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DETENTION
AND REPRESSION

NO TO ISA!

Aliran Monthly 21(3) Page 1

COVER STORY

‘ Reformasi A c t i v i s t s ’
Under
Detention
ISA is the refuge of the incompetent
by Johan Saravanamuttu

he seven ISA arrests on April 10–11, an
eighth on April 20, a ninth on April 24 and
a tenth on April 26, are unconscionable acts
committed by a regime that is at its wit’s
end. When a regime resorts to draconian laws such
as the ISA to curb lawful dissent, the regime is merely
one step away from overtly using violence against
all dissidents. Such desperate acts show a regime’s
inability to deal with problems in a normal sort of
way and betray its incompetence.

T

How dark and ironic it was to listen to the Inspector-General of Police’s alarmist explanation of the
arrests. The IGP alluded to a plan to ignite grenades,
explosives and Molotov cocktails at a human rights
rally on April 14.
Not a shred of evidence was produced by the IGP to
substantiate his claim or to show how those arrested
were connected to the purported events. The IGP
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EDITOR'S

NOTE

Bury The ISA
The ISA strikes again. Like an evil. Like a pestilence visited upon the innocent. This time 10 citizens have been
detained without trial, without being seen by family
members, lawyers or SUHAKAM since 10 April.
We know their names and faces, their ceramahs, rallies and
demonstrations. We know their cause, Reformasi. The majority of them are Keadilan leaders, the others civil rights
activists. Since Anwar’s sacking, many of them have been
charged with sedition, illegal assembly and whatnot.
All that is not enough for Dr Mahathir Mohamad and
the police. They must reach for the ISA, that despicable
instrument of authoritarian rule. They want us to believe that the detainees who have been peaceful dissidents have overnight become ‘militants’ who plot to use
explosives to overthrow the government by violence!
For the umpteenth time, Dr Mahathir tells fantastic tales
of conspiracies and foreign connections. He and the police want us to believe that the detention of a citizen
under ISA is proof of the detainee’s guilt. Those who do
their bidding shout: National security!
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only deepened the mystery by referring to ‘revelations’ made by
police intelligence.
For the record, those arrested are
not faceless and nameless agents
of subversive movements!
The ten detainees, all prominently
known to the public, are: a vicepresident, the youth chief and four
other leaders of Parti Keadilan
Nasional
(Keadilan),
the
webmaster of the Free Anwar
Campaign, a freelance film maker
and web journalist, and two human rights activists.
Those who know these people
know that they have scrupulously
avoided any violence in their activities. All of them have been labelled ‘reformasi activists’ by the
compliant mass media as if
reformasi was something sinister
and militant.
In fact, the whole tone of reformasi
in Malaysia has been avowedly
and consistently peaceful. About
all that the ten detainees had ever
ignited before their arrests is the
continuing disgust, opprobrium
and contempt for the present government of Prime Minister Dr
Mahathir Mohamad.
And, for this, can we blame them?
Many people had anticipated that,
desperate to stem the non-violent
forces of reformasi, Mahathir
would sanction an ISA ‘swoop’ as
he did with ‘Operation Lalang’ on
October 27, 1987. Beginning on
that day, 106 social activists and
politicians were detained.
Opposition politicians and social
activists in Malaysia are understandably relieved that this has

not happened – at least, not yet.
Thus far the present wave of arrests are pointed in a specific direction – principally at Keadilan.
But this does not make the present
arrests any less traumatic for the
ten detainees and their families or
any less gloomy for Malaysia’s
future.
No civilised government has any
excuse for using the ISA. But, inheriting the ISA from British colonial rule, all Malaysian governments have used and re-used it to
repress all shades of opponents.
Even the government-established
National Commission for Human
Rights (SUHAKAM) has called on
Mahathir’s regime to discontinue
the use of ISA and to charge the
detainees in an open court of law
if the regime has evidence against
them. Numerous other voices at
home and abroad have for years
demanded that the ISA be abolished.
Why has the Mahathir regime
deemed it necessary to use the
ISA again? Let me offer five reasons why, and also why, ultimately, the ISA will fail to
achieve Mahathir’s goal. If anything at all, these desperate detentions will deepen the regime’s crisis of legitimacy and
make leadership change an even
more urgent issue.

