of transparency in public affairs has been ignored by those in
power in this country.
It is for these reasons that oppression, corruption, nepotism and
cronyism have become so rampant in this country over the past
few years. In order to conceal and
camouflage these wrong-doings,
those in power have had to resort
to fabrications and lies to deceive
the people. The use of slander and
libel against political opponents
has become a normal practice
among members of the present
administration.
A number of basic needs of the
people, which should have been

given priority and urgent attention, have been neglected. This
country still lacks a sound policy
for agriculture and food production. A large proportion of those
who have low and moderate incomes are still unable to afford
reasonable housing. Quality education and medical services of
adequate standard are still not
assured for most people. A comprehensive public transport system still does not exist in this
country.
It is obvious that the wellbeing of
the general public is not a major
priority of the current Barisan
Nasional (BN) government. Instead, the interests of a small
group of people who have close
ties with those in power are given
top priority.
Safeguarding the rights of all
Malaysians is the fundamental
aim of the Barisan Alternatif. Col-
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lective efforts will be made to enhance economic productivity, improve economic efficiency, and
better coordinate economic management. The resources of the nation will not only be channeled
towards meeting the basic needs
of the people, but more importantly, will be directed towards enhancing the quality of life and
welfare of the people in general.

• creation of a new social contract

The task of creating a Malaysia
which is more prosperous and
just will involve the creation of
a physical environment which
is healthy; improvement of the
quality of education, health and
social services in general; building of mosques and other places
of worship; provision of more
and better public libraries, parks
for recreation, and facilities for
the arts and other cultural activities; and the creation of more
and better opportunities for
making greater use of computer
and information technology
along with other means of communication.

In general, the long-term objective
of the Barisan Alternatif is to bring
into being a progressive and just
society, which enables every individual to fulfil his or her physical, intellectual and spiritual potential, a society which is politically mature, which is caring, creative and informed, which holds
balanced values and orientation,
and which can make a real contribution to the Asian renaissance
in the broadest sense and not
merely in terms of the economy or
technology.

The kind of just and democratic
society which we seek must be
built on a foundation of sound
spiritual values and high standards of personal integrity.

What does the
Barisan
Alternatif
offer?
Based on the principles stated
above, the Barisan Alternatif
presents this Joint Manifesto. The
main objectives contained in the
Manifesto are:
• strengthening the national
economy
• enhancement of government
transparency and accountability

duce fares overall so as to be
more commensurate with the
cost of living.

• fostering national unity
• construction of a genuinely
democratic society, and
• restoration of Malaysia’s good
reputation and status on the
world stage

Amongst the specific items of concrete and practical interest contained in the Manifesto are the
pledges to:

Economy
• Raise the level of income exempt from income-tax up to
RM12,000 a year as well as
raise children’s allowances to
more reasonable levels.
• Raise the level of income exempt from income-tax for fulltime house-wives in recognition of their contribution to society.
• Eliminate absolute poverty
within the space of half a term
(in office).
• Improve the standard of public transport services and re-

• Review the existing programme for privatisation so as
to end a variety of weaknesses
and abuses.
• Put a end to mega-projects
which are wasteful, destroy
the environment and bring little benefit to the general public.
• Give priority to the modernisation of agriculture and increase food production in the
interest of national food security and stability.

Governance
• Establish a Royal Commission
to review the judicial and legal system in the country.
• Abolish the Internal Security
Act (ISA) and end the practice
of detention without trial.
• Establish an independent
Commission to review certain
restrictive laws such as the Official Secrets Act (OSA), the Sedition Act, the Police Act, the
Universities and University
Colleges Act, the Publishing
and Printing Presses Act, etc,
to remove all aspects that are
oppressive and violate basic
human rights.
• Guarantee the freedom of the
media, especially to enable the
media to expose wrong-doings
and abuses of power, if these
occur.
• Limit the terms of office of the
Prime Minister, Menteri Besars
and Chief Ministers to periods
not exceeding two terms.
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• Make it mandatory for all
elected representatives and
high office-holders to publicly
declare their assets every year.
• Restore the authority of the
Civil Service by making full
use of the expertise and experience which exist among
members of the Service.
• Respect the provisions of special rights for the Malays, as
provided for in the Constitution, but end its abuse (e.g. the
accumulation of wealth by a
small group of cronies), and
increase the scope for affirmative action for other groups
which
are
weak
and
marginalised, regardless of
their ethnic, social and religious backgrounds.

