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COVER STORY

UMNO And Its Partners
In The New Malaysia
Doing It Not The Shy Way
by Dr Maznah Mohamad
he tenth Malaysian
general election concluded with a strange
aftertaste.
Never
mind if the losers were devastated by the results. Even the
victors did not find enough of
a cause to celebrate.

T

First, victory was wrested
through campaign strategies
that were unlawful at many
turns and phenomenally costly,
both in terms of money and
human dignity. Second, two
states fell to Islamic governments, the very thing that
Barisan Nasional voters
thought they were going to the
polls to prevent.
Instead of feeling smug over its
two-thirds majority win, the
Barisan Nasional, particularly
UMNO is realising that the future for Malaysians on account
of its performance may be a
bumpy one ahead. Still we expect this government to go on,
true to the Sinatra Principle,
“Not the Shy Way, Oh No …”.

economic achievement reacted
coolly to the results. For several successive days, the KLSE
indices went down and gaming stocks took a beating. Investors will still be jittery for
some time to come, with the
issue of a whittled Malay support for Prime Minister
Mahathir Mohamad being one
of the factors for concern.

Intra-party bickering within
Gerakan came out into the
open two days after the election. Disenchanted Gerakan
members blamed the party for
not bringing enough development into Penang and called
Things Fall Apart
for the state to be led by anThe stock exchange, the barom- other. In typical authoritarian
eter of the Barisan Nasional’s style, however, the rift was

swiftly resolved by prime ministerial “decree” that the chief
minister’s post shall reside
with Gerakan.
Most revealingly, before the
dust could fully settle, UMNO
leaders began calling for a
‘reinvention’ of the party, including hinting of a leadership
change. PAS would never be an
alternative to UMNO trumpeted one minister when it was
plain as daylight that it already
is.
There were also accusations
that the association with PAS
caused the DAP its poor showing and that, on the other hand,
Chinese votes more than anything else helped UMNO to
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retain its ground. Such an impression could lead to testier
inter-ethnic and inter-religious
relations. Non-Muslims are
now wary about the impending loss of various freedoms
under a burgeoning Islamic
tide and Muslims are confused
as to which Islam is more legitimate; UMNO’s or PAS’.
Other uncertainties cropped up
in relation to the appointments
of mentris besar of several states
(Kedah and Negri Sembilan,
among others) which did not
proceed with the usual cohesiveness. Most unfortunately,
even leaders of the Barisan
Alternatif were not spared the
wrath of internal dissension
and conflicts. The coalition
looked to be on the brink of a
break-up, with the DAP regretting its alliance in the coalition.
Among some, nation-building
for the next five years is going
to take a frightening course. So
much
for
the
Barisan
Nasional’s campaign slogan
that promised unity, progress
and freedom. What seems to
loom on the horizon is more
disunity, perhaps even an economic slide and possible contention over loss of constitutionally guaranteed freedoms
because of widespread perceptions of a strengthening Islam,
competing with an already authoritarian government.

UMNO:

Losing

Its

Grip

The source of this cause for
worry is UMNO’s performance
itself. No matter what its supporters would like to believe,

UMNO’s losses in this election
will have a reverberating effect
on the political landscape. Besides losing a number of Parliamentary seats, it also lost
popular votes compared with
the previous general election.
This time in constituencies
where two-thirds of voters
were Malays, UMNO received
48.6% of the votes compared
to 60.8% in 1995.
In this election, UMNO suffered an overall 8% drop in
votes compared with the 1995
election. On the other hand
PAS gained 18% more of the
popular votes in the seats it
contested.
Chart 1 (see page 39) shows
that UMNO received more
than two million votes in 1995.
The number of votes it received
this time went down to about
1.9 million. On the other hand,
PAS’ votes went up form
433,454 in 1995 to 996,512
votes in this election. For State
seats PAS garnered about 1.3
million votes or more than a
100% rise from its previous performance.

No
The

Kudos For
MCA Either

What was most revealing, besides UMNO and PAS all other
parties performed consistently
in terms of popular votes obtained. Despite its aggressive
campaign machinery, the MCA
and other component parties in
the Barisan Nasional received
almost similar if not fewer
votes than in the last election.
Chart 1 in fact shows that

popular votes for the DAP
were higher than what it received in 1995. Thus, despite
the DAP’s angst over its miscalculated alliance with PAS, it
did not perform any worse
than the MCA or Gerakan. The
MCA’s and Gerakan’s hugging
of the media to their advantage did not in the end deliver
them much. One should only
conclude that the MCA performed even worse than the
DAP.

UMNO
Recedes
Into Johor, PAS Spills
Out of Kelantan
UMNO only found comfort
among Johor Malays. The pattern of voting there was an
aberration in itself with 71% of
the votes going to the Barisan
Nasional. This number is 16.8%
higher than the peninsula’s average and 13.5% higher than
the next best state for the BN
— Negri Sembilan which gave
the coalition 57.5% of its votes.
UMNO lost even more of its
popular votes in several states
when compared with the overall average. For Parliamentary
seats, it suffered a 24.4% drop
in popular votes in Selangor
and the Federal Territory,
27.4% in Penang and 15.8% in
Pahang.
PAS’ influence on the other
hand is spreading out of
Kelantan. In fact PAS’ share of
popular votes (41.5%) for state
seats in Kedah (which was retained under BN rule) was
even higher than UMNO’s
(40.55%). In Penang, UMNO’s
share of votes in state seats
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went down by 5% and in
Terengganu it went down by
13%.
Thus, we are seeing a situation
where UMNO is seemingly retreating into Johor, its original
birthplace while PAS has succeeded in moving out of
Kelantan, its home state.
Clearly, only PAS was the celebrant and only UMNO was
the loser. Pie charts 2 and 3 (see
page 39) further represent the
share of popular votes (state
seats) of political parties in the
1995 and 1999 elections. A
chunk of UMNO’s share in 1999
appears to have been consumed by PAS.
The charts show that in the
end, the tenth Malaysian general election was largely a contest between two Malay divides. UMNO was not damaged, but it became dangerously unwound. As the results
show, its legitimacy as the
voice
and choice of the
Malays, has been seriously undermined.

UMNO’s Loss is the
Coalition’s Win
No doubt UMNO is still alive
and kicking as it still managed
to garner at least 50% of the
popular votes in most of the
constituencies it contested, and
has remained the party which
received the highest number of
popular votes. It must be cautioned, however, that the
above figures are not a reflection of Malay votes only but of
the total votes in UMNO-contested seats. If one were to as-

sume that UMNO candidates
also won through non-Malay
votes, the proportion of votes
lost among Malays may be
even higher.
For a party that has been so
used to getting almost undivided Malay allegiance and
loyalty, this is a signal that it
can no longer take its premier
status in the league of Malay
parties for granted. For one
thing this election has shown
that UMNO may not have
done as well if not for nonMalay support. The question
that arises is, will UMNO now
be able to claim the status of
primus inter pares or “firstamong-equals” within the
Barisan Nasional coalition?
UMNO now has less than half
the total seats within the
Barisan Nasional government.
Not a cause for worry in itself
and may even be a good thing
that the Barisan Nasional’s support base is now more equitable, with East Malaysian parties contributing 24% of the
seats, Chinese parties 24%, one
Indian party 5% and UMNO
48%. UMNO may have lost a
little bit of ground in pushing
for a Ketuanan Melayu stance
but that has nevertheless
nudged the Barisan Nasional
closer to a Malaysian Malaysia
model.

Reclaiming

Support

The question that will plague
UMNO in its effort to
“reinvent” itself would be over
who will now form its core
supporters. For sure, the party
has alienated the Islamists and

will not be getting the guidance
of liberal-democratic Malays
who will be more inclined to
back the Barisan Alternatif.
UMNO is presently depending
on its core of loyalists from the
older generation and a circle of
members whose support has
been assured through the party’s patronage of their businesses, career positions and
social status. They will not let
go of UMNO because they simply cannot afford to. If not for
the sentimental reminder that
UMNO was the original party
of the Malays and that it promises some form of individual
material mobility, it has little
basis to otherwise attract new
adherents to the party.
UMNO will have to decide if
its makeover would mean fashioning itself into a more centrist party with liberal-democracy being its core value. If so,
it would be a good thing, although this would mean getting rid of dead wood, old habits and arcane cultural practices. Most importantly,
UMNO must go through the
daunting task of ridding itself
of its reputation as a party that
wields power through money
politics and avariciousness.

After

Mahathir,

Who?

Foremost on most pundits’
minds is the big question of
who will eventually succeed
the president of the party. This
is going to be a tough issue to
resolve. Although UMNO
deputy president Abdullah
Badawi is the most likely contender, he does not come from
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a state that delivered the most
number of Malay votes to
UMNO. There is also an impression that he may not be
business-savvy in the ruthless
(even shady) way of the
Mahathir-Daim genus. Not
having an influential moneyed
mafia backing him might also
be a liability in the rough and
tumble world of big business.
Abdullah Badawi lacks charisma, and unfortunately, anyone coming after Mahathir
would find the man a tough act
to follow in that department.
One has to admit that even
Mahathir at his worst verbal
spew can still be arresting.
Former UMNO dissident
Tengku Razaleigh, after having
proven that he could not deliver Kelantan from PAS, may
not now deserve the honour to
deliver UMNO from its disarray. UMNO vice-president
Najib Razak, the other likely
successor, appears to have
blown his chances of leading
the party after his own close
shave at the polls.
Many are speculating that
Johor UMNO leaders will now
be in the best position to fill the
vacuum. Nevertheless, if
UMNO were to descend to assume a regional identity would
this make it a stronger or a
weaker party? Would it not
then alienate all the other
Malays? If Johoreans control
UMNO this will go against the
spirit of UMNO representing
the greater Malay community.
That in itself will spell the demise of UMNO as the supra-

Malay designate.
In all likelihood, the party will
survive by lumbering along.
Its coffers are still filled and it
is the government for the next
five years. In the meantime,
Anwar Ibrahim will continue to
haunt UMNO in its search for
the leader after Mahathir. Not
only would UMNO need a
healer to rehabilitate the wartorn party from its excesses in
combat but it also needs someone who can be a firebrand to
match PAS’ line-up of increasingly dynamic leaders.

With or Without
Anwar, Islam Is
Here To Stay
The election has almost promised that there will be a widening ethnic divide due to the
pull of the Malay electorate
into two directions. The Islamic State notion will lead
many non-Muslims into supporting mainstream and racially based political parties.
On the other hand there will
be the push-appeal towards
PAS among younger Malays
who are emboldened by the
prospect of Islam becoming a
credible basis for government.
If not managed astutely, this
will lead to a spiralling of racial mistrust.
Malaysians will also continue
to be confused as to why it
was necessary for Mahathir to
go through all that imbroglio
with Anwar Ibrahim. At the
end of the day, what did
Mahathir achieve out of all
that? The very thing that he did
not wish, that is the strength-

ening of radical Islamic movements , has happened and it
will continue with even more
intensity. Mahathir thought
that by cutting off Anwar’s influence as the lifeline of these
movements, it would stave off
their rise. Ironically, the Anwar
Crisis gave the Islamic movements their greatest boost.

UMNO’s Moral High
Ground
In
Question
The fact that PAS, the party that
holds the moral high ground,
has won handsomely is testimony that charges against
Anwar Ibrahim for moral offences were not swallowed by
the people. The fact that most
of UMNO’s religious representatives - the most prominent of whom was Religious
Affairs Minister Hamid
Othman, who was defeated by
Shahnon Ahmad, author of a
so-called “profane” piece of literature - lost their seats speaks
volumes of Mahathir’s attempt
to use Islamic morals to sustain
his credibility. Malay voting
patterns in this election have
convincingly revealed the futility of Mahathir’s dalliance
with Islam to outdo another
Islam that is not of his own image.
It should be clear by now that
every time Dr Mahathir and
UMNO go through a political
crisis, one Malay state will go
the way of Islam. While many
might think that only Dr
Mahathir can be the bulwark
against extremist Islam, it has
actually been shown that he
had been the best reason for
Islamisation to flower.
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Is There A Role
For The DAP?
The stock fear among non-Muslims now is that UMNO will try
to counter radical Islam by becoming even more Islamic as a
way of winning back the Malay
heartland. On the other hand
PAS can also try to become
even more moderate and accommodating to non-Muslims
as a way of winning over sceptics and tearing down fortress
UMNO in the southern Malay
states. There are many possibilities as to how both UMNO
and PAS will be charting their
paths in the bid to become the
most credible alternative for
Malays and Malaysians. It may
develop positively contrary to
the dark scenarios whipped up
by politicians who can only
think within a racially based
paradigm.
Chinese-based parties like the
DAP should seize this moment
to carve a role for themselves
in moderating the tensions that
are now building-up. The association with PAS should be
deepened and not severed as
the DAP should serve as the
conduit to cultivate and engage Muslims and non-Muslims in dialogue to bridge the
gap
in
understanding.
Malaysians may no longer be
able to avoid the role of religion in building a more meaningful civil society.
The DAP as it turned out has
been unnecessarily hasty in
pronouncing its failure in this
election. The truth is, as statistics show, none of the other

Chinese parties, particularly
the MCA, performed any better. Either the Chinese felt that
they were merely bystanders
in this whole episode of Dr
Mahathir wanting to reassert
his mandate (among the
Malays) or they were left
highly confused about the
whole exercise. But now that
the implications of a divided
Malay constituency have finally
sunk into the psyche of nonMuslims, the DAP must find
for itself an appropriate positive role in the imminent processes of conflict resolution.

A

Future outside
UMNO?

The aftermath of the general
election will either be “moreof-the-same” or something
new. In the meantime, we expect to be left with a judicial
system that operates under the
thumbs of the Executive.
Herein, Anwar’s fate in incarceration seems to be sealed.
We will likely be saddled with
media that will slavishly continue to serve the political appetites of their shareholders.
There will be no stopping how
low they will stoop in the bottomless pit of indecency and
unethical practices as long as
some political agenda is met.
We will not hope to see fair redistribution policies involving
the provision for a minimum
wage, housing for all, or other
social benefits. Not when maha
projects are revived and the
whole vicious cycle of crony
capitalism and corruption is
churned all over again. With

“business-as-usual”, the government will have to continue
to lend extraneous support to
big business conglomerates at
the expense of distributive
policies.