Reason
1:
Crippling
Reformasi
The first reason is a deceitful use
of ISA to frighten the public, to
make the public fear that the regime’s opponents are plotting to
topple it by ‘subversive’ and ‘militant’ means. This is a standard
ploy.
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Malaysia has never come close to
such a situation other than during the Emergency (1948– 60). The
real aim of using ISA is to cripple
any movement, group or party
that the government alleges is attempting to topple it.
Here the Mahathir regime badly
needs to discredit reformasi and its
most energetic leaders. To do so,
the regime has foisted the ludicrous charge of ‘militancy’ upon
the ten detainees, all of whom
have been deeply associated with
reformasi. In the past, the Parti Islam SeMalaysia (PAS), Democratic Action Party (DAP) and the
Parti Rakyat Malaysia (PRM) had
also been subjected to such attacks.
The attempt to emasculate
reformasi has an obvious motive.
Despite Anwar Ibrahim’s sacking
on September 2, 1998, his first sentencing on April 14, 1999 and second sentencing on August 8, 2000,
the reformasi movement which
Anwar inspired has grown
stronger with more and more
young people joining it.
Reformasi inflicted severe losses
on the United Malays National
Organisation (UMNO) in the
November 1999 general election
and continues to haunt
Mahathir. For instance, an
analysis of the 1999 election results in the state of Selangor
shows that Malay-majority constituencies swung by 30 percent
to the opposition when compared with the 1995 election.
If Mahathir’s ruling Barisan
Nasional (BN) does not contain
the forces of reformasi quickly, who
knows: perhaps BN may lose the
next election.

Reason
2:
A Regime With
No More Ideas
The second reason for using the
ISA is a mundane one. The
Mahathir regime is at its wit’s end.
It suffers from inertia, lack of imagination, deep insecurity, and
denial. Hence the regime finds it
convenient to use the ISA.
In Malaysia, the ISA is the biggest
ass of laws: it hasn’t budged no
matter how often people have
moved to have it abolished.
Mahathir’s insecure regime will
not remove the ISA because it cannot bear the possibility of being
ousted from office by electoral
means.
Although the regime continues to
deny it, many Malaysians believe
that the Mahathir regime has overstayed its time but hangs on to
power with the aid of ISA and
other repressive laws.
Were there freer and fairer electoral competition, the regime
which has been accused of corruption, injustice and incompetence might well have been defeated. An imaginative and responsive ruling party that can
accept rejection by voters will not
resort to laws like the ISA. If it was
defeated, it would regenerate itself
and try to return to power. But not
the BN, it seems!

uses the repugnant ISA to show
opponents and supporters alike
that he can marshal force against
them if he so chooses.

Reason
4:
Reformasi
Is
Everywhere

To take an example, Deputy Prime
Minister and Minister of Home
Affairs, Abdullah Badawi, was
strangely nonplussed when he
was quizzed about the arrests.
Having once promised not to use
the ISA, Abdullah seemed unable
to explain the reason for this
round of detentions. Presumably
only the Prime Minister knew
why.
Cases of besieged leaders resorting to force in politics are well
documented in history. In autocratic regimes power is monopolised by one person or a small
clique. The more insecure they feel
the more frequently they will employ draconian measures to retain
their power.
Despite having said many times
he would retire ‘if the signs are
there’, Mahathir has held power
for 20 years. Mahathir’s use of the
ISA simply shows that he is unwilling to believe that the end of
his tenure is practically here.

Reason
3:
Mahathir
Strengthens
His Hand?
The third reason for using the ISA
is sinister: a much-besieged leader
is desperate to consolidate his
personal power. To bolster his
weakened position, Mahathir
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The fourth reason for using the ISA
is not hard to find. Signs of
reformasi are everywhere. Its
staunchest supporters are the
young. And it is Keadilan’s young
and energetic leaders who have
maintained reformasi’s momentum.
In the last general elections,
Keadilan only won five parliamentary seats. Many of their leaders were very narrowly defeated.
Since then, Keadilan has unex-

pectedly won a by-election in
Lunas, in Mahathir’s home state
where support for UMNO has
been draining away.
From Mahathir’s perspective, the
young ‘reformasi activists’ who
managed the Lunas victory pose
the most serious threat to his hold
on power. Like so many other BN
politicians, Mahathir must by
now fear that the future of
Malaysian politics, if not the next
general election itself, may well
belong to Keadilan and its
Barisan Alternatif allies.

Reason
5:
Pre-emptive
Strike
Against
Keadilan
Therefore, the fifth reason has
much to do with making a preemptive strike against Keadilan,
almost to remove the party from
electoral politics.
A closer reading of current politics in Malaysia suggests that the
48 parliamentary seats held in
Sarawak and Sabah have become
crucial to BN’s hold on power. Out
of those 48 seats, BN won all 28 in
Sarawak and 17 of the 20 seats in
Sabah. This lopsided result enabled BN to retain its two-thirds
majority in parliament.
In Sarawak, recently, the schism
between the Melanaus and the
Malays has reared its head again
within the ruling Parti Pesaka
Bumiputera Bersatu, the dominant party of the Sarawak BN.
In the last general election,
Keadilan reaped the benefit of
this in-fighting by winning
about 30 to 40 per cent of the
popular vote in Malay constituencies and dented somewhat the
power of the Sarawak chief min-

ister, Mahathir’s ally.

confessions.