Education
• Review the planning and implementation of education
policy so as to create an integrated educational system that
is of high quality, fair and
democratic.
• Reaffirm the principle that
education is a fundamental
national responsibility though
private education will be allowed to flourish.
• Put an end to the profit-oriented privatisation of institutions of higher learning and
review the policy of commercialising such institutions, so
that educational principles are
given priority over considerations of business and profit.
• Strengthen scholarship and
loan schemes, particularly for
students from families with
modest means.

• Guarantee the autonomy of
universities and institutions of
higher learning by establishing a Universities Commission
which will supervise the management of all universities, and
amend the Universities and
University Colleges Act to
strengthen the basic rights of
the academic community, in
particular those of undergraduates.

corporatised for purposes of
more efficient management,
and not as a step towards privatisation.
• Review, from the perspectives
of cost and quality, the performance of all aspects of the health
services which have already
been or are about to be privatised, to protect the welfare of
the general public.

• Confirm and strengthen the
position and quality of Bahasa
Melayu as the National Language and as the common language of the people, while promoting and developing
Bahasa Melayu as the language of a dynamic literature
and culture, acceptable to and
used by all communities in the
nation.

• Establish a Housing Board
with the task of meeting the demand for low and medium
cost housing.

• Guarantee the right to teach
and use mother-tongues such
as
Mandarin,
Tamil,
Kadazandusun, Iban, etc. in
schools, and improve implementation of the mothertongue policy to be more efficient, effective, of good quality
and responsive to the expectations of parents.

• Increase the number of days of
maternity leave for mothers
working in the public sector to
90 days and introduce 7 days
paternity leave for husbands.

Social

Services

• Ensure provision of social
services which are comprehensive, fair and efficient, this being one of the basic responsibilities of government.
• Ensure that all public amenities and services - such as water, education, health and public housing - are only

Employment
• Raise the retirement age to 60,
in line with the rise in the general life expectancy of
Malaysians.

• Introduce a five-day working
week, with ordinary working
hours not exceeding 40 hours
a week.
• Fix minimum monthly wage
rates as appropriate for different categories of workers.
• Establish a minimum pension
rate so that senior citizens can
be self-sufficient.
• Ensure that remuneration for
similar work and duties is the
same for men and women.

Resistence to tyrants is obedience to God
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- Jefferson

PAGES FROM THE PAST

Tengku Razaleigh Responds
D r M a h a t h i r ’ s A l l egations
Against
Him
accusations. As far as I can remember, the last time I was in
Australia was eight years ago,
and this was to represent our
country. If it was true that I went
abroad to tarnish the good name
of Malaysia, please tell me when
and where? If they fail to do so,
this would prove that they had
lied.

LET

I

nitially, I did not intend
to respond to allegations
made by the leader of the
ruling party recently, especially when I’m seldom given a
fair coverage by the local media.
However, after being bombarded
with a barrage of accusations, people who sympathise with me requested that I issue a press statement to respond to these accusations.

THE PEOPLE
JUDGE

If it was true that I was exploited
by the foreign media, I challenge
the authorities to show the programme in its entirety on our local television in the next one or
two weeks. Let the people judge
for themselves which part of the
programme was construed as
damaging Malaysia’s name. I too
would like to see this programme.
I have been told that there were
others including Dr Mahathir
who also talked to the Australian
television.

I have been accused of being disloyal to this country because I allegedly went overseas to smear the
good image of Malaysia. In fact,
in a cynical manner he claimed
that I was so popular in that country that I should stand for election
there.