Vulgar

Pragmatism
Rules

Finally, what did the 29 November polls say about us,
Malaysians? Did we think that
by going to the polls on that
day we were outlining a splendid future for Malaysia or were
we actually exposing ourselves
for what we really are? Nine
days of an astounding media
campaign by the Barisan
Nasional that was Stalinist and
Maoist in flavour beguilingly
promised stability and the continuance of a “glorious” lifestyle. The message was that
the corruption of government
and the brutal victimisation of
Anwar was but a micro-price
to pay for an uninterrupted
everyday existence that is familiar and therefore by habit,
safe. Expectedly, the majority
capitulated to the seduction of
the Barisan Nasional’s trite
sloganeering.
There were of course the 44 percent who voted differently and
were left dazed by the results
of the election. They continued
to clamour, “What about Justice?
What about Truth? What about
Accountability? What about Fair
Play? What about Compassion?” It was heard loud and
clear and 56 percent of
Malaysian voters actually replied, “Frankly, we don’t give a
damn!” Welcome to the Barisan
Nasional’s New Malaysia. q

Aliran Monthly December 1999: 19(10) Page 7

ELECTION FOCUS

Win,

Lose

Or

Draw?

Who really won? Who really lost?
What did we lose?
by Charlene Rajendran
he news resounds with
the information that the
Barisan Nasional got
more than a two-thirds
majority in the 1999 General Elections. That very simply the BN
won. Not in Kelantan and
Terengganu. But certainly in
Johor, Perak, Pahang, Selangor
and Sarawak. Not in every state
and parliamentary seat. But in
many and most. In total.

T

So once again the BN won. And
we are not entirely surprised by
this news. We are not blind to the
fact that in many places the margins were narrow compared to the
last time. In many situations the
results were unexpected and possibly due to irregularities of some
sort. In many constituencies
things would have been different
if the 680,000 late voters had been
given their right to choose. In
many instances there were opportunities for unchecked intimidation and race mongering that were
ugly and detestful. The opposition
did not have a fair fight to begin
with.

The

BN

Won

But the BN won. Hands down.
And with strong support in several parts of the country - support
of people from all walks of life and
all groups and backgrounds. All
creeds and colours comprising all
kinds of Malaysians who may
grumble about the way things are
when they have teh tarik in the

mamak stall or cappuccino at a cafe. But
who, when it comes
to the vote, are still reluctant or refusing to opt for an
opportunity to set some things
straight.
Such as the manner in which canvassing that ignores simple decency is allowed to go on in the
media. The blatant disregard for
civil sensibilities when adverts
show situations and people out
of context, with quotes that have
no basis. The thuggish design to
portray violent intent when there
is none.
We have after all been subject to a
concerted campaign to malign the
Malaysian public. We have seen
efforts made to make us seem like
an insecure and immature bunch
who will flip the lid and take to
violence if things are not as they
have always been. That we will
become raging lunatics if the
known devil of the status quo is
not kept. That the penalty is huge
if we do not do as we are told.
So who really won? The BN and
the rakyat? Or just the BN?

So

Who

Lost?

Maybe we should ask who lost.
Or who lost what?
The news resounds with the stories of how people lost trust and

faith in those who chose to do
something
different.
That
Malaysians lost confidence in
those who chose to go against the
odds. That some of the rakyat felt
doubtful about anyone who shook
hands with someone of a different creed. Because they feared a
loss of their right and position in
society. A loss of their comforts and
freedom to exercise their creeds.
They believed their interests were
best served by those who claimed
to be just and fair when their track
record showed otherwise, but
there was nothing to compare it
to.
People have always been able to
work and dwell with people of
different backgrounds and beliefs.
It happens all over the globe in
unspoken and unsung ways. We
may have tough moments in the
working out of details but that has
never deterred us from pushing
boundaries that others claim are
fixed and immutable.
But when we refuse to give good
intentions an opportunity to prove
themselves and a chance to show
us whether there is real possibility for change and improvement,
we have lost our basic gift of being human - the sense that a risk
may be worth it. Because beneath
the risk lies untold possibility for
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self-examination and recognition
of where the real dangers are. Not
the perceived or prescribed dangers. But the potentially explosive
ones. And the potentially valuable outcomes beyond.

A Real Choice ... Lost
So we lost. We lost a chance for
more truth to be challenged and
revealed. Because we lost our
nerve. We lost our sense of who
really needs to be checked and
held accountable. Of what really
needs to be changed in order for
our sense of tomorrow to look less
bleak.
We lost sight of what needs to be
done in order to rectify the injustices and imbalances in our system. We lost focus on the need to
restore the dignity of each citizen
by returning independence to the
judiciary and integrity to the police force. We lost emphasis on the
critical need to recognise blatant
irregularities in spending public
money and observing environmental principles.
And what else have we lost? Obviously we have lost guts. And we
have lost sight of our ability to use
what has been given to us. But
above all, we have lost some really fine people who could have
stood out and stood up for these
issues. Yes, we lost them. They
lost a fight but we lost out. We lost
them. We lost.
In Ampang Jaya we lost Sivarasa
Rasiah. In PJ Selatan we lost Dr
Syed Husin Ali. In Bandar Tun
Razak we lost Dr Chandra
Muzaffar. In Subang Jaya we lost
Irene Fernandez. In Sungai Siput
we lost Dr Jeyakumar. In Bukit
Bendera we lost Lim Kit Siang. In
Jelutong we lost Karpal Singh.
And the list goes on.

where more time, more access to
the media, more resources, more
decency could have made a difference. A difference that would
have opened some eyes and ears
to the truth that needs to be reckoned with. A difference that may
have made all the difference. A
difference that we have to keep
sight of in the coming five years.
We cannot afford to lose them
again.

Time

To

Draw

So we need to draw up our strategies and plans for a society that is
poverty stricken when it comes to
dealing with controversial options that confront and challenge
the status quo. We need to draw
on resources that will enable people and projects to be mobilised to
seek redress where necessary. We
need to draw out concrete means
to empower people before they will
feel equipped to make a change
that they deem risky. Because this
nation would be nothing if not for
the risks taken by our ancestors.
Those who strove before us to
make our land a decent one. A
place where one may win or lose
but should not give up.
The draw of swords is for those
who believe there is a cause. Not
for those who see no way ahead.
Unlike a draw in a game of chess
or football. This is our time to draw
up the will not to be deterred by
what we lost but motivated by
what we won.
Some won. Wan Azizah. Betty
Chew. Fadzil Nor. Shahnon
Ahmad. Teresa Kok. Tan Seng
Giaw. And others. But many lost.
And we lost more than we won.q

Charlene Rajendran is a
teacher based in KL. She
has been active in theatre.

We lost them amidst a situation
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WHOSE
ECONOMY
IS
RECOVERING?
Yours? Mine? Dr M’s surely!
BANK NEGARA REPORTS:
•
Malaysia’s economy grew
8.1 percent year-on-year in the
third quarter.
•
Economic activity in the
quarter
surpassed
levels
reached before the financial crisis .
•
Growth for 1999 could be
higher than the previous official estimate of 4.3 percent.
•
Third-quarter manufacturing output registered impressive growth of 19.5 percent
year-on-year.
•
Malaysia is “now completely out of the recession of
1998.”
WARGANEGARA REPORTS:
•
The price of things are going higher day-by-day as in the
first, second, and third quarter.
•
Activity in the dry and wet
markets is feverish but you end
up buying fewer things for
fewer days and you have fewer
choices.
•
Output, in the form of taking out more money from the
bank in order to put enough
food on the table, has surpassed levels before the economic crisis.
•
In terms of growth, the
size of the roti chanai or a bowl
of wan tan, or mee java keeps
on shrinking
•
Each time you pay more
than one ringgit for a coconut,
you cannot help but feel that
the jokers up there are “coconuts” too.
•
The people estimate that
they have to bear up with a lot
of bull before the General Election and take stock of the fact
that we may be out of a recession and into a depression after
every one has cast his/her
vote.
Martin Jalleh

ELECTION FOCUS

More

Than

Meets

The

Eye

More complex factors to explain election outcome
by Patricia Martinez
he reasons for the results
of these elections are
complex, more complex
than some (but certainly
not all) of the recent analyses both
on the Internet and by local and
foreign media. The reflections
shared below are not to negate
any, but to add to the analyses
thus far.

T

Against
Rather Than

For

It is a fallacy to see PAS and BN
victories only as support for them.
In a contest so fraught with negativity and so polarised by manipulations of fear and anger, people
gainst the BN or
voted more against
against PAS. Decisions and votes
elicited by fear or anger are always cast from negativity. Hence,
instead of only conjecturing that
the non-Malays voted for the BN,
I think it is important to understand this also as non-Malays
voting against the notion of an Islamic state, as demonised by the
BN and as announced by PAS itself.
Conversely, the vote for PAS by the
Malays is not only a vote for a
more Islamic government, but
must be seen also as a negative
vote against the BN. Understanding the election results as votes of
negativity will hopefully better
shape the ensuing policies of

those who are in power and those
who are preparing for the next
time around. It would be quite a
mistake to think that both the BN
and PAS/BA “did the right thing”
according to who supported
them, and that they should continue only along the paths they
took.

over the issues of race and religion
were stoked and fed, and these
were quite different for Malays
and non-Malays
non-Malays. The bogeys are
less of each other than what each
had to lose - it was painted differently for each race in terms of economics or identity or religion.

The problem with the hierarchies
in power is that a few think that
they know exactly what everyone
thinks, and that is the greatest fallacy of all. People voted according to the negative contexts and
limited choices they were presented with, not necessarily only
as per how those with the power
to define now interpret it: PAS
claiming it is a vote of support
from the Malays and the BN
claiming it is a vote of support
from the non-Malays.

I point this out because I am troubled by the gloating and/or vengeful posts I read on the web, in a
Malay versus non Malay dichotomy, as if the choices were the
same for both - and since both general entities voted so differently,
therefore they are against each
other. This is a dangerous and fallacious interpretation.

In the context of the power of the
media in Malaysia, it is important
to recognise that the complex
machinations of the advertising
and media coverage blitzes
throughout the last few months
have been very different depending on which newspaper catered
to which race.
From this analysis of racism, what
must be factored into these election results is also that the usual
bogeys to elicit fear and anger

Not

The

Same

Choices

Since we Malaysians have only
been allowed and enabled to think
via our differences of race and religion, no matter the superficial
occasional acknowledgements of
muhibbah and how we eat each
other’s food etc, what is very troubling about these election results
is how the issues of race and religion have become entrenched,
even reified in ways most
Malaysians do not see, let alone
understand about each other.

Over-simplification
In the mode of over-simplification
of race/religion and the ensuing
assumptions of voting patterns,
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i.e. that Malays vote PAS and nonMalays vote BN, what is being forgotten is that significant numbers
of non-Malays voted for the BA
candidates and significant numbers of Malays voted for the BN. I
caution against going by old
demographics, forgetting that
Malays now form a sizeable middle class in urban areas, forgetting
that there are Malays who voted
for the BN because they too now
have economic interests at stake.
And while the “silent majority”
written about most is described as
the non-Malay vote for the BN, I
would like to point out that there
exists also a significant but silent
proportion of Malays whose Muslim identity is obvious, who are
devout, but who do not necessarily want to live in an Islamic state
- these include some women and
some from the middle class.
I don’t see these realities factored
into analyses, besides over-simplified assumptions that all voting
in urban areas is non-Malay, all
Malay votes go to PAS, all nonMalay votes go to the BN. While
this is a valid generalisation, that
is all it is, and all generalisations
are problematic because there are
always more complex factors at
play.

Non-Malay
Voter
Apathy
It would be interesting, although
perhaps unfeasible, to find out
how many of those non-Malays
who were pro-BA actually had not
registered to vote or could not vote.
Voter apathy has been quite widespread over the years among nonMalays, because of cynicism
about their power and the electoral process. No one talks about

it - just one person got castigated
for it - but there are quite a few
who are now politically conscious but who have never voted
and many of us know of more
than one educated adult who has
never voted.
Since significant seats were lost
or won by very small margins of
less than 200 votes, those who
wanted to but could not vote is an
important consideration in the
analyses of the election results.
This is apart from the other more
obvious problems as outlined by
those who monitored the elections and the run up to the elections.
I have shared some reflections
about additional considerations
that have to be factored into analyses of the election results. Obviously this should include, as is
obvious from the landslide victory, that the BN did get support
and not just the negative votes. I
reiterate also what I started off
with, that any analyses must include a myriad of factors, some of
which are obvious and I have not
touched on, such as gerrymandering etc.
And before anyone accuses me of
writing from non-Malay emotion
re. the Islamic state etc, please note
that my Ph.D. is in the field of Religion, my specialisation is Islam,
I am proficient in Arabic, and am
one of the few who is less daunted
by the definition of PAS as Islamic,
and I am sincerely open to Islam
as is obvious to those who have
heard my papers presented at
conferences in Malaysia and
abroad. (However I dislike the
way Islam has been politicised,
manipulated and used by ALL

factions in Malaysia, no one in
any camp in Malaysia is not
guilty of this).
The reflections shared above are
from my research, in the interests
of academic objectivity and by the
fear that assumptions driven by
analyses going along the way we
have been conditioned to think
will hold sway for both those in
power and those out of it. And that
will be to not recognise that despite the fact that the fundamentals - race and religion - were used
by voters to decide who rules, the
paradigm and context are more
complicated than what seems to
be obvious from a cursory analysis.