Given that Sarawak is scheduled
to hold state elections soon, could
it be that Mahathir is anxious that
Keadilan should not be in a position to do well in Sarawak? One
of the ten detainees, a Keadilan
youth leader, comes from
Sarawak.

However, ISA has helped to create a culture of fear in our body
politic. Few people would stand
up to protest the use of the ISA. In
adding its voice to the many antiISA voices, SUHAKAM has made
an important contribution to
changing this culture of fear.

Why ISA Wo n ’ t

Work

Whatever may be their political
reasons and Machiavellian objectives, it is obvious that its users
consider it as a final resort and
virtually an embarrassment. Why
else would a regime stoop so low
as to fabricate all sorts of outlandish explanations to justify the despicable use of this instrument of
repression?
There had been so much use of
the ISA in the past, and cynical
use, too, that ordinary people
have come to disbelieve the reasons offered for ISA arrests. The
published and televised ‘confessions’ of ISA victims, extracted under duress, have long
been exposed as mere charades.

I believe that Malaysian society is
beginning to find a critical mass
of people who will mobilise to remove the ISA from our midst. Difficult as detention will be for the
ten imprisoned ‘reformasi activists’, their arrests will merely swell
the ranks of objectors to the ISA.
The more principled leaders of
Parti Gerakan Rakyat Malaysia,
a member of BN, have openly
questioned the use of the ISA.
The use of the ISA will not put an
end to reformasi. Reformasi was not
something created by a few individuals. It is rooted in a broad and
deep discontent with the Mahathir
regime because of the latter’s obstinate denial of its own injustice,
incompetence, lack of accountability and lack of human decency.

Ex-detainees and human rights
organisations have exposed those
confessions to be the results of the
‘turning over’ techniques of the
Special Branch police who have
never been held accountable for
inflicting mental and physical torture on detainees.

The regime’s latest use of the ISA
can only undercut the eroded legitimacy of the present leadership
and lead it to a further slide into
ignominy. It is only a matter of
time before such a regime self-destructs.

Especially since Anwar’s trials,
there is a huge credibility gap
when it comes to ISA. So it will be
with this wave of arrests. If some
of those presently detained later
confess their ‘crimes’, no one,
other than Mahathir and his diehard supporters, will believe the

Malaysian citizens should not allow this sorry state of affairs to
continue since it only insults their
intelligence, weakens their moral
fibre and turns their country into
a pariah state in the eyes of global
society. Is it too much to expect this
of them? q
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ISA

Protest
Against
The 2001 ISA Arrests
Memorandum submitted by ALIRAN HAKAM & SUARAM
1 . We, the undersigned or-

ganisations
respectfully
present this Memorandum to
the Suruhanjaya Hak Asasi
Manusia Malaysia (SUHAKAM) to add our voice to the
growing protest against the
Barisan Nasional government’s arrests of several leaders of Parti Keadilan Nasional
and social activists which began on Tuesday, 10 April 2001
and continue at the present
time.
2. In the name of Justice, Freedom and the Rule of Law, we
condemn the Barisan Nasional
government’s use of the Internal Security Act (ISA) to detain
without trial citizens of this
country who have not been
charged with specific violations of any law in an open
court.

Prime Minister Datuk Seri Dr
Mahathir Mohamad has said
that the ISA is more “effective”
than ‘normal law”. Dr
Mahathir’s cynical attitude to
“normal” rule of law is nothing but a shameless admission
that his government has no
moral justification to detain the
leaders of a legal opposition

party and social activists engaged in legitimate, democratic
and peaceful dissent.
3 . We reject the unsubstantiated accusations against the detainees which were made during police briefings and subsequently publicised by the government-controlled media.