If they are not courageous enough
to screen the entire programme,
then this would show their outright lie. The people cannot trust
them anymore. If in the last general elections they had lied that I
intended to kill PAS and that I
would idolise the cross, this time
ilt looks like lies such as this are
being fabricated much earlier.

To me, these are downright false

I want to state this clearly: I am a

To

true Malay. This is my land. There
is no other place for me to go. I
love my country and race. I want
to die and be buried here. It’s unthinkable for me to commit treachery and be disloyal to my country
as alleged by my political foes.
Based on this love, I continue to
struggle to ensure that my country and race will not be continuously exploited by those who
plunder this country’s riches for
the sake of a few who are close to
the authorities. I want to see this
country having a clean government, harmonious people, fair
distribution of wealth and governance that is consented by God.

IT

IS

NOT

DISLOYALTY

My struggle has been expressed
in various places. At times I had
to criticise the wrong doings of the
people in power. I had said this
everywhere, either in ceramah in
kampongs or in my speeches in
Parliament. I also mentioned this
when interviewed by local and
foreign reporters. Perhaps the local mass media did not cover sufficiently what I had said because
those who control them do not
want the people to be aware.
If indeed there were foreign media that quoted my criticisms,
Malaysians should know that my
criticisms were not made against
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the nation or my race but against
a few individuals who did not
carry out their duties properly.

in this country. Its smell is so
strong because of its size. That’s
all.

To criticise an individual or a
party that mismanages is not tantamount to damaging the good
name of the country. Am I to be
regarded as disloyal just because
I criticise people in power?

Even if I do not say anything, people would still smell it. If everyone smells it, don’t blame it on me.
Blame it on those who practise
money politics themselves.

What about those people in power
who slam the Opposition while
abroad? What about those who
humiliate the Malay Ruler who is
the Head of State? Can we consider them as being loyal to the
country?
The same goes with the issue of
money politics that has been publicised. Dr Mahathir should not
ridicule the capacity of others to
think, including foreigners and
the foreign media. Everyone
knows that money politics does
exist in our country. They know,
not because I told them. They
know because all of us talk about
it.
Leaders of the higher and lower
echelons of Dr Mahathir’s party
are talking about it. On TV as well
as in the press. Everyone knows
that in UMNO Baru, this problem
has become so serious that a Special General Assembly had to be
called to amend its constitution.

THE SMELL OF
THE
CARCASS
This problem has become like the
carcass of an elephant. If there are
people who would ask me, what
is this stinking smell, I would
only tell them that the smell comes
from the elephant’s carcass.
Should they further ask, what is
this elephant? I would say that
the elephant is the biggest animal

There were people who asked me
to substantiate my allegations
about the leader’s mismanagement of power and favouritism.
This is easy. The statement made
by the Minister of International
Trade and Industry herself in Parliament recently is enough for the
people to judge.
Why are millions of shares allocated to individuals like her sonin-law Fazrin Azwar (who received 1.5 million shares of Leader
Universal which is now valued at
about RM14 per share. If totalled,
these shares would now be valued at about RM21 million).

ter of International Trade and Industry is merely a fragment of the
practice of accumulating wealth,
which has become a norm now.
The Prime Minister had also accused me of being the one responsible for spreading the news that
there was a rift between him and
his deputy. I do not intend to make
a long comment on this. This is
their own problem.

I T ’ S T H E TALK
AMONG
MEMBERS
Besides, is it logical that someone
like me who has no power or control over the mass media could
spread rumours like wild fire?
Hasn’t this been the talk among
the UMNO Baru members themselves?
I wonder whether the Prime Minister raised this issue because he
wanted to send a message to certain people.

Apart from him, there are a few
others who were also given bigger share allocations, like Mirzan
Mahathir (1.5 million of the same
shares), Marzuki Ibrahim (1.5 million of the same shares), and
Megar Fairouz Junaidi Megat
Joned (obtained 14 million of
FACB shares).

In the past, he also denied that
there was a rift between him and
Dato’Musa Hitam on the one
hand, and him and Encik Ghafar
Baba on the other when they were
his deputies. After that everyone
knew that the split was only a
matter of time when he made the
denial.