Moving

On

I look forward to a time when we
Malaysians will move beyond
these constraining categories and
create a context where we are governed, and then choose to vote, by
the commonalities which bind
us: first among these would be the
ethics and values of our shared
humanity, which are so similar
across any race and any religion,
even if the differences that race
and religion create continue to
define us.
I hope those in power especially whether at federal or state level,
and also those who lost, will help
our nation heal from the painful
schisms which divide us, now
more than ever. q
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Patricia Martinez is a
Malaysian
academic
specialising in Islam.
She has been active in
women's causes.

ELECTION FOCUS

Anything

But

The Editor
New Straits Times

Dear Sir:
If anything was in terrible taste, it
was Lee’s letter (Letter of the Day,
NST, 3 December 1999) with its
comments on the `free and fair
elections’which have just been
held in this country. Let’s leave
the Americans out of this for now
-- they have as much right to express their opinions on other people’s affairs as we have to comment on theirs. But the real issue
raised in Lee’s letter here is not
about what others think about us,
but what we think about ourselves.
To Lee I would like to emphatically state that to most of us
Malaysians the conduct of the
elections was anything but free
and fair. To take up his points one
by one:
1 . Malaysians have NOT given
Mahathir `a resounding vote
of confidence to lead the
country for the next five
years’. The fact that he got
the two-thirds majority in
Parliament that he clamoured for merely reflects the
anomalies in the distributions of our electoral constituencies. For if the votes
actually cast are totted up it
will be found that the opposition parties captured almost 50 per cent of the total
vote. Leaving out Sabah and
Sarawak, the Opposition
score is well over 50 per cent.

Free

At present it
is impossible
to single out
the figures for
Malay voters,
but it is quite
obvious from
the PAS victories
in
Kelantan and
Terengganu
where
the
Malays are
overwhelmingly predominant, and also
from the reduced majorities in
primarily Malay constituencies elsewhere (including
Mahathir’s own Kubang
Pasu), that the majority of the
Malay vote went to the Opposition.
2. It is true to say that “the Opposition has been campaigning
since last year”; but so has the
Barisan Nasional, the ruling
party, with all the built-in advantages of being in power.
3 . In a gross understatement, Lee
concedes that “Maybe the Opposition did not have full access to the mainstream newspapers”. However, to claim at
the same time that the “the
Internet and opposition newsletters and, to a certain extent,
the foreign newspapers” provided adequate alternative
sources of information and
viewpoints is ludicrous. How
large a proportion of
Malaysians have access to the
Internet, CNN, Astro? The Opposition printed media con-

And

Fair

sists of periodicals not national
dailies, and with the exception
of Harakah they all have very
limited circulations. Even
Harakah is hardly known in
Sabah and Sarawak at all.
4. Furthermore, Lee, perhaps
wisely, refrained from monitoring the most potent and influential medium of all -- namely
TV. Perhaps he doesn’t watch
it, like many Malaysians who
are nauseated by its unabashed use as an organ for BN
propaganda. Those of us who
did watch any of the four
channels of Malaysian TV during the election campaign period can vouch for the fact that
they provided nothing but nonstop propaganda in the guise
of news bulletins, interviews,
‘analyses’ and discussions of
‘issues’ which were completely one-sided, along with
“confessions” by dubious
characters which amounted to
character assassination of individuals who were given no
opportunity to defend themselves. All this was rounded
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off on election eve with an eloquent appeal by the head of the
caretaker government (i.e.
Mahathir himself in heavy disguise), urging all voters to vote
for him and BN. Not an Opposition leader in sight!
Therefore the victory of PAS
in both Kelantan and
Terengganu “spoke volumes”
for the common sense and
discernment of the ordinary
Malaysian voter in these
States who did not allow himself to be overwhelmed by the
all-pervasive propaganda
and specious arguments of
the ruling party.
5 . According to Lee, “There
were no substantial issues
raised” by the Opposition.
Well, in fact there were many,
but Lee obviously did not attend any Opposition ceramah
or read the Barisan Alternatif
manifesto. For if he had, he
would have discovered what
these issues were. They were
pretty substantial. The Opposition was demanding that
justice should be impartial,
that government should be
transparent, that the rights of
individual citizens should be
respected, that oppressive
and restrictive legislation
such as the ISA, the Official
Secrets Act and the Printing
Presses & Publications Act
should be abolished. They
also demanded an end to the
blatant corruption, nepotism
and cronyism with which the
BN has become so closely
identified. However, no government minister, including
the prime minister himself,
deigned to address these fundamental issues in detail at
all. Instead the issues were
skilfully submerged in the
flood of media propaganda

alluded to above.
6. Finally, if as Lee asserts, “the
elections were conducted
freely and fairly, why was it
that on polling day so many
anomalies in the electoral roll
appeared and that so many
discrepancies in counting procedures took place? There
were reports of voters long registered finding their names
missing on the electoral roll, or
names transferred without the
knowledge of the voters concerned, transferred for no apparent reason from one electoral district to another. If such
cases had been few and isolated, they could have been
accounted for as normal human error, but they occured in
the thousands. Then there
were all those spoilt votes, particularly in marginal constituencies, and even unmarked
ballot papers found lying
about in the streets as happened in the Pantai district of
Kuala Lumpur. The so-called
“postal vote”, despite certain
cosmetic adjustments, remained as untransparent as
ever. And at the end of the day
there were all those recounts
at certain countingcentres
where finally the appearance
of extra ballot boxes clinced the
issue of the BN favour.
If , to parody the quoted remarks
of the prime minister on the impartiality of the first Anwar trial,
these elections can be described
as free and fair, then I do not know
what a free and fair election is.
D. J. Muzaffar Tate
4 December 1999

The above letter was not
carried by the NST
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What is Wrong
with our
Postal
Services?
On Tuesday, 23 November,
Aliran sent 20 bundles of the
latest issue of the Aliran
Monthly by registered post
to Sabah/Sarawak. It cost us
a bomb. We paid RM666 in
postage.
Today is Saturday, 27 November and our registered
bundles have not been delivered to the addressees.
Why?
Our latest Aliran Monthly
focuses on the 10th General
Elections. Tomorrow is Sunday and Monday is a public
holiday. If the magazines
reach Sabah and Sarawak
after Monday, they become
dated and will be irrelevant
to the reading public.
Aliran will suffer a huge loss
because the postal services
are very inefficient.
We have observed that in the
past when there were elections, the delivery of our
Aliran Monthly had been
delayed. Again now, there
are elections and we suppose that it is a coincidence
that the delivery of the Aliran
Monthly is again delayed.
It is a crying shame that we
have to pay so much in postage for such lousy services.
P. Ramakrishnan
President
27 November 1999

ELECTION FOCUS
Open Letter To The Electorate

Was It Really The Pe o p l e ’ s C h o i c e ?
he Tenth General Election is now over and
the Malaysian people have made their
choice. We, the Barisan Alternatif, respect
their choice. But was it really the people’s
choice? We have received numerous complaints that
there was more than meets the eye.

T

Over the last two days we have been receiving scores
of reports about gross fraud that was going on during the course of Election Day. From the feedback
we have been receiving, not only are we sure that
this election WAS the dirtiest as Dr Mahathir had
promised, but that the fraud was done openly and
blatantly - unlike in the past where it was more discreet. Amongst the complaints received were:
• 680,000 registered voters were told they are not
allowed to vote. However, some of them DID go
to the polling stations and found that they were
able to vote after all. The question is, how many
more from this list of 680,000 COULD have voted
but were told they could not?
• Some voters’ names were missing from the electoral list. They then created a fuss and refused to
budge until allowed to vote. A second list was
then brought out from under the table and, surprisingly, their names WERE on this second list.
How many people went home that day after being told they could not vote whereas, actually,
they could have?
• Some voters were told they had already voted.
When they insisted they had not, they were
shown the list and, true enough, their names had
been “cut off” indicating they had already voted.
They still insist, though, that they had not yet
voted and that someone else had voted in their
place. How many more people suffered this?
• There is talk that the soldiers in MINDEF protested and refused to vote because the ballot papers were marked. It seems there was a stroke in

the Barisan Nasional box. All they needed to do
was to make another stroke and it would become
an “X”. If, however, they marked an “X” in the
Barisan Alternatif box instead, then their vote
would be classified as “spoilt votes” since there
would now be two boxes marked, one with an
“X” and another with a stroke. We were told that,
because of this “mogok” (strike), the ballot papers were changed. Dr. Mahathir announced they
would investigate how this could have happened
and he seems to hint it was a “printing error”.
Was it an “error” or was it deliberate to ensure
that the soldiers only voted for Barisan Nasional,
and that if they voted for the Barisan Alternatif
their votes would be rejected due to it becoming
“spoilt”?
• The report we received that we regard as the most
serious of all is about the ballot papers having
some sort of wax or resin on them. It was not the
whole ballot paper that was waxed but just the
part where the Barisan Alternatif box was. Some
voters related stories about how they could not
mark the Barisan Alternatif box properly. Others
said it was too slippery and the mark would not
stick. Then others told us that, after they had
marked the Barisan Alternatif box, they shook
the ballot paper and found that the pencil marking became powdery and just came off. How
many more people discovered this and how
widespread was it?
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• Some voters complained that the pencils they
were supplied with were so blunt and that there
was no more lead on it. They found they could
not mark the ballot papers properly with these
pencils. When they asked whether they could
mark the ballot papers with their own pencils or
pens that they had brought with them they were
told they could not and that they MUST use the
ones supplied. Is this ruling true and how many
others experienced this problem?
• Then there is the “traditional” complaint about
voters voting more than once. The only way to
do this would be if these voters were voting under many different names and identity card numbers. How many people saw this happen and
how rampant was it?
• Another traditional complaint was about voters
being offered money to vote for the Barisan
Nasional. How many others were also offered
money or how many people witnessed money
changing hands?
• Some witnesses who were monitoring the vote
counting told us that, in the beginning of the
count, some Barisan Nasional candidates were
losing badly. Then they brought out the postal
votes and the result suddenly changed to a win.
One example was Najib. While the vote counting was going on everyone could see he was being “massacred”. Then they wheeled in sacks of
postal votes which, strangely enough, were all
for Barisan Nasional. This gave Najib the win
though with a mere 150 or so votes. How many
other Barisan Nasional candidates actually lost
the election but were saved through the postal
votes? Where did these postal votes come from
and are they genuine or planted? There are many
questions that need to be answered with regards
to these postal votes which have long been a sore
point with everyone. If what we are told is true that is 70% of the soldiers voted for the Barisan
Alternatif - this would mean the postal votes
would have made the Barisan Nasional’s loss
even greater. Instead the opposite happened.
• Some candidates have told us that the ballot boxes
were opened without their or their representatives’ presence. By the time they arrived at the
counting stations the boxes had already been
opened. Others complained that they found the

ballot boxes empty. What else went on that night
during the counting of the votes?
As you can see, the list of discrepancies and probable fraud goes on. What we have mentioned above
could probably be only the tip of the iceberg. We
need to know what else happened that day. But,
most importantly, we need witnesses to come forward and give us sworn statements or testify as to
what they saw that day.
Voting is your right. Don’t let them rob you of this
right. If the Barisan Nasional has retained power
through fraudulent means we need to know. We need
all Malaysians to do their bit in bringing this matter
to light and help ensure that the Tenth General Election is the LAST election ever won through deception, unfair practices and fraud.
Do something. Come forward.
Tell us what you saw or experienced.
E-mail : webmaster-keadilan @ egroups.com
Tel / Fax : 03 - 757 1245
Or send a registered letter (courier) to:
Parti Keadilan Nasional,
101, Blok A, Pusat Dagangan Phileo Damansara II,
No. 15, Jalan 16/11, Off Jalan Damansara,
46350 Petaling Jaya, Selangor Darul Ehsan.
Whatever you do, do it now. And pass this message
to all your friends, colleagues and relatives.
But make sure your message has the following details:
Your name:
Your Identity Card no:
Your communication/correspondence address:
Your phone/fax number/e-mail address:
Where you voted:
Your complaint (what you saw or experienced):
Approximate time the incident happened:
Your witness(es) if any:
Are you prepared to sign a Affidavit or testify?
(YES/NO):
Thank you.
Raja Petra Kamarudin
Biro Pilihan Raya
Parti Keadilan Nasional
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2. I am a Malaysian Citizen who
was born in the state of Sarawak
and registered in April or May of
1999 this year to exercise my right
to vote for this coming general
election. While I was reading the
MalaysiaKini web site for news
and election coverage, I noticed
that that there was a link in the
Webpage to check for “Your Voting Venue”. In light of my disappointment with the Election Commission for not being able to vote,
I clicked the link for curiosity.

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

Voter
What

Registration:
Explanation?

During the election, it was clear that
a number of irregularities had been
perpetrated with regard to the voter
registration lists. These three letters
are a small sample of thousands of
affected votes. Aliran will join with
others to help pressure the Election
Commission to clean up this mess.
1. I guess it is too late to report
this but better late than never.
My mother and I are residents in
Bangsar Park, Kuala Lumpur. We
have been residents at this address for nearly 20 years. We did
not receive the notice of our polling stations so we went to the
Aliran Website and keyed in our
numbers and discovered that both
my mother and I have to report to
the polling station at Sek Keb
(Laki-Laki) Jalan Batu (1) dan (2)
Jln Raja Laut KL.

What is peculiar is that we received
in the post, notices of polling stations in respect of my grandmother
Oh Jitt Siang (long deceased), my
nanny Yau Ah Kwan (long deceased) and my younger brother
Chong Hoong Ian (resident in the
United Kingdom); all have specified the venue as Sek Menengah
Kebangsaan Bukit Bandaraya,
Bangsar, K Lumpur.
This is very strange indeed as my
grandmother, my nanny and my
younger brother all share the same
residential address as we do. Yet
our places to vote have been “manipulated”. I suspect foul play in
the sense that things are being
made difficult for those of us - who
are here and/or still alive and willing to vote; ....why are we being
made to vote outside our constituency and residential areas?
Two Malaysians
via e-mail

When I entered my IC number, I
was thrilled at first to find out that
there was information with my IC
which I thought would indicate I
was eligible to vote.
But after taking a closer look, the
name and the state which I was
supposedly eligible to vote didn’t
even match my personal details.
(A copy of the entry was supplied
with this letter).
Could it be that someone has been
using my IC number to vote for a
long time or it is just an oversight
on the part of the Election Commission?
Concerned Voter
via e-mail
3. I went around to voting stations at Chung Hua School, MiriPujut Road, and to Lutong School,
and the booths which were all
manned by BN/SUPP supporters. Isn’t this supposed to be done
by the SPR? BN providing voting
particulars for voters were out in
force and calling for support even
on the way in to the voting booths.
The voting stations were dressed
up as if they were SUPP/BN headquarters- is this allowed in a “fair
& free” election??
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Also, the voting card given to registered voters blatantly carried an
advertisement to vote for Batuk
Peter Chin (occupying a bigger
area than the actual card). Is this
what we call a fair elections?
My wife and I registered in April
this year, and her name was in the
rolls while mine was left out. Why
is this so?
Yours in disgust,
Lionel Tan
via e-mai

Hooray
For
Postal
Votes!
By boldly ordering all the parties
which contested the recent General Elections to quickly clear the
streets, roads and highways of
their buntings, streamers, pennants, posters etc., the Elections
Commission has proved beyond
a doubt that it is a truly independent body. Syabas!

Disgusting

Situation

The situation in Malaysia with
regards to accusations and counter accusations among the politicians and their like is fast becoming uncontrollable and desperately vindictive. The august body
of parliament, if one could ever use
that description for the Malaysian
one, has become a place of ill-repute where some befuddled members of parliament stoop to any
level to vent their frustration. It
seems to me as though they try to
blame anyone but themselves for
their cupboard full of putrefying
skeletons. ‘Disgusting’ is probably not the only word to be used
for their attitude, but I cannot
blame only them for they have
been consistently given a mandate
by the Malaysian populace time
after time during the elections.

Now without intending to impugn its passion for justice and
impartiality, I humbly suggest that
there is room for improvement in
the conduct of its business. Here
it will be recalled that postal votes
emerged as a critical factor in not
a few constituencies.
According to my mind the incorporation of the following proviso
in its Charter will more than reinforce the splendid reputation it enjoys among the public: that in any
constituency where a BN candidate is judged the loser on the first
count, a sack of postal votes shall
be brought in immediately and a
recount which shall include the
ballot papers in the said sack be
made to determine the real winner.
Joseph B Lopez
Klang

Lim Guan Eng : Gone to jail for nothing?

So we finally see the fruits of our
trust in this government! I pity the
judiciary which has not seen the
likes of such complicated and interwoven lies and counter-lies to
adjudicate. Has a principled person gone to jail for nothing, as in
the case of Mr. Lim Guan Eng? Are
we Malaysians to be the laughing

stock of the whole world because
of our unconscionable leaders
and politicians? And, with reference to the recent problems faced
by Aliran in finding a printer, are
all the printers of Penang cowards?
If not for the Opposition parties
and others, the truth about the
swindles, graft and criminal activities of high-positioned politicians and corporate leaders
would never have come to light.
Good Luck Malaysia!
‘ A. B.’ (Augustine Basnayake)
via e-mail

Where is our
Conscience?
Last month a friend of mine commented: “What’s wrong with
what Mahathir is doing?...As long
as we have food to eat and jobs.”
This is distressing, and I hope it
does not reflect the thoughts of
Malaysians. Unfortunately, I
think it does as Malaysians do not
anymore have a sense of right and
wrong, a conscience.
Our identity as to who we are as
Malaysians is now reflected in big
airports and empty skyscrapers
rather than the character and integrity of the person. This is a sad
and sorry state of Malaysia as we
allow our leadership to carry on
with their gross injustices. We are
more concerned about our stomachs and the lined purse than justice and mercy.
I am for peaceful demonstrations,
and, as someone said, “Peace is
not the absence of conflict but the
presence of justice.”
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Long live Malaysia!
Meng S. Yee
via e-mail

ALIRAN

MONTHLY

SUBSCRIPTION

FORM

Mr./Ms.
Address

Subscription
for 11 issues

1 year

AIR

2 years

SEA

NOW

RM

(Tick one)

TOTAL Enclosed : Money Order / Postal Order / Cheque

RM

) payable to Aliran

(No.

Aliran
Monthly

RM

Donation for Aliran ..............................................

A GIFT
of one publication
of your choice
if you subscribe to

AM 1999: 19(10)

SUBSCRIPTION
COUNTRY
MALAYSIA
SINGAPORE & BRUNEI
ASIA & THE PACIFIC
EUROPE & EGYPT
AFRICA, NORTH AMERICA,
SOUTH AMERICA, HAWAII

RATES

ONE YEAR
RM25.00
S$28
AIR
SEA
US$25
US$21
US$28
US$21

TWO YEARS
RM50.00
S$50
AIR
SEA
US$44
US$38
US$50
US$38

US$30

US$54

GIFT

US$21

FORM
AM 1999: 19(10)

Please send this gift subscription to :
Mr./Ms.
Address
1 year
2 years

Humanity in Crisis
AM 1999: 19(10)

“Liberty
of thought
means
liberty
to communicate
one's thought.”

Salvador de Madariage
1886 - 1973
Spanish diplomat, writer, critic

AIR
SEA

I enclose money order / postal order / cheque for the above order
amounting to RM
payable to Aliran.
This gift subscription is paid for and presented by:
Mr./Ms.
Address

Date

The Arms Race:

US$38

SUBSCRIPTION
ORDER

Subscription
for 11 issues

Pandangan
ALIRAN

Send this form and
payment to

ALIRAN DISTRIBUTION
BUREAU
103, MEDAN PENAGA,
11600 JELUTONG,
PENANG, MALAYSIA

Signature
Aliran Monthly December 1999: 19(10) Page 18

AM 1999: 19(10)

in-the-mouth, and who drools
when he drones in parliament, is
still considered indispensable to
Primary Industries. Even Abdul
Hamid Othman who lost his Sik
seat to the author of SH** has been
brought back. Recycled, too, was
the Culture, Arts and Tourism
minister, Abdul Kadir, the one
with the silly bow-tie and even
sillier ideas. Remember that one
about Malaysians adopting the
gesture of putting their right hand
on their heart as a national greeting in welcoming tourists? Simply infantile, yet he returns.

Environment
Friendly
Cabinet
“Jurassic,” commented Kit Siang,
“many old tired faces have been
retained”. “Nothing exciting …
antique,” declared Fadzil Nor.
The new cabinet is a reflection of
the “paucity of credible, capable
and committed leaders within the
BN”, stated Chandra Muzaffar.
For a while one feared that Tun
Ghafar who had been brought
back to recontest the elections had
been reappointed to the cabinet.
Thank heavens it wasn’t true.

Chandra : paucity of credible, capable and
committed leaders within the BN

But look at how certain others reacted as though we are talking
about some other place, some
other time. “A strong cabinet
team” declared Samy Vellu, probably thinking about himself.
“Good blend of people” commented Ling Liong Sik. It was
“thumbs up” for FOMCA’s
Hamdan. “Hopes are high” declared yet another minister.
Whichever, whatever, one must
agree that this new cabinet is environmentally friendly. I mean,
just look at the recycling. Tun
Diam has retired as he requested
in order to devote more time to his
family, friends and financial empire? Wrong, he’s back as Finance
supremo. Rafidah Aziz, has been
dropped pending an investigation into allegations of corrupt
practices? High hopes, she’s back
in MITI. Ling, who has praiseworthy culinary skills and fries a
fierce koay teow, nonetheless, is
back in Transport. The MIC leader
with hands-on experience in coiffure, expensive dressing and organising a lavish wedding party
continues to be in charge of
Works. And the man with the foot-

Recycled, but reshuffled was
Muhyiddin. Not so youthful with
a not unimpressive paunch, he
didn’t look the role of minister of
sports and youth anymore; especially not when he insisted on
wearing so very often the track
suit. They were already quite
baggy ones, yet … Now he ends
up in Domestic Trade and Consumer Affairs, a ministry presumably concerned with securing the
interests of the people. But what
does he do on his first day of office? Nothing less than announcing that his ministry will be “business friendly”. Either the competition for being the minister with
the silliest ideas has started, and
is becoming fierce, or, he was hoping to become entrepreneur minister, and was mixing one with the
other. Way to go Muhyiddin! But
just remember what happened to
the person who was in charge of
the portfolio before you. Megat
who?

Q Q Q Q Q
Overhaul

Needed

Also reshuffled was Najib, from
Education to Defence. It’s really
too sad, as suggested by the media (but what do they know any-
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way?), that his transfer was because Education had become too
politicised; that there was need to
redress the problem by bringing
in a professional educationist. Too
bad, because Najib was full of
ideas, generating them by the day,
making policy by the month, and
then changing them mid-month.
Just look at higher education. The
sprouting of private universities,
the local campuses of foreign universities, the twinning colleges
some with “3 plus 0” status, some
with “2 plus 1”status, still others
with “1 1/2 plus 1” status, and
still others even without licenses
to operate, created complete confusion. In this regard, the 4-year
programme in the public universities appeared jurassic. So they
were told not only to corporatise,
but also to cut back to 3 years,
without compromising standards
of excellence, mind you. It’s then
discovered that the curriculum
was too heavy for 3 years. Hence
orders were given to reduce the
number of units needed for graduation, again, it was insisted, without compromising standards. Instead of ensuring that the private
sector ensures certain standards
of excellence through depth and
width of study, to match standards (admittedly declining) maintained in existing 4-year programmes conducted in the public
universities, the latter were forced
to cut back requirements. Who
would want to graduate in 4 years
when it can be done in 2?
The saddest thing of all was that
the heads of the public universities didn’t seem or dare to differ
in opinion. Worse, many seemed
oblivious about what was going
on or at least went along with the
charade. Malaysia Boleh ruled. In
one university, they even set up a
committee to look into how the

institution might contribute towards producing Nobel Prize laureates. Incidentally, this same
university has been conducting
TQM courses for its staff and
pushing the various departments
to acquire ISO 9000 status!!
Nor was this kind of pursuit restricted to the institutes of higher
learning. Recall the hype in September when Najib presented an
ISO 9002 certificate to a school in
Tanah Merah. Is this the sort of
endeavour we should be encouraging for our educational institutions? The fact of the matter is that
there is a mini disaster in Education, no thanks to the new Defence
minister. It was time for him to go.
Mindef, be forewarned. Your new
minister has lots of ideas. And
you might have to puruse ISO
9000 status.

ciating such a team with the
prophets tantamount to ridiculing
what the prophets stood for? Yet
another “informed source” questioned the above explanation. No
doubt there's a special ring to
Musa Mohammad's name. But he
was brought in, the second source
said, to replace Annuar Musa and
Mustapha Mohamad who were
both defeated in the polls. Both are
favourites of the PM who couldn’t
understand, nor accept, their defeats. He threatened to recycle
them into the cabinet via the Senate. That’s two positions less for
hopeful ministerial aspirants. It
was one of them who suggested
this compromise to Dr M – you
don’t get to see them but you still
get the ring of their names in cabinet meetings – and now he’s minister. Which minister are we talking about? The source refused to
tell.

Q Q Q Q Q
Why,

Oh

Why?

The appointment of Musa
Mohamad to head Education is
therefore timely. As a former VC,
he would have the necessary experience, insights and hopefully
the nerve to conduct the overhaul
that is needed. If this is the reason for Najib’s transfer, and not
because “Education has been politicised”, there is cause for hope
yet.
However, an “informed source”
intimated that the cabinet does
not think and work this way. The
explanation is really quite
straight-forward. Simply put,
Musa Mohamad is blessed with
the names of two great prophets.
God knows the cabinet needs all
the help that it can get. Question
is: what if the cabinet is full of selfcentred, incompetent, silly and
corrupt individuals? Isn’t asso-

But really, what ever Musa's merits and the merit of the different
explanations, do not loose sight
of who's been appointed Musa's
deputy: none other than Aziz
Samsuddin the PM's former
poltical secretary. Allegedly, he's
behind the alleged anti-Anwar
conspiracy. Depoliticizing the
Education Ministry did we say?
Meanwhile the new deputies and
parliamentary secretaries have
been expressing surprises on their
appointments. All have thanked
Dr M and their party chiefs. All
have promised that they will serve
the people, rise up to the challenges of the new millennium,
vowed to upgrade the quality of
life for Malaysians, etc. The new
MBs and CMs have also made
their promises. They have also
thundered that the Exco members
will have to perform or else they
will be removed. For a while the
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Penang CM had no Exco members to talk to. He was only talking to Dr M. Grand talk. Great
promises. How about declaring
your assets to the public for starters?

Q Q Q Q Q
National
International

“Sin”,
Chiding

Malaysians, particularly the Opposition and the Reformasi-types,
were reprimanded by BN politicians for having resorted to the
foreign media to pour accusations
against the government. In fact,
they were demonised as traitors
to the country for supposedly having washed the country’s dirty
linen in the international arena.
Such demonisation grew acute
when BN leaders accused the foreign media and certain foreign
countries of trying to interfere
with Malaysia’s domestic affairs.
So the larger picture that was being painted is that the Opposition
and other critical groups were in
cahoots with these aliens. Yes,
these people are indeed
unnationalistic and unpatriotic,
and thus deserve the scolding.
But then, we must also be reminded of the motto of Malaysia
Bolehland, that is, don’t do what
I do. And so recently, Prime Minister Mahathir did just that. He
lambasted the Malay community
for having swung into the arms of
the Opposition, namely PAS, and
consequently exhibited an unbecoming attitude of “biting the
hands that feed them”. This stinging criticism wasn’t made in the
country nor written in the pliant,
local mainstream newspapers,
but, mind you, stated in a foreign
newspaper, Mainichi Daily News,
where he has his regular column.