If these people qualify for these
shares, what are their qualifications? Don’t other people who are
not related to the ministers
qualify?

This means that a breach between
the Prime Minister and his
number two is not something new.
This has happened before and it’s
not impossible that it can recur. If
it occurs again, it will not be because of me, but because it’s the
tradition.

The general public is aware that
at one time it was difficult even to
obtain share application forms.
Even if they’re lucky, they could
only get one or two lots of the
shares allocated.
What was revealed by the Minis-

I was most troubled when I still
accused of being responsible for
the loss incurred by Bank
Bumiputra during the time when
I was the Finance Minister. Actu-
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ally, I had already sued certain
foreign newspapers which had
made similar accusations. I am
awaiting the outcome. To me, this
is the biggest defamation.
As I’ve said earlier, Bank
Bumiputra is a special bank and
it was put under the stewardship
of the Prime Minister since the
days of Tun Razak. It is in the
same position as Petronas,
Pernas, PNB and Hicom which,
even though registered under the
name of the Finance Minister, are
placed under the supervision of
the Prime Minister.

THE PM IS
ACCOUNTABLE
Should there occur a loss or scandal in the Bank, the Prime Minister should be made accountable,
not me. This is especially so when
the losses of Bank Bumiputra persisted even after I left the Finance
Ministry. In fact, those who are
now in power must be made responsible for the loss of RM31,000
million that Bank Negara incurred
over a period of two years.
Dr Mahathir ridiculed me by alleging that at the time when I was
the Finance Minister, the country’s economic performance was
dismal. He said this as if I was
the head of government at that
time. In fact, there are those who
proudly proclaim that it is because of him that the economy is
doing very well today. I accept this
criticism with an open heart and
with humility. To me, the ups and
downs of an economy is not entirely due to the Finance Minister.
It is connected to a host of other
factors as well. This includes the
international and regional economic situation, the role of the
people and the entire political
leadership and government machinery at the time.

This means that if anyone were to
criticise me because the economy
performed badly at that time, he
or she is also criticising the entire
government of the day. This involves the present Prime Minister
who was then the Prime Minister.
The Finance Minister only implements the policy formulated by
the cabinet and the Prime Minister.
Nevertheless, I would like to take
this opportunity to clarify the following the following. With reference to the Finance Minister’s Economic Reports for the 1981/82
and 1984/85 periods, the
economy during my time was not
as bad as they made it out to be.
In fact, at times it was even better.
For instance, in the first year of my
being the Finance Minister in
1976, the national economic
growth achieved the level of 11.6
per cent. This is a growth firgure
that has surpassed today’s.
Furthermore, within a period of 5
years between 1976 and 1980 the
average economic growth was 8.6
per cent. This is a growth rate that
is higher than what it is today.
At that time, the exchange rate was
better than it is today. This is why
the value of our Ringgit was
stronger then when compared to
the Singapre and Brunei Dollars,
the Thai Baht and the Japanese
Yen.
Today our Ringgit has fallen a lot
compared with those currencies.
We are only proud when we compare the Ringgit’s value with the
American Dollar when in fact the
American Dollar has plummeted
vis-a-vis other major currencies in
the world.
What I’ve said here is not merely
for the sake of bringing up the

past. Far from blowing my own
trumpet. I am most aware that the
achievements of yesteryears were
not solely mine, but were due to
various factors which I need not
mention here.
Nonetheless, it needs reminding
here that the economic strength of
today would not have been
achieved had it not been for the
foundation laid down by people
before us. Thus we should not
look down upon the deeds of people in the past. Almarhum Tunku
Abdul Rahman provided his service, so did Tun Razak and Tun
Hussein Onn. It was their leadership that left a strong foundation
which we now enjoy. We must not
be arrogant and haughty for God
does not like people who behave
that way.

DR M CASTING
ASPERSION
ON
HIMSELF
I was surprised when Dr
Mahathir specifically linked me to
the problem of massive national
debts while I was the Finance
Minister. Looks like he is only
casting aspersion on himself. My
era was his, too. I was his Minister of Finance. The country was in
debt as agreed upon by the very
cabinet that he led.
The country’s debts increased
when he first became the Prime
Minister in 1981. The debts were
not as colossal as those during
Tun Hussein Onn’s time even
though I was his Finance Minister. During Dr Mahathir’s time,
the country’s debts soared because the Prime Minister and his
cabinet wanted to spend a lot. The
Finance Minister did not have a
project to spend on. Perwaja, Proton Saga, Penang Bridge and
Daya Bumi are some of the
projects spearheaded by the Prime
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Minister.
What more if these were to be completed in a short time and were
not provided for in the country’s
Five-Year Plan. So if the country’s
debts have escalated, Dr Mahathir
should not blame me. He should
blame himself.
Nonetheless, as the Finance Minister at that time, I did try to control his obsession with big spending. Perhaps it was because of this
he is angry with me until today.
However, I am proud, if compared
with today, the national debts in
my time were much less. (Please
refer to the Economic Reports
1984/85, 1986/87, 1994/95.)
When I was dismissed from the
Finance Ministry in 1984, our external debts stood at RM20.847
billion. Now (1994) our external
debts are RM64 billion. This
means three times bigger than
during my time. In terms of domestic debts, when I left the ministry, the debts stood at RM37.075
billion. Now (1994), our debts
have escalated to RM78.42 billion.
I think these figures are easily
understood by anyone in order to
judge during whose time it was
that the debts increased.
I feel that I’m not going overboard
here if I challenge Dr Mahathir to
deny this fact. If not, it would
prove that he has lied once again.
I was accused of being a coward
because I left the Dewan Rakyat
when the 1995 Budget was presented recently. This accusation
is not fair. After being there for
almost an hour, I had to leave urgently for the airport that day to
go to Kota Baru because I had business to attend to there. Besides, I
didn’t expect the budget speech
to be much longer than usual and

Tengku Razaleigh: My struggle has been expressed in various places.

so long-winded.
To leave the Dewan doesn’t mean
that I did not listen to the speech.
It can be heard anywhere including via radio in my car.

ARE THEY
COWARDS,
TOO?
Anyway, why was I the only one
being grilled when there were
UMNO Baru Members of Parliament themselves who were not
present at that time?
Moreover, why didn’t the Prime
Minister and the Deputy Prime
Minister accuse themselves of being cowards for leaving the
Dewan Rakyat when I debated the
Mid-term Report of the Sixth Malaysia Plan on 16 December 1993?
At that time I raised many issues
that concerned the interests of the
rakyat, especially about why the
share equity ownership of the
Malays had declined at an alarming rate since 1990?
Dr Mahathir and his Deputy must
surely remember that they were in
the Dewan Rakyat for hardly 10
minutes to listen to my speech.
After that, both of them left for
somewhere no one knew.
I have never raised this neither
have I accused them of being cow-

ards. I am aware that the right to
sit in and leave the Dewan is the
prerogative of the members of the
Dewan, including the Prime Minister and myself.
To me, the censure and accusations are signs that the general
elections are around the corner.
Perhaps this matter was deliberately raised to divert the people’s
attention away from the many
other problems in the country. As
expected, every time an election is
held the ruling elite will employ
the old tactic, that is, to smear the
name of their political rivals, lie,
defame and spread hatred towards their political foes.
I wonder why they were very angry with me. I don’t know, perhaps due to unending vengeance.
I pray to Allah to give guidance to
his creation and provide victory
for the truth. I hope this press
statement will be carried in full by
the country’s mainstream mass
media.
Tengku Razaleigh Hamzah
President
Parti Melayu Semangat 46
6 November 1994
Source:
Aliran Monthly 1994:14(11)

Aliran Monthly October - November 1999: 19(9) Page 42

RELIGION
Guidelines for Planning Places of Worship for Non-Muslims

NOT

GONE

T

TO

CABINET

he Malaysian Consultative Council of Buddhism,
Christianity,
Hinduism and Sikhism
(MCCBCHS) in an August 30
memorandum to the Prime Minister Mahathir Mohamad rejected
the proposed “Guidelines for
Planning Non-Islamic Places of
Worship”, (Guidelines) which
was issued by the Housing and
Local Government Ministry.