What’s even worrying is that his
vile censure has indicated that
age is catching up on him. In
other words, his senility has
taken on a high profile in the
international arena. Just see
what he had said of the Malay
community, which was instrumental in eroding UMNO’s
popularity: the issues for the
Malays “are based on the perceptions of the new educated
elite who had been exposed both
to Western liberalism while
studying abroad and to the more
extreme variety of Islam as
preached by the PAS”. Hmm …
do all these add up to the
Malays being liberal extremists?
Talking of foreign interference, one
is reminded of the recent comments made by the Senior – meaning jurassic? - Minister of Singapore, Lee Kuan Yew, regarding
Malaysian politics and the recent
general elections. He was full of
praise for Mahathir, which explains why no one from the BN
side was hopping mad over “foreign interference”.

Q Q Q Q Q
The Grand Old Man
calls for New Blood
(snigger)
Veteran UMNO leader Ghafar
Baba called for “younger blood”
in UMNO and attributed
UMNO’s poor showing to the party’s old faces. An aide to Ghafar one of the unpopular figures in
UMNO who had led the campaign against Anwar Ibrahim before the controversial sacking on
2 September - said the results of
the elections also could spark another round of calls for reform
reminiscent of the UMNO General
Assembly in July 1998.

Didn’t Ghafar contest in the recent
elections?
Hmm, wonder if Ghafar considers himself ‘new blood’.

Q Q Q Q Q
What’s going on
here…?
The trial run of the new National
Records Information system,
which processes new Identity
Cards within seven days, was
declared a “big success” in the
media..
Hello, what’s going on here?
If the National Registration Department can issue new identity
cards within seven days, why on
earth does it take the Election
Commission EIGHT MONTHS to
register a new voter? Nearly
680.000 voters could not vote because of the commission’s inability or reluctance to process new
registrations speedily.
Something is wrong with those
chaps in the Election Commission, which appears to be a fossilised remnant from the Jurassic
Age. Why can’t it be a little more
like New Zealand, which allows
new voters to register right up to
the eve of polling. And we still
want to boast about our muchhyped Multimedia Super Corridor?
WAKE UP, Election Commission!
You can’t fool the people with
your snail’s-pace “processing”
which deprived the Barisan
Alternatif of much support from
the young and perhaps even the
opportunity to upset the Barisan
Nasional.
Malaysia Boleh, indeed…
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Aliran AGM Resolves
to Take Murad to Court
liran members, meeting for its 23rd Annual General Meeting in Penang, on 21 November 1999, unanimously authorised the association’s executive committee to initiate
a civil suit against Datuk
Abdul Murad bin Khalid, a
former Assistant Governor of
Bank Negara Malaysia.

A

In a Statutory Declaration
sworn on 26 October 1999,
which was subsequently published and broadcasted
widely in the local and foreign
media, Murad had alleged
that “Aliran and Dr Chandra
Muzaffar” had received RM5
million from the former Prime
Minister Datuk Seri Anwar
Ibrahim via a “Master Account”.
In a resolution passed, the
members voiced their outrage
against the wild and unfounded allegation which
suggested that Aliran was a
crony of Anwar Ibrahim and
that Aliran was being used to
further the political ambitions
of the former deputy prime
Minister.

Ibrahim. Throughout the 19921997 period, neither Aliran
nor its executive committee
members had any formal contact or dealings with Anwar
Ibrahim. In fact, articles critical of Anwar and policies associated with him were published in the Aliran Monthly.
Aliran accounts for the years
1992-1999 were made available to the press and would
be published in the next issue
of Aliran Monthly for public
scrutiny.
The meeting also resolved
that all monetary award
gained from this civil suit
would be used to set up a
foundation which would
make funds available to
Malaysian NGOs and individuals fighting for the causes
of justice, freedom, multi-ethnic and multi-religious cooperation and unity. Aliran itself
will not utilise a single sen of
any monies gained for itself.

Finally, Aliran members expressed regret that this
Murad episode might have
been used by certain parties
for political purposes, namely
The members clarified that at to cast aspersions against
no point had Aliran receive those critical of the present
any money from Anwar government.
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ELECTION FOCUS

Doing

The

Limbo

“Limbo rock, how l-o-o-w can you go?” Pretty low, the
Malaysian media responded, as can be seen by the way
they bent backwards to churn out unethical propaganda
for the Barisan Nasional in the run up to the general election. A weary Dr Mustafa K. Anuar, who spent sleepless
nights after being barraged by the crude propaganda, has
the story.

f there was an international limbo dance contest to mark the end of
this millennium, Malaysia’s mainstream media would
have easily won hands down,
particularly if they were judged on
their performance during Malaysia’s recent general elections.

I

For those who are wondering
what the connection is between
the limbo and the Malaysian
mainstream media, the limbo is a
dance originating from the West
Indies that requires the dancer to
bend the knees as much as possible while bending backwards and
walking several times below a bar
that gets progressively lower as
the chant of “How low can you
go?” reverberates. The most accomplished dancers appear to
have flexible or rubber spines,
maybe even no backbone.
In the run-up to the recent general
elections, Malaysia’s mainstream
media were still able to spring a
surprise. Most Malaysians had
expected that the media would
play a crucial role in campaigning for the incumbent Barisan
Nasional (BN) and would, therefore, be necessarily biased against
the Opposition. But many were
quite shocked that the media as a
whole not only played to the tune
of the BN, but also stooped even
lower in their relentless efforts to
ensure that the BN would be returned to power.
As in previous general elections,
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the mainstream media depicted
BN politicians as political creatures who were ever ready to listen to the grievances and needs of
ordinary Malaysians - never mind
the fact that in the past few years
some of them hardly went to their
constituencies or entertained legitimate criticisms. In fact, the BN
politicians were painted as leaders who were also eager to grant
financial assistance and make
development promises during the
campaign period even though the
BN government by that time was
only a caretaker government.
In contrast, the Barisan Alternatif
(BA) was usually portrayed as a
party riddled with acute problems. Granted certain BA leaders
did publicly express conflicting
opinions, but the mainstream media exaggerated this to such an
extent that the BA leaders were
invariably depicted as working at
cross-purposes.

Below

The

Belt

But what really hit the opposition
below the belt was a series of
crude and unethical advertisements, splashed over the mainstream media, that were calculated to scare voters, particularly
the non-Malays, about the Opposition. One ad, for instance,
warned, “Vote Opposition and
you vote the country into chaos”;
another exhorted, “Don’t gamble
our future”; and yet another:
“They caused riots destroying
property, endangering lives and
affecting the livelihood of hawkers and small businessmen in this
country”. Moreover, in the ads as
well as in pseudo news-reports,
the Malaysian public was warned
in no uncertain terms that a vote
for the DAP was a vote for Pas,
the advocate of an Islamic state.

As if to shock Malaysian voters
even more, visual images of political instability that had beset
other countries were displayed
over television as if to remind
Malaysians not to court trouble by
flirting with the Opposition.
There’s no need to experiment
with the Opposition, these visuals seemed to point out; otherwise,
your economic progress and prosperity would be gravely affected.
Which is why these grim images
were complemented by others depicting gratitude. For example,
there was this video clip, entitled
“Impian Menjadi Nyata” (Dreams
Become Reality), which showed
two old Malay men expressing
gratitude towards the BN government for having helped their respective sons to be trained as
medical doctors. In the New Straits
Times on 23 November 1999, on
the other hand, you got, for instance, a group of Sikh organisations in a one-page ad uttering in
a chorus: “We don’t bite the hand
that feeds us”.

the “virtues” of the BN through
determined topics of discussion as
well as chosen chairpersons and
invited speakers. Demonstrating

Indeed, visuals are normally considered as having better persuasive power. And so Wan Azizah,
president of the opposition
keADILan and wife of the former
deputy prime minister, was
“granted” a rare appearance on
prime time TV in the run-up to the
elections—but, of course, only to
express her doubts about her own
husband. This video clip apparently was put together from her
previous interview with an Australian journalist so that her reply
to one particular question in this
interview was then taken out of
context and spliced with an unrelated question.
TV talk shows were another favourite mechanism used by the
stations concerned to propagate

Aliran Monthly December 1999: 19(10) Page 24

its warped sense of balanced journalism, one TV station, for instance, showed initially a video
clip of a BA personality talking
about a particular issue which
lasted for a few seconds or minutes. Subsequently, in the next segment of the talk show, his arguments were challenged until the
cows came home by a BN-inclined, guest speaker in the studio. The BA chap had no way of
rebutting.
As polling day drew nearer, a few
mainstream dailies particularly
the Malay and English language
ones, which masqueraded as
genuine newspapers, “reported”
an exodus of defections of, say,
keADILan and PAS members to
UMNO. keADILan, for example,
could only refute these allegations
via the Internet. In another development: in an attempt to humiliate Anwar Ibrahim and, by implication, to disgrace the Reformasi
movement, certain individuals or
groups freely distributed videos
purportedly revealing Anwar
sexual trysts at bus stops and
phone booths in Kuala Lumpur
and other Malay-majority parts of
the country.
In the meantime, many of the
mainstream newspapers published a large number of letters to
the editor that sang praises of the
BN and poured scorn on the Opposition. There were times when
a few of those letters became rather
too familiar that it made one wonder whether they were written by
the same group of letter writers.
And to think that all these sordid
acts were committed while some
TV stations still showed religious
programmes that exhorted humans, particularly those of the Islamic persuasion, to conscien-

tiously work towards building a
virtuous character. It is as if the
slander, lies, character assassination that were perpetrated via the
media did not contradict religious
values and teachings. In other
words, there’s no better way to
mock a faith than this.

Bogus

Harakah

Of course, we would be indulging in lies if we were to insist that
only the BN got the much-needed
publicity in the media. As intimated above, the BA, too, was covered by the media but most of the
time it was depicted in a negative
light. In terms of ads, the BA, too,
was given a limited opportunity
to advertise in a few Chinese papers and The Star. In the case of
The Star, the BA had to succumb to
the dictates of the daily, with the
result that a number of editorial
restrictions and changes dampened the desired impact of the ads.
True, the BA also managed to advertise in the popular Harakah, the
party organ of PAS, but this effort
was stifled by the fact that the tabloid is only bi-weekly. Thus, the
reach was much less compared
with the BN’s ad blitz via the print
and electronic media. Be that as it
may, the BA ad that was splashed
in the Harakah, “Buang yang keruh,
ambil yang jernih” (Discard the
murky, select the clear) is arguably
one of the best crafted.

what it was: a crude fake.
The mainstream media’s low
stoop was made more pronounced by the active work of
reformasi webmasters. A lie spun
by, say, a certain newspaper was
immediately corrected by the
websites concerned. The recently
lauched malaysiakini.com (http:/
/www.malaysiakini.com./), for
instance, managed to point out
that the biggest Chinese language
newspaper, Sin Chew Jit Poh, had
altered a 1995 group picture of BN
leaders by replacing the head of
ousted deputy prime minister
Anwar Ibrahim with that of the
present deputy premier, Abdullah
Ahmad Badawi. The editor concerned had to apologise for this
“editorial oversight”.
The BN-controlled media might
have achieved their objectives in
the recent elections to a certain
extent —but at the expense of
whatever credibility and reputation they had left. They themselves
have to do some serious soulsearching especially if they are to
face the challenges of the next millennium. Unless they do so and
stem the rot, they will find the
limbo bar being lowered even further in future. q

Unfortunately, the popularity of
Harakah apparently “inspired”
certain individuals to publish a
fake Harakah, whose contents
were primarily aimed at inflicting maximum damage to the
reputation of PAS and the BA as
a whole. But perhaps due to
haste or bad planning, many
easily saw the bogus Harakah,
which was distributed freely in
the run-up to the elections, for
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ELECTION FOCUS
Aliran And The 10th General Elections

Phantom
Voters,
Unfounded
Claims, Lies, Terrorism
Postal
Ballots:
A Black Hole in the
Electoral
Process
As the coming general election
approaches, many concerned individuals and groups have raised
serious questions about the whole
system of postal balloting for security personnel. Postal balloting
in Malaysia has always been
something of a suspicious grey
area in the electoral process; indeed, anecdotal evidence suggests
that it is not just a grey area but a
veritable black hole shrouded in
a veil of secrecy. But no one from
the ranks of the security forces, it
seems, is willing to come forward
to throw some light on the matter
for fear of the repercussions.
Still, it is no secret that a serious
lack of checks and balances characterises the whole process of
postal voting, transporting of
postal ballot boxes and counting
of such ballots. What’s more, few
Malaysians know what sort of
rationale is used to decide to
which constituencies the postal
ballots are to be sent. This must be
made clear. The Election Commission must be transparent on this
issue and the public has the right
to be informed on this.
We wonder if all security personnel really do receive their postal
ballot papers. Even if they do, are
they really free to vote for opposition parties without fear of repercussions? Is it true that, in some

instances, as alleged by certain
quarters, officers have marked
batches of their subordinates’ ballot papers in favour of the ruling
coalition? The fact that party election agents are not permitted to be
present only serves to lend credence to all sorts of rumours.
To dispel these lingering suspicions, the Election Commission
should insist on monitoring all
voting by postal ballots in a transparent manner to ensure that no
one exerts undue influence on security personnel, who have every
right to vote freely for the candidates and parties of their choice.
There is no reason why the Commission cannot allow agents from
the various political parties to
witness the voting, transporting
of ballot boxes and counting of
postal ballots.
Ideally, special polling stations
should be set up at security camps
where postal balloting will be carried out, and these should operate in much the same way as other
normal polling centres under independent supervision.
With thousands of votes cast
through postal ballots, it is crucial
that the Election Commission looks
into this “black hole”. If not, the
very integrity of the elections and
the role of the Election Commission
could be called into question.
Anil Netto
Aliran Exco Member
7 August 1999

EC : Convince us of
your
Independence
It is absurd for Election Commission Chairman Omar Mohd
Hashim to state that the commission’s independence should not
be questioned as it has shown its
impartiality at all times (The Star,
18 August 1999).
Claiming to be independent is one
thing, but convincing the people
through its conduct that it is independent and credible is a different kettle of fish. Credibility
must be earned by deeds rather
than through public pronouncements.
It will take more than words to
convince thinking Malaysians
that the commission is a credible
institution capable of ensuring
free and fair elections.
Numerous irregularities and
abuses have been brought to the
attention of the commission but
its ability to tackle them has left
much to be desired and has raised
questions as to its credibility.
If Omar takes the position that
these are past mistakes for which
he is not accountable but, now
that he is in charge, he would like
to project the commission as an
independent body that would ensure free and fair elections, Aliran
would welcome that.
But he would have to take some
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convincing actions first.

agents from the various political
parties.

To begin with, as a matter of principle, Omar should publicly declare that the campaign period
would be adequate and fair to all
contesting parties. Aliran would
like to recommend at least three
weeks for this purpose.
Omar must give credibility to his
claim that the commission decides
on the length of the campaign period without anybody interfering
in its decision by immediately announcing as a matter of policy that
the campaign period would be
three weeks.
This policy statement can be made
tomorrow. There is no need to
wait for parliament to be dissolved
to announce this. And it is within
his right to make such a statement.
As regards postal votes for armed
forces and police personnel, according to Omar, ballot papers are
handed over to the adjutants or
administration officers. It is most
alarming to read Omar’s comment, “What happens after that
is beyond our control. The officers and their wives mark and
place the sealed ballot papers in
the box.”
This is indeed shocking. What
happens is not only beyond the
commission’s control but it is also
not within its knowledge whether
the officers and their wives actually mark and place the sealed
ballot papers in the box personally. It is just an assumption on
Omar’s part since there are no election commission officials or party
election agents physically present
to witness and verify this claim.
It is Aliran’s contention that election commission officials should
supervise the casting of postal
votes in the presence of election

It is also our view that police and
armed forces personnel whose
stations, camps or depots are located within the constituency under which they were originally
registered should not be allowed
to use the postal ballot system.
It is also our recommendation that
the postal ballot of a police or
armed forces personnel should be
sent to the constituency in which
he or she is registered as a voter to
be counted as a vote cast in that
constituency.
Omar should make a public
pledge now to assure caring
Malaysians that the elections involving armed forces and police
personnel will be free and fair. He
needn’t wait for parliament to be
dissolved to make this announcement.
To further enhance his credibility,
it should be possible, even desirable, for Omar to release a guideline for a caretaker government spelling out what it can and
should not do - to ensure free and
fair elections.
Again, this notification can be released immediately without having to wait for parliament to be
dissolved.

so that, when we talk of free and
fair election, it would be a meaningful exercise.
Again, this announcement can be
made without having to wait for
the dissolution of parliament.
These are four crucial areas concerning which Omar can make
pronouncements now. He need
not wait for parliament to be dissolved to embark on this action.
By responding positively to this
call, he would assert the integrity
of the commission, establish his
own credibility, and prove that he
is not beholden to anyone.
P Ramakrishnan
President
19 August 1999

Unfounded

Claim

In a news report “Chandra to
Stand Against Tan”carried in The
Star 16 November 1999, it was
claimed that “An Aliran member
said a team of its members would come
down to help the Barisan Alternatif
wrest the seat from Barisan”.
This claim that an Aliran team will
be involved in Dr Chandra
Muzaffar’s campaign in the
Bandar Tun Razak parliamentary
seat is unfounded.

TV and Radio, especially publicly
funded RTM, are not party apparatus for the ruling party’s sole
use. Public funds are used for their
operations. It is only proper that
the public should have access to
all political views to exercise their
choice intelligently. As such, air
time should be fairly distributed.

Neither the Aliran office in
Penang nor any of its executive
committee members was contacted to confirm the story. We
have reason to believe that the
above claim attributed to an unnamed “Aliran member” is simply based on hearsay and the reason for doing so, instead of first
verifying with Aliran officials,
best known to The Star itself.

The commission should ensure
that this access to fair media time
is available to all political parties

The fact is that Aliran, throughout its 22-years history, has not
been involved in any electoral
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campaign on behalf of any candidate, whether from the Barisan
Nasional or the opposition parties. This continues to be our position in the upcoming tenth general elections.
Instead, Aliran has played the role
of watchdog and monitored the
conduct of the elections by the contending parties, the media, business, government departments,
etc. In 1990 for instance, Aliran
was directly involved in helping
to set up Election Watch which
was headed by former Lord President Tun Suffian. We have also
monitored and reported on several Sabah and Sarawak elections.
This time, Aliran is involved in
PEMANTAU, a coalition of 42 organisations monitoring the 1999
elections.
Apart from this monitoring,
Aliran has usually used the occasion of elections to highlight and
discuss the major issues of the day
with a view to promoting the political consciousness of voters and
the deepening of democracy in
Malaysia.
Consequently, Aliran has called
upon Malaysians to vote not only
for a stronger opposition, but for
a freer media, the rule of law, the
independence of the judiciary, an
end to money politics, just and
equitable socio-economic policies,
inter-ethnic and inter-religious
co-operation, etc.
Accordingly, in this 1999 elections, Aliran calls upon
Malaysians to “Vote for Change”,
in particular, the transformation
of our political system from one
which has been dominated by a
single coalition for 42 years to a
political system comprising two
evenly-matched coalitions which
can check on one another and rotate power every 5 to 10 years.

Apart from this, we continue to
call voters to vote for leaders who
will best ensure rule of law, and
the integrity of our judiciary, protect our freedoms, promote the
rakyat’s rather than certain
politicians’interests, etc. All these
will help to deepen our democracy, which has been Aliran’s
stand throughout.
Dr Francis Loh
Secretary
17 November 1999
The above letter was not carried
by The Star

Stop

The Politics
Of Fear

It is getting obvious to all rationalthinking Malaysians that the
Barisan Nasional is prepared to
play with fire and to take our beloved country to the brink of violence and rioting, in order to secure a two-thirds majority in the
upcoming 10th General Elections.
Instead of addressing the serious
issues of democracy and justice,
accountability and transparency,
corruption and cronyism, the integrity and the independence of
the judiciary, the roles of the Police and the mass media, public
participation and welfare, the BN
has resorted to the politics of fear.
On 21 and 22 November, the BN
published and broadcasted advertisements depicting scenes of
violence. It also highlighted the
non-issues of an Islamic state and
a non-Malay prime minister.
On at least three occasions in the
past five days, the prime minister
himself has also been warning of
the possibility of riots occurring.
On one occasion he claimed that
riots could possibly occur on the
eve of elections when the Barisan

Alternatif realises that it will not
win the elections. On another occasion he stated that “if they want
the Opposition they can vote for
it. Then, they should give them the
mandate, the two-thirds majority.
But we will not guarantee that it
will bring peace”.
These examples of the politics of
fear have been achieved with the
connivance of the BN-owned and
controlled mass media.
A free and fair election cannot be
conducted in a climate of fear. Yet
it is clear that Dr Mahathir and
the BN are resorting to blackmail
in order to secure a two-thirds
majority. This politics of fear worsens the odds for the Barisan
Alternatif which is already faced
with gerrymandering of the electoral boundaries, the delay in allowing some 680,000 Malaysians
from voting because the Elections
Commission has not yet verified
their registrations, discrepancies
and phantom voters in the electoral rolls, the mystery of conducting postal votes, the biased coverage of the media, the illegitimate
use of the government machinery
by a caretaker government, and
money politics.
We understand that the BN will
be mounting another dirty campaign in the next few days, possibly on the 28 November. Various
scenarios have been suggested:
from staged riots by persons wearing Keadilan T-shirts, thousands
of which have apparently been
ordered by non-Keadilan people,
to a screening of Anwar’s alleged
affairs over the mass media, to
more statutory declarations alleging all kinds of terrible things, etc.
Recall UMNO’s despicable move
in the 1990 elections when it depicted Tengku Razaleigh, then
leader of the opposition Semangat
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46, wearing a tengkolok with an
emblem that UMNO claimed was
a Christian cross, thereby insinuating that Razaleigh was going to
betray the interests of Muslims.
Millions of copies of the Barisanowned and controlled newspapers carrying this picture were
distributed free to the public, especially to Malays, on the eve of
the elections. TV stations kept
flashing this picture ever so often.
As a consequence of this dirty
trick, the opposition’s campaign
was undermined and our country brought to the brink of a breakdown.
We appeal to the BN and the
prime minister himself to address
the important issues of the day
and not to resort to dirty and dangerous tactics to secure a twothirds majority.
We call upon the Elections Commission, the Police, and other authorities to protect our democracy
and to ensure that those committing dirty and dangerous tricks,
whether from the Barisan
Nasional or the Barisan
Alternatif, and regardless of their
positions, be taken to task immediately. The Commission must
declare immediately whether it is
an offense to resort to fear and intimidation tactics.
This will prevent blackmail and
violence and promote free and fair
elections instead.

for Orang Asli Concerns • IDEAL • International Movement for a Just World
(JUST) • Jawatankuasa Sokongan
Peneroka Bandar • Jemaah Islah Malaysia (JIM), Penang • KOMAS • Penang
Organic Farm • People’s Manifesto Initiative • SEDAR • Society for Christian
Reflection • Solidaritas Timor Timur Malaysia • Suaram • Tholilaliyin Tholar

Have The BN
Assemblymen
And
Parliamentarians
Done Their Job?
Barisan Nasional candidates are
trying to defend themselves in the
election campaign by claiming
that they have been delivering
services to the people. Whether
they are former Assembly members or Parliamentarians, they are
singing the same tune about constructing roads, repairing drains,
cleaning-up rubbish dumps, fencing up schools, repainting temples, etc.
Some are also very proud of their
100% attendance record at Assembly/Parliament sittings, as
though they were attending
school. On these grounds they
wonder why they are being challenged and dare the people to tell
them what they have done wrong.
They even present us with their
“Report Card” of services delivered and projects completed.

Executive Committee
23 November 1999

Some of these Assembly members
and Parliamentarians do have
good service records. This is not
disputed. But isn’t providing
such services the work of the Municipal Council and local authorities. This is so in most places all
over the world. After all, haven’t
we paid taxes and rates for these
services ?

Alaigal • freeMalaysia website • Center

The fact that Assembly members
and Parliamentarians are merely

The rakyat have awakenend. We
are watching the politicians, the
media, the Elections Commission,
the Police, and the other authorities.

Endorsed by :

involved in delivering these services simply suggests that the Municipal Councils and local governments have not done their job.
Why is this so? Is it because none
of these Municipal and local councillors are elected? They are all
from the BN and are all appointed.
As such they are not accountable
to the people whatsoever. Are the
services provided by the Municipal Councils so bad because of
privatisation of essential services
to companies owned by BN cronies?
It is for this reason that the BA proposes that local government elections be restored. Maybe, then,
these authorities will conduct
themselves more responsibly.
Hence the job of assemblymen
and parliamentarians should not
be delivering services, or at least
limited to this. It has only been
made so by the BN politicians. The
essence of politics is really the issues of JUSTICE, FREEDOM, RESPONSIBLE and TRANSPARENT GOVERNMENT, PEOPLE’S
PARTICIPATION and RULE OF
LAW.
In view of this, the BN assemblymen and parliamentarians have
not done their work yet.
They have not asked the difficult
questions and questioned their
own BN leaders about
• the abuse of power by the top
executives and, officials (e.g.
Anwar Ibrahim’s black eye).
• The selective application of the
law (e.g. Lim Guan Eng’s case).
• The awarding of privatisation
projects to BN cronies.
• The bail out of BN crony companies.
• Hikes in road tolls, electricity
and telephone rates as well as
sewage rates.
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Did these BN Assemblymen and
Parliamentarians speak up about
these issues to protect the rights
of the people?

Lies, Lies, Lies
And More Lies:
Stop The Politics
Of Fear

Will they do so if we re-elect them?

The BN continues to terrorise the
Malaysian voter with the politics
of fear.

If Assemblymen and Parliamentarians all simply clean drains
and repair roads, who will stand
up for our rights?
This elections must be about the
larger and more important issues,
and not simply about roads and
drains.
Executive Committee
25 November 1999

No

Party-Hopping

In the past certain unscrupulous and opportunistic candidates, after being elected on a
particular party ticket, had
party-hopped. Their unbecoming conduct not only disagraced
them but, more importantly, had
betrayed the mandate of the electorate and frustrated the electoral process.
This kind of party-hopping undermines people’s faith in the
democratic system and raises
moral questions regarding integrity and character.
To prevent the erosion of democracy, Aliran would like all the candidates participating the 10th general elections to solemnly and sincerely pledge to the electorate
every time they speak at ceramahs
that they will not betray the trust
of the people and if they feel compelled to switch parties for whatever reason they would vacate
their seats as honourable men
should.
Executive Committee
27 November 1999

After having blitzed us with vulgar and vicious scenes of rioting
and violence for 3 days through
the BN-owned and controlled
mass media, the BN is now threatening the voters, in particular the
non-Muslim voters, that their religions and cultures will be lost if
they support the Barisan
Alternatif.
Aliran does not wish to list down
the promises of the BA concerning the legitimate questions of
culture and religion of the nonMalay communities. It is suffice
to clarify that non-Malay rights to
teach and use their mother
tongues in schools through improved implementation of the POL
programme and the building of
additional national-type schools
are addressed adequately and
guaranteed firmly in the BA Manifesto. So too non-Muslim rights
to practise and promote their cultures and religions.
The earlier campaign to terrorise the voters obviously backfired. The foreign media began
to report that the BN government expected rioting which in
turn caused anxieties among
foreign and local investors. Is
this why the advertisements
were recalled?
Like the first campaign, this second attempt to intimidate the voters through the politics of fear will
also backfire.
The rakyat are no longer so easily
fooled by BN propaganda.

Remember, the rakyat have awakened and they are watching. They
know the issues and will know
how to vote.
Executive Committee
27 November 1999

What
Ploy
For

Perverse
Tomorrow?