So far, the meetings that they had
with Dato’Seri Abdullah Badawi,
the Deputy Prime Minister (DPM),
Dato Seri Ling Liong Sik, President of the Malaysian Chinese Association (MCA) and Dato’Seri
Samy Vellu, President of the
Malaysian Indian Congress
(MIC), MCCBCHS was assured
that these Guidelines were sent
out for feedback only and have not
been approved by Cabinet.

The MCCBCHS said that the
Guidelines are unconstitutional,
unconscionable and unacceptable and “show a clear lack of
understanding, sensitivity and
respect for non-Islamic religions”.
They pointed out that the Guidelines infringed on religious rights
ensured by Article 11 of the Federal Constitution.

“Although we are relieved to hear
that, we are nevertheless worried
that bureaucrats in the civil service may act on their own. “In fact
the DPM emphatically said that
there was no way that the National Fatwa Council or any other
Islamic Council should be the approving authority for non-Islamic
places of worship”, Mr Vaithilingam said.

Among other things, MCCBCHS
objected strongly to the condition
“all applications for the erection
of non-Muslim places of worship
should be referred to the State Islamic Council to obtain its views
and whatever decisions in relation to it”. The National Fatwa
Council for Islamic Affairs or any
other Islamic body has no jurisdiction whatsoever over the nonMuslims,” said MCCBCHS in
Clause 2.1 of their Memorandum.
When
contacted,
Mr
A
Vaithilingam, the MCCBCHS
president said that MCCBCHS
has been busy seeking appointments with leaders of the governing political parties to explain to
them the seriousness of the Guidelines if implemented.

Dato’Chee Peck Kiat, President of
the Missionary Buddhist Society
as well as MCCBCHS Executive
Council Member, insisted that
the Guidelines should not have
even been sent out in the first
place as it was totally not in favour of Non-Muslims. He felt
that although the assurances
given by the Ministers were positive it was often not translated
into actions, citing the problems
encountered in the Shah Alam
Non-Muslim Places of Worship
as an example. Mr Harcharan
Singh, another Executive Council Member concurred that the
responses from the Ministers
were positive and also hoped
that they would take appropriate action as indicated.

YET

The MCCBCHS urged the government to make provisions for nonMuslim places of worship in development plans of new housing
estates, similar to the provisions
made for mosques, playgrounds
and parks.
Mr Vaithiligam also pointed out
that during their discussions with
the Ministers, they have also
raised issues about the importance of allowing Pupils Own
Religion to be taught in schools
(as one possible way to address
social ills), the provision of more
jobs in the civil service for nonMalays, as well as the non-representation of MCCBCHS in the
National Economic Advisory
Council (NEAC II). MCCBCHS
was represented in NEAC I.
As a result of their intervention,
the MCCBCHS was requested by
the Deputy Prime Minister to to
present their own proposals for
the Guidelines, to the Government.
To dated, neither the DPM nor
other high ranking government
official has made any public statement regarding the Guidelines as
being for feedback only or that the
National Fatwa Council nor any
other Islamic Council has no jurisdiction over non-Islamic places
of worhip. In the absence of public assurance it is legitimate to
wonder if the words uttered in
private would be translated into
fact. q
Source: CANews October 1999
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The Smog, Public
Health and the
Tourist
Ringgit
Aliran regrets the recent decision
made by the government not to
make public the Air Pollutant Index (API) readings at a time when
the smog has returned to Malaysia.