Tomorrow will be the eve of the
10th general elections. The “dirtiest campaign” that Malaysians
were promised will be at its very
best tomorrow.
Malaysians can expect more perverse advertisements in the media, even more vicious and malicious lies and propaganda. There
will be the gross vilification of
Anwar, numerous mindless migration of opposition party members to the Barisan and a blistering blitzkrieg mounted through
all the channels of the TV station.
It is even feared that stage-managed plots may be created to overwhelm the public with fear and
anxiety.
We call upon the people of Malaysia not to be intimidated by
these vile and wild tactics of the
Barisan. We urge all Malaysians
to go out and vote fearlessly for
change. Our vote is our sacred
right. Nobody can force us to vote
against our will.
Executive Committee
27 November 1999

PAS

Wins

Big

The real winner in the 10th General Elections is clearly PAS – not
UMNO or the Barisan.
PAS has captured Terengganu
besides strengthening its grip on
Kelantan. It has increased its par-
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liamentary seats from 7 to 27 – a
jump of almost 300 per cent - an
astounding achievement by all
counts. It has defeated a Menteri
Besar and made mincemeat of all
UMNO ministers in Kelantan. It
also obtained a majority of parliamentary seats and a third of the
state assembly seats in Dr
Mahathir’s home state of Kedah.
UMNO has suffered a defeat at the
hands of PAS as never before and
must be reeling from it in spite of
all the claims and pretences.
UMNO’s total parliamentary
seats has been reduced to 77 from
88. And the Barisan Nasional itself is down to 148 seats from 162
won in the previous elections.
PAS has made dramatic inroads
into previously impregnable
UMNO strongholds in Pahang,
Perak and Selangor and will pose
a very serious and real threat to
UMNO in the next elections.
The swing of votes from the
Malay community in the Peninsula to the opposition is very significant. Besides the outright defeat of UMNO’s candidates, the
popular vote of its successful candidates has been drastically
slashed. Even its strongman,
UMNO vice-president Najib Tun
Razak was just spared a humiliating defeat by scraping through
with a wafer-thin margin.
The Chinese swing to the
Barisan was solid and it was
their support that saved the
Barisan Nasional. Obviously,
the Chinese have succumbed to
the “politics of fear and terror”,
which was effectively exploited
by the MCA and Gerakan. Their
campaign that a vote for the DAP
was a vote for PAS, which would
lead to an Islamic state, persuaded the Chinese to punish
the DAP for its association with

PAS. Little did the Chinese realise that by punishing the DAP,
they have inadvertently paved
the way for what they had
feared most.
The strong presence of PAS in parliament will be a constant challenge to UMNO for the Islamic
cause. UMNO has not stated that
it is against an Islamic state and if
it spurns the efforts of PAS,
UMNO stands to lose even more
miserably in the next elections.
UMNO will have to become even
more Islamic for its very survival.
As a result of this inability to see
the larger picture especially the
need for a multi-ethnic opposition
front, two fearless voices that consistently spoke out against the
abuses of the BN have been
sidelined and silenced. Alas, the
door was also closed to new
voices from decent, caring, and
articulate individuals whose presence and insights would have
made our Parliamentary proceedings and politics at large more
meaningful.
Everything said and done, at the
end of the day, we get the government we deserve and deserve the
government we get.
P. Ramakrishnan, President
30 November 1999

Siput.
In spite of several police reports,
apparently no action was taken.
We are unable to ascertain
whether this inertia on the part of
the police is politically-linked. It
is alleged that these gangsters
were obviously acting on behalf
of Samy Vellu. It is claimed that
these characters had “threatened
to chop those who oppose Samy
Vellu” and that they were also
annoyed with the police reports
lodged by PSM candidate Dr
Kumar and others on election
fraud allegedly committed by
Samy Vellu”.
What is disturbing is that the presence of the police did not deter the
thugs from continuing with their
harassment. The police merely
looked on and did nothing.
And when they finally left, they
warned “If you contest against
Samy Vellu, we will chop you all”.
Clearly there was intimidation
and harassment; there was warning to cause bodily harm and a
threat to their lives.
Isn’t this conduct criminal in nature necessitating police intervention and prompt action?

Police Act
Violence?

And yet the Kuala Kangsar OCPD
Supt Hamzah Shamsuddin was
quoted as having said that the police did not take action because
there was no violence.

Aliran is disturbed that a group
of 15 unruly men had invaded the
Malaysian Socialist Party (PSM)
operations room in Jalan Lintang
in Sungai Siput at 9.15pm last Friday, 3 December 1999.

Shouldn’t the police act to prevent
violence? Or must some one be
seriously hurt before the police
swing into action?

Shouldn't The
To
Prevent

This is indeed perverse!
According to reports, these rowdies were abusive and threatened
“to chop up” those who did not
heed their warning to leave Sungai
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P. Ramakrishnan
President
9 December 1999

ELECTION FOCUS

UMNO, PAS And ...
While there have been other Malay-based multi-ethnic parties in the
past, the circumstances today are much more propitious for the success
of such an enterprise. KeADILan, in other words, is an idea whose time
has come.
by Dr Chandra Muzaffar

he failure of Parti
Keadilan
Nasional
(keADILan) to win a
substantial number of
parliamentary and state seats
in the recently concluded General Election raises once again
a fundamental question about
Malaysian politics: is there
room for a third political party
in the Malay political arena —
that is, a party other than the
United Malays National Organisation (UMNO) and the
Islamic Party of Malaysia
(PAS).

T

Early

Endeavours.

Since Malay party politics began to take shape and form in

the mid-fifties, the only effective challenge to UMNO has
come from PAS. Parti Negara,
a Malay-based party which was
constitutionally multi-ethnic,
sought to create a niche for itself as a third force in the late
fifties and early sixties but
failed miserably. Though its
founder and leader was the
first President of UMNO himself, Dato Onn Jaafar, the party
did not strike root within the
Malay community. The only
parliamentary seat it ever won
— in the 1959 General Election
— was in Terengganu. Even
then, the seat was made available to Dato Onn through PAS’
benevolence.
PAS wanted
Dato Onn to be in Parliament,
even if it meant that the party
would have one seat fewer in
the highest legislative body in
the land.
While Parti Negara has disappeared from the Malaysian political scene, Parti Rakyat Malaysia (PRM) has displayed
greater stamina in its quest to
emerge as a third force in
Malay politics. Established in
1955, the party forged a link
with the Labour Party to form
the Socialist Front. Though the

Front won eight parliamentary
seats in the 1959 General Election, its electoral support was
largely non-Malay. It was only
in the 1969 Election that Parti
Rakyat, which managed to secure three state seats in Pahang
and Penang, demonstrated that
it had the endorsement of a
small section of the Malay community. Since 1969 the party
has not won any state or parliamentary seat but there is
some evidence to show that in
the 1999 contest it secured
more Malay votes than it did
in the 1995 or 1990 elections.
Like Parti Rakyat, the National
Convention Party (NCP)
founded in the mid-sixties by
a former Cabinet Minister,
Abdul Aziz Ishak, was also a
Malay based multi-ethnic party
which attempted to present itself as an alternative to UMNO
and PAS. The NCP fizzled out
within a few years. And its
founder withdrew completely
from politics.
The next major attempt to penetrate the Malay electorate
through a multi-ethnic venture
was the Gerakan Rakyat Malaysia (Gerakan) formed in
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1968. Within a year of its formation, the Gerakan captured
the state of Penang and secured
eight parliamentary seats. Its
support base was mainly Chinese and Indian though the
Gerakan also had some Malay
support at both parliamentary
and state level. In this regard,
it is worth noting that when it
was ravaged by a severe internal crisis in 1971, Malay support for the party was beginning to increase.
Attempts by other non-Malay
based parties to obtain a foothold in Malay politics — the
United Democratic Party
(UDP) in the early sixties and
the Democratic Action Party
(DAP) since the mid-sixties —
have been largely unsuccessful.
Malay parties such as BERJASA
and HAMIM, products of either internal schisms within
PAS or the consequences of the
long standing PAS-UMNO rivalry, have been too insignificant to be considered as serious contenders for the Malay
vote.

A

Shift

It was only in 1988 that a shift
of sorts began to take place.
There was a major split in the
UMNO leadership. The faction opposed to UMNO President and Prime Minister Dr.
Mahathir Mohamad broke
away from the party and established a new group called
‘Semangat 46’. With some
prominent ex-UMNO leaders
at the core, Semangat managed to win eight parliamentary seats in the 1990 General
Election. Since most of the constituencies secured were preponderantly Malay, the party

proved that it had a degree of
support within the community.

votes. Since the vast majority
of the party’s candidates stood
in Malay majority constituencies, the vote was a vindication
of Malay support.

UMNO’s

Semangat 46: Decision to join UMNO
brought about its demise

In the 1995 contest Semangat
did not perform as well as it
did in the previous election but
what brought about the demise of the party was the decision of its leadership to dissolve the organisation and to
rejoin UMNO en bloc.
That there now exists in the
nineties a body of opinion
within the Malay community
which is critical of UMNO and
yet not prepared to align itself
to PAS has become even more
evident in the wake of the
Anwar crisis. In the recent
election, it found expression
through keADILan, and to a
much lesser extent, PRM.
Though keADILan scored victories in only 6 parliamentary
and 11 state seats, the amount
of popular votes it garnered
was quite impressive. It is estimated that it obtained
752,255
votes
in
the
parliamentry contest. In at
least six other parliamentary
constituencies, keADILan candidates lost by very narrow
margins — of fewer than 2,000

Decline

If Malay politics in the nineties
indicates the emergence of a
third force, it is because of a
variety of factors linked to
UMNO and PAS, the changing
structure of Malay society and
the larger political and economic environment. For almost two decades after the revitalisation of UMNO under
Tun Abdul Razak, the party
was able to absorb new political aspirants and accommodate
established political actors with
comparative ease.
But as the party came under
the dominance of a powerful,
entrenched political and economic elite, its capacity to rejuvenate began to decline. The
dominant elite is now perceived as corrupt, greedy and
somewhat decadent — an elite
that has ceased to be sensitive
to the needs of ordinary people. It explains why the party
appears to have lost the ability
to generate enthusiasm and
spontaneity at the grassroots
level. It is a party which sustains its myriad activities only
through generous material incentives to its helpers. For
young Malays who cherish
some ideals, UMNO with its
vested interests and its ingrained pragmatism holds no
attraction.

PAS
Some of those who are disillusioned with UMNO would
without hesitation join PAS —
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a tried and tested party with a
sincere commitment to its goal
of an Islamic State. Yet there
are others in both rural and
urban Malaysia who for a variety of reasons — past political rivalry; family ties; educational background; cultural orientation; uncertainty about the
concept of an Islamic State; lack
of understanding of certain aspects of Islamic law — would
prefer an alternative to PAS.
There are many urban, educated, middle-class MalayMuslim women, for instance,
who remain unconvinced that
PAS’ approach to Islam will not
jeopardise their interests.

Urbanisation
What this also implies is that
urbanisation and the changes
it has wrought has been partly
responsible for the emergence
of a third force in Malay politics. The accelerated urbanisation of the Malays from the
early seventies onwards resulted in the transformation of
established patterns of power
and authority within the community. A significant segment
of the community was no
longer subject to the old mode
of political control through say
the rural school teacher, in the
case of UMNO, or the local religious elite in the case of PAS.
As the Malay migrant settled
into the urban setting, as he
became more exposed to alternative sources of information,
as he forged new links and
networks, his understanding
of political and social issues
also underwent a gradual
metamorphosis. The urban
Malay has become more critical of established political loyalties and seeks new ways of

interpreting the political realities that confront him.

Small
Income
Community
This explains to some extent the
more evaluative attitude towards the ruling elite within
the rapidly, expanding Malay
urban ‘small income community’. It is this urban small income community — from the
self-employed petty trader to
the five-star hotel waiter to the
office attendant in a government department — that constitutes the crux and core of
keADILan and indeed the
reformasi movement. Faced
with a host of problems such
as housing, transportation and
the rising cost of urban living,
these small income earners perceive themselves as ‘the
marginalised’, who have been
sidelined by Mahathir’s mega
development orientated towards the rich and the powerful.

Middle-class
A segment of the urban Malay
middle-class
also
sees
keADILan as an alternative to
both UMNO and PAS. For this
group it is not just the shortcomings in some of the government’s economic programmes
that concern them. They are
also agitated by the severe restrictions imposed upon various civil and political rights; by
violations of the rule of law; by
the decline of the justice system; by the sycophancy of the
mainstream media; by the pervasiveness of elite corruption.
Given their access to the
Internet and other media,
Malay middle classers are better informed than the rest of

society. The Anwar episode,
which exposed the ugly face of
the system, not only heightened their consciousness but
also compelled them to move
against the prevailing injustices. Indeed, it is partly because of the readiness of a section of the middle-class to act
that information and analysis
about the Anwar episode
reaches the small-income community. As a result of this, the
small-income community has
become an extraordinarily
well-informed group especially
in relation to the Anwar episode.

Literacy
If groups within the Malay
middle-class and the small-income community are helping to
create a third force in Malay
politics through the Anwar episode, it is because they are in a
position to access alternative
information and knowledge.
And they are in a position to
do this because the general
level of literacy and education
has improved considerably
over the last two decades.
Today, about 90 per cent of the
populace are classified as literate. In a direct sense, literacy
and education — and the new
sources of information, especially the Internet — have also
contributed towards the transformation of Malay politics.