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

Poisoned
Minds
and
Propaganda
We regret that Prime Minister
Mahathir Mohamad has lambasted university lecturers over
their role in the political awakening of many university students.
In his typical rhetorical style, he
also accused them of having “foreign connections”, which he did
not identify.
Why is lecturers’ consciousnessraising called “poisoning students’ minds” while government
information is called “guiding “
and “telling the truth “?
Academia should be a place
where contests of ideas and ideologies should be encouraged.
Most students would welcome
forums and debates that feature
academics and politicians to
sharpen their minds and be exposed to all shades of views.
Obviously the dominant political
power defines what acceptable
“education” is and appears to

have a monopoly over truth and
morality. The state so dominates
the universities that even the
slightest dissenting view is considered ‘poisoning’ students’ minds.
The Education Minister himself
appoints the Vice Chancellors in
all state-run universities unlike
elsewhere in the region - in Thai
public universities and even in Indonesia, for instance - where it is
not uncommon for faculties to
participate in the election of rectors. In the past, the Senate, comprising professors and teaching
staff representatives, was the main
decision-making body but now all
power has been centralised with
the V-Cs.
Local universities, like many of
their foreign counterparts, should
have autonomy - all the more so
since they are publicly funded so that political interference can
be thwarted if it jeopardises academic integrity and credibility.
Aliran Executive Committee
21 July 1999

To add insult to injury, Science,
Technology and Environment
Minister Law Hieng Ding justified the government’s stand by
saying that publicising the API
readings would “drive away the
tourists”.
This brings us to the vital question: is the tourist ringgit more
important than the lives and
health of ordinary Malaysians?
Has there been a shift of priorities
in the Ministry that we ordinary
folk do not know of?
It is important for the government to realise that Malaysians
have the right to know what’s
really going on instead instead
of shrouding them under a
cloud of uncertainty.
The last time we experienced
the abominable smog the government also assured us that
things were under control, and
yet the reality was definitely
uncomfortable, even hazardous.
As in many areas in recent times,
it is crucial that the government
operates with transparency and
accountability.
Aliran Executive Committee
5 August 1999
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sycophants who are only interested
in enriching themselves or promoting their vested interests.
However, my fellow Malaysians, if
you feel unsafe without the Barisan
Nasional at the helm, you must vote
in a very strong Opposition and
deny the Barisan a two-thirds majority so that they cannot enact new
draconian legislation; only then
they will be pressured to withdraw
laws like the ISA and give us citizens some room to live with selfrespect and dignity. We will reap
what we sow!
A Concerned Citizen

Letters should preferably be no more than 250 words
Ipoh
and must include the writer's name and address. Shorter
letters will be preferred and pseudonyms may be used.
What Is UMNO's
Letters should be addressed to The Editor, ALIRAN
Stand On The
MONTHLY, P.O. Box 1049, 10830 Penang, Malaysia or
Islamic State Issue
e-mail to : aliran_letters@hotmail.com. Views expressed
need not necessarily reflect those of Aliran. UMNO leaders have been goad-

Politics
Without
Principles in Malaysia •
Mahatma Gandhi has described
the following as the seven deadly
sins:
• wealth without work;
• pleasure without conscience;
• knowledge without character;
• science without humanity;
• religion without sacrifice;
• politics without principles; and
• business without ethics.
Among other nefarious and sinful practices, the Barisan
Nasional is glaringly guilty of
politics without principles.
Such unprincipled tactics include
the following:
• controlling the mass media, so
that RTM can only be used by
Barisan candidates;
• misusing public authorities
and agencies and their per-

•
•

•
•
•
•

sonnel;
demanding 100 per cent loyalty of the public services and
civil servants for the Barisan;
doling out goodies to voters
during the campaign period;
threatening voters with denial
of development should they
elect opposition candidates;
realigning constituencies;
demeaning the personalities of
opposition candidates;
frightening voters with interracial strife;
provoking fear in the voters
that the country will be colonised by a foreign power
should the Barisan fail to form
a government with a landslide
majority and many more dirty
tactics.