Uneven

Development

There are two other aspects of
the general economic and political environment which we
have alluded to that have also
helped increase awareness of
the need for an alternative to
UMNO. After two decades of
the New Economic Policy
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(NEP) which succeeded in reducing absolute poverty and
redressing some of the economic imbalances between the
indigenous Malay and non-indigenous Chinese communities, a segment of the Malay
community now realises that
the NEP has also generated
new iniquities.
The gap between the ‘have a
lot’— those who earn 20 or 30
thousand ringgit a month —
and the ‘have a little’— those
who earn 500 or 800 ringgit a
month — has increased at an
alarming rate. Those who are
well-connected to the dominant elite have benefited disproportionately from the allocation of shares and the award
of contracts, compared to
Malays without connections
who are also entitled to shares
and who may also be in a position to bid for contracts.
Indeed, many Malays now
know that the NEP was the
creature of an economic philosophy that was bound to result in uneven development —
that is development benefiting
certain groups much more than
others; development favouring
certain areas much more than
others; development biased
towards certain forms of economic activities much more
than others. For the victims of
uneven
development,
keADILan and the third force
in Malay politics have become
the conduit for articulating
their frustrations and their
hopes.

Paternalism
Frustrations stemming from
uneven development are only

one side of the story. As the
Malay community becomes
better educated, better informed and more exposed to
global trends, it is also becoming more frustrated with the
paternalistic style of leadership
of the Mahathir government.
The accumulation and concentration of power in the hands
of an elite, especially in the
hands of a single individual,
and the attendant curbs and
controls imposed upon the
citizenry, has incensed a section
of not only the Malay but also
the Chinese and Indian communities. The general perception is that it is only Mahathir
who has the right to decide
and determine what is good for
the nation. It is this that has
earned him the wrath of the
people. It is this paternalism
that has propelled keADILan
and the alternative movement
forward.

Multi-ethnic

Party

Certain features in the prevailing political and economic environment, significant changes
in the structure of Malay society in recent years, fractures
within an increasingly ossified
UMNO and perceptions of PAS
have all helped to create the
conditions for the emergence
of a third force in Malay politics. KeADILan as a manifestation of that force at this point
in time has chosen to establish
itself as a multi-ethnic, rather
than as a Malay or Islamic
party. As an approach, this is
of tremendous significance to
Malaysian politics.

to compete with UMNO on its
own territory. This would have
been detrimental to keADILan.
If, on the other hand,
keADILan was formed as an
Islamic party in the image of
PAS it might not have taken
off. KeADILan would have
been perceived as redundant,
given PAS’s presence and the
popular view of what an Islamic party is.
By launching keADILan as a
multi-ethnic party, albeit with
a Malay base and with Islamic
credentials, we have given the
party a role and identity which
is different from UMNO’s and
PAS’. This is keADILan’s
strength. While there have
been other Malay-based multiethnic parties in the past, as we
have seen, our analysis has
shown that the conditions and
circumstances today are much
more propitious for the success
of
such
an
enterprise.
KeADILan, in other words, is
an idea whose time has come.
What remains to be seen is
whether the party has the will
and the imagination to translate that idea into reality. q

If keADILan was set up as a
Malay party, it would have had
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Chandra Muzaffar,
an Aliran member,
is deputy president
of keADILan, which
won five parliamentary seats at the recently
concluded
general election.

eral election.
Aliran Executive Committee
12 August 1999

Privatisation
of
the Penang Water
Authority:
What is the truth?
Aliran is concerned about recent
talk that the Penang Water Authority (PBA) may be privatised to
the company that operates the
Penang Bridge. Is this going to be
another case of cronyism?

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

For
Whom
the Bridge Tolls?

without the need to raise toll rates.

It gives the impression that the
economic considerations of a privatised body are holding the state
government and Penang Bridge
commuters to ransom. More seriously, it only strengthens the belief that privatisation, in many
cases, has been detrimental to ordinary people and totally unnecessary.

Before any decision on the toll
rates is announced, the state government should publicly announce the cost of the Penang
Bridge, the toll revenue collected
so far, the annual maintenance
cost, the balance of the original
loan due, and the annual loan interest payable. In this way, the
public can judge for themselves
whether a toll increase is really
justified. Such public accountability would also dispel the suspicion that the toll hike is meant
to rescue certain favoured firms,
saddled with huge loans as a result of over-stretching themselves
in projects that had nothing to do
with the Penang Bridge.

Any bridge toll hike will further
burden commuters, many of
whom are already experiencing
economic hardship. It is also unjustified given the tremendous
jump in the volume of traffic on
the bridge – largely the result of a
deliberate scaling down of the
ferry services. The increased traffic alone has already translated to
higher toll revenue from the bridge

We concur, though, with Koh that
the Penang people should protest
against any bridge toll hike in a
big way. But if such protest
builds up, Penang’s leaders
should not then regard it as a
threat to “national security”and
“political stability”. Alternatively,
bridge commuters could just decide to vent their frustrations
when voting in the coming gen-

Penang Chief Minister Dr Koh Tsu
Koon’s recent admission that the
Penang Government is “literally
powerless” and “virtually helpless” to prevent Penang Bridge
Sdn Bhd from further raising toll
rates is cause for deep concern.

The PBA is probably the best managed water authority in the country providing water at cheap rates
and so, it is disturbing to hear that
it could be privatised. There is no
reason for it to be privatised. If
such a privatisation plan is in
place, then it puts into new light
the recent corporatisation of the
PBA and the internal revamp affecting certain senior staff of
proven integrity to the detriment
of the PBA.
Penangites will not take too kindly
if an essential public service like
water supply is handed over to a
private firm, which will only be
interested in maximising profits
rather than providing public service. The PBA has by and large
done a fine job in serving the needs
of Penangites and it is said to
make about RM40 million in profits annually - profits that should
be channelled back for the benefit
of the people in the form of improved services rather than going
into the pockets of private interests.
The Penang state government
should confirm if it is true that the
PBA is going to be privatised instead of fuelling rumours by its
silence. If there is any truth in the
speculation, it owes an explana-
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tion to the Penang public as to
why it is necessary to hand over a
profit-making essential public
service to private interests. Or is it
keeping the truth under wraps for
fear that it could turn into an explosive election issue with dire
consequences for the Barisan
Nasional in Penang?
Anil Netto
Exco member
1 September 1999

Anarchy
and
Mayhem
in East Timor
Aliran is greatly distressed that
anarchy and mayhem have descended in East Timor following
an overwhelming verdict by the
brave East Timorese to free themselves from the shackles of Indonesia.
The pro-Jakarta militias are on the
rampage in an orgy of slaughter
clearly sanctioned and encouraged by the Indonesian armed
forces under General Wiranto.
It is a terrible tragedy that violent
elements aligned to Jakarta are
extracting a heavy price from helpless innocent East Timorese for
daring to choose freedom in an
UN-run referendum that was conducted democratically.
The Indonesian government must
be roundly condemned for failing
to curb this carnage and arresting
this barbaric behaviour.
The civilized world will find it difficult to accept the feigned helplessness of the Indonesian army
or its apparent inability to curb the
havoc that is running riot in East
Timor.
President B. J. Habibi must be personally held responsible for this
horrendous tragedy that has en-

gulfed East Timor and shocked the
civilized community. The decent
thing that he could do at this late
hour is to invite the UN peace-keeping forces to establish law and
order and prevent further needless loss of innocent lives.
P. Ramakrishnan
President
8 September 1999

Anwar
Being
Poisoned?

“poison pen” letter against the judiciary. He promised then, “ ... we
will ferret them out whoever they are,
and bring them to justice” .
Malaysians are vainly waiting for
the fulfillment of that pledge.
Under the circumstances, the AG should not be involved in any
investigation to unravel the poison mystery. Malaysians no longer
seem to have any faith in him.
Aliran specifically calls for an independent investigation to get to
the bottom of the truth.

Aliran is alarmed and fears for
Anwar’s life following the disturbing disclosure that there is
evidence of “arsenic levels beyond
danger” in his body.
This latest episode dispels all
doubts and only confirms that
there is indeed a real life-threatening danger for Anwar.
It is with shock that we recall the
cynicism that confronts us —
rather than a sane explanation —
each time a dangerous situation
is exposed.
Last year in September, when
Anwar appeared in court with a
black eye and declared that he
was almost beaten to death, the
Prime Minister observed that
Anwar’s wound could have been
self-inflicted.
Today, when it was revealed that
there is evidence that Anwar is
being poisoned the Attorney-General seems to suggest that Anwar’s
family may be responsible for this.
It appears that there is no limit to
foolishness and absurdity.
As for the A-G’s brave words that
he “will leave no stone unturned” in
this matter, is turning out to be a
joke. Malaysians will recall that
he made a similar pledge on 15
March 1996 with regard to the

P. Ramakrishnan
President
10 September 1999

Honest
In

Journalism
Jeopardy

It is tragic that the doors are being slammed shut on freedom of
expression by the judiciary
which is unable to appreciate
that criticisms can be made without malice and that strong opinions expressed need not be contemptuous. There has to be
greater tolerance and wider leeway for honest journalists who
dare to do a decent job in their
reporting.
It is a terrible setback for society
when journalists are forever in
fear of mega suits and consequently are forced to resort to superficial reporting.
Today’s verdict dismissing
Murray Hiebert’s appeal against
his custodial sentencing of three
months’ jail has, without any
doubt, severely restricted the
space and scope for freedom of
expression in this country. It adds
another nail to the coffin.
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P. Ramakrishnan
President
11 September 1999

NOT THE END ... Continued from page 40
Samy Vellu has a lot of money, and
he has used it to hire people to
campaign for him. We on the other
hand are strong in principles and
manpower. I am proud to say today that we did not pay an allowance to any of our supporters and
workers. In addition many of our
volunteers did not even claim petrol money for travelling. Why?
Because we all believe in what we
are fighting for, and we believe that
it is right.
Let us not forget that 12,200 voters in Sg Siput voted for us, and
their votes are from their hearts.
Many of the votes that went to
Samy Vellu were bought, imported
from outside the constituency, or
were obtained by pressure. His is
therefore a hollow victory.
Elections are only one part of the
PSM’s (Malaysian Socialist Party’s) struggle to better the lot of
poorer Malaysians. We were involved in this struggle even before
we went into politics, and we
shall continue the struggle despite
the fact we lost in this election. It
would have been good to win, but
we do not have to be an elected
ADUN (state assembly member)
or MP to continue serving the
rakyat.
In the past 10 days, we have visited various parts of the constituency, and we have come across
numerous problems: the estate
workers who are losing their jobs
and homes because of crop conversion; the urban pioneers who
are being evicted; the Orang Asli
who still have not received any
land grants; the smallholders and
other groups who have their own
problems. If Samy Vellu wants to

do something to help these groups
of people, he had better start doing it at once, for we have decided
that we must get involved in these
issues even if we do not win the
seat.
We plan to open a service centre
in this same block, and we will be
there for the people of Sg Siput if
and when you need us. So see
these election results not as the
end of our involvement in Sg
Siput, but as a fresh beginning.
The PSM is not like other parties
that only turn up for the elections.
We are here to stay!
In the past week, we have come
across numerous irregularities in
the electoral roll in place for Sg
Siput. Even today, our polling
agents raised more than 100 objections. We will consult our lawyer friends to see whether an election petition can be lodged. We
know that this election was not
won by fair means, and we would
like to declare it null and void.
Who knows, there may be a by-

election coming up soon.
But even if we do not succeed in
bringing about a by-election, our
objections will result in the cleaning up of the Sg Siput electoral
rolls and make future elections
here safer.
You people, our supporters, have
been the life of this campaign.
Without your enthusiasm and
your energy, we could not have
had such a vibrant and effective
campaign. I tell you, for the past
one week, the Barisan Nasional
here were really worried because
of the strength of our campaign
and the strong support that we received from the people.
Thank you all of you for being here
and for all the effort you have put
in to make this campaign a success. This campaign is a victory
for the people! Let's work on together for a better society!
Hidup Rakyat
(Long live the people)!

A tireless grassroots activist among
estate workers and squatters in
Perak, Jeyakumar, also an Aliran
member, left the Ipoh General Hospital, where he headed the respiratory unit, to contest the recent general election. A Malaysian Medical Association award
winner for his exemplary community service, Kumar,
now a part-time doctor, has vowed to continue the
struggle for justice in the areas surrounding Sg Siput
- a move that is likely to haunt Samy Vellu in the years
to come.
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ELECTION FOCUS

Not
But

The End,
A Fresh Beginning

by Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj
Newcomer Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj, a Socialist
Party of Malaysia candidate standing under a
DAP ticket, addresses his supporters after receiving news of his electoral loss to Barisan
Nasional bigwig Samy Vellu in the Sungai Siput
parliamentary constituency in Perak.
Nowhere else in Malaysia was the clash of two
opposing value systems - materialism and power
vs justice and compassion - more evident than
in Sungai Siput.

At the Malaysian Socialist Party’s
offic, Taman Lintang, Sg Siput,
Perak.
11.30 pm, 29 November 1999
Dear Friends,
I am sad tonight, not because
we failed to win the Sg Siput
seat, but because of the elections results that we are hearing from all over the country.
Kit Siang and Karpal have lost
their seats; Chandra has lost,
so too has Kula. It appears that
the non-Malay voters have
been frightened by the BN
propaganda into casting their
votes for the BN. Our friends
in PAS are doing well, but it
would be nicer if our friends
in DAP and keADILan were
also doing well.

But regarding the Sg Siput seat,
I am happy and very satisfied
- because we took on a very
strong and entrenched opponent, and we have put up a
spirited and principled fight.
Though novices in electoral
politics, we have scored a
number of firsts – we came out
with the candidate’s declaration of assets to the public. This
forced Samy into a corner and
he came out with a press statement that he had already informed the PM of his assets.
We distributed 15,000 copies of
signed copies of the “Deklarasi
Calon” (Candidate’s Declaration), which lists down 10 specific promises as to what we
will do if elected. As a reaction of this, Fadzil, the UMNO

candidate for DUN Lintang
felt he had to come out with
his own “deklarasi”, which he
started circulating two days
ago.
We have also focussed on the
issue of phantom voters which
is a major factor in Sg Siput,
and apart from the official complaint we made to the Election
Commission and several police
reports, we have put up noticeboards at both the major entry
points to Sg Siput to discourage phantom voters. We have
campaigned with energy and
with style and have raised a
number of issues involving the
poorer strata of society.

Continued on page 38
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