But such tactics would not work
for the Barisan if the voters are rational and loyal to the country, and
not to an individual or a group of

ing PAS to state its stand on the
Islamic state issue now that the
opposition party is part of the new
Barisan Alternatif. In doing so, it
hopes to push PAS into a corner:
If PAS says it has abandoned the
Islamic state goal, then it risks alienating its supporters. If it insists
on going for the Islamic state, it
risks alienating the non-Muslim
supporters of Barisan Alternatif.
I strongly feel that Malaysians
should throw back the question
to the leaders of UMNO, in particular, and the other Barisan
Nasional parties in general.
Please state categorically:
What is UMNO and the other
component parties' stand on the
Islamic state: Are they for it or
against it? Just answer that question.
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Malaysian Circus :

Another
Sad
Declaration
I lied to my family
I lied to my grandmother
I lied to the Prime Minister
I lied to the police
I lied to the Court
I lied to my lawyer
I lied to the MP who went to jail
for standing up for me
And who lost his seat in parliament
And whose family suffered so grievously
I lied to the nation
I lied…for five long years
I lied….but now I am telling the truth!
And so I do hereby solemnly and sincerely
declare what I disclose is true — I lied!
I was “kidnapped”
I was forced by one Cikgu
To lie and plot a conspiracy (?)
I was taken to meet one doctor
They taught me and forced me to fabricate
I was asked by one senior officer to admit…

It sounds like one hell of a story!
But now I make this declaration voluntarily
No one has forced or influenced me.
I made this declaration last year
But I have decided to make it public now
due to “recent developments” like
the Anwar sodomy trial,
(the coming dirtiest General Elections (?)
and of course, tis’ the season for public
confessions).
I do not want to be dragged into the limelight
I want my family and I to be left alone
We would like to start anew
I want privacy
That is why I called for a press conference!
Now everyone gets to know all about me
— and my honesty
They get to see me and even my husband
on prime time TV and on the front pages
of all the newspapers in the country
How do you like that for privacy?
I am doing this because I want
all the people to get up tomorrow and
forget that nothing ever happened
five years ago …….!!
Like everything else these days.....
it was all a circus...!
(Martin Jalleh, 4 Nov. 1999)

NST : 28 - 2 - 1997
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ETHICS

A Lie Wins The Day
When a lie is given so much prominence; it reveals what little
respect we have for truth
liran is alarmed at the
total lack of journalistic ethics by the
Malaysian
media
when it slavishly reported the
so-called denial of Norhayati,
the former under-aged girl
who had previously stated in
open court that she had an intimate relationship with Rahim
- without screaming “PERJURY!”

guilty of perjury? Did the media ask her this question? And
shouldn’t the media have demanded that the AG charge her
and prosecute her?

A

They gave this denial story
front-page treatment making it
look like a real scoop of the
day, without raising or posing
any questions. This left thinking people wondering if the
pursuit of truth shouldn’t be
the business of the media.

Lim Guan Eng : Career in ruins

In this shameful, scandalous
episode a very brave and gallant man with a remarkable
record of service and dedication had to make a supreme
sacrifice. Lim Guan Eng’s parliamentary career is in ruins; he
can’t earn a living from his proPendek : Much pain and
fessional calling; he lost his pre- Grandma
agony
cious freedom and the comfort
of a family life; he was locked stand. Did she swear to tell
the truth, nothing but the
away for 12 months.
truth? Why then did she make
All for what purpose? Did the a mockery of that oath and lie
media ask her this question? through her teeth? Did the
She must have taken the oath media ask her this question?
before taking the witness By lying under oath, isn’t she

She had caused so much pain
and agony to the frail and feeble granny who went all over
the country pleading for justice
for her young granddaughter.
She even had to go to court to
give evidence and at one stage
“suddenly slumped in her
chair and had to be carried
away.” Her poor granny now
feels utterly betrayed and devastated. Is this how one repays
the kindness from a caring and
compassionate person who was
both her granny and mother?
Did the media ask her this
question?
Nobody cared to ask these
questions. There were no editorial chastising this tragic episode. Only a faithful reporting of the lie! It is a sad reflection on us as a society when so
much space, opportunity and
publicity is given to a lie. When
a lie is given so much prominence; it reveals what little respect we have for truth.
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