The Inspector-General of Police
has warned of secret preparations for a “violent overthrow
of the government” through
“street
demonstrations”.
Malaysians will dismiss this
notorious method of obtaining
a “conviction without trial”
which denies the detainees
their constitutional rights to
freedom, justice and protection
from arbitrary punishment.
4. According to the latest
available information, the victims of this wave of political
repression include:
• Tian Chua, Vice President,
Parti Keadilan Nasional
• Mohamad Ezam Mohd
Nor, President, Keadilan Youth
• N Gobalakrishnan, Secretary-general, Keadilan Youth
• Haji Saari Sungib, Chairperson, “People’s Memorandum”
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•

•
•

•

•

•

Organising Committee
Hishamuddin Rais, media
columnist, film maker and social activist
Raja Petra Kamaruddin, director, Free Anwar Campaign
Abdul Ghani Harun, member, Keadilan Youth Central
Committee
Dr Badrul Amin Baharom,
Keadilan member and social activist
Lokman Adam, member,
Keadilan Youth Central Committee
Badaruddin Ismail, SUARAM activist

5 . It is obvious that the “2001
ISA Arrests” are a last-minute
attempt to stop the “Black 14”
rally, planned for 14 April 2001,
the second anniversary of the
sentencing of former deputy
prime minister, Datuk Seri
Anwar Ibrahim after his first
trial on charges of corruption.

The “Black 14” rally held last
year would have been completely non-violent had the
peaceful marchers and protesters not been assaulted by the
police.
This year’s “Black 14” rally was

planned so that it will climax
with a delegation presenting a
memorandum on human rights
to Suhakam, the Human Rights
Commission of Malaysia. Since
Suhakam had agreed to meet
the delegation and receive their
memorandum, there was no
reason to believe the rally, left
in peace by the Police, will be
anything other than non-violent.

ees, Deputy Prime Minister
Datuk Abdullah Badawi’s assurance that the detainees will
not be “brutalised”and will be
“well treated” during their incarceration must be regarded
as a hollow promise.
8. The ISA is a universally con-

demned instrument of colonial
and authoritarian rule. What
kind of government would resort to the ISA?

6. Ever since Anwar Ibrahim’s

arrest in September 1998, the
Barisan Nasional government
has desperately tried to contain
its loss of popular support. After UMNO’s severe setbacks in
the 1999 general elections, the
Barisan Nasional government
has desperately tried to win by
force the moral authority that
it has lost.
Despite increasing criticism of
its conduct and policies, the
Barisan Nasional government
has refused to implement genuine reforms to uphold justice
and the rule of law. Instead it
has opted for the worst possible way of meeting the crises
that affect our country today.
It chose to suppress legitimate
and non-violent political dissent.
7. No one will be surprised if
the Police apply their “turning
over” techniques upon the detainees with the intention of
producing “confessions” that
can then be used to incriminate
other opposition leaders and
social activists.

In view of the record of the
Police treatment of ISA detain-

The answer is a government
that is unable to sustain and
prove its allegations against its
political opponents in an open
court presided by impartial
judges enforcing the rule of law
without fear or favour.
With all the “normal” laws and
procedures available to it, only
a morally bankrupt government will use the ISA to stifle
dissent and silence critics.
9. At this critical hour, when

our human rights are being
trampled upon with impunity,
we, the undersigned, are encouraged that the Commissioners of SUHAKAM have hon-

ourably maintained their opposition to the ISA. We commend
SUHAKAM for refusing to
condone the Barisan Nasional
government’s “2001 ISA Arrests”.
1 0 . In the people’s present
struggle to preserve and protect human rights in our country, we strongly urge that:

• SUHAKAM should strenuously protest and condemn
the Barisan Nasional government’s contemptuous
disregard for human rights
• SUHAKAM should make
the most urgent and fullest
demand for the immediate
and unconditional release of
all detainees arrested under
the ISA, and,
• SUHAKAM should initiate
without delay a full investigation of the “2001 ISA Arrests” with the intent of
bringing justice to the victims of the Barisan Nasional
government’s continued
violation of human rights in
Malaysia.

Signed
P Ramakrishnan, President, Aliran

Signed
Raja Aziz Addruse, President, Hakam

Signed
Phua Kia Soong, Director, Suaram
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ISA

HAKAM's Open Letter To
Minister Of Home Affairs
14 April 2001
YB Dato Seri Abdullah Ahmad Badawi
Minister of Home Affairs
Ministry of Home Affairs
Jalan Dato Onn
50502 Kuala Lumpur
Dear Sir,

Re: Detention of Seven Activists under ISA
Over the last two years many people have been arrested for participating in alleged unlawful assemblies (which include demonstrations and processions). From
statements made by the police and
the authorities, the assumption
appears to have been that any
gathering in public of five or more
persons is automatically unlawful unless licensed or permitted by
the police. Those taking part in a
public gathering for which a police licence or permit has not been
obtained are regarded and treated
as offenders. The complaints of
police brutality being investigated
by the National Human Rights
Commission concern alleged lack
of restraint and excessive use of
force by the police in dealing with
participants in such gatherings.

State

Of

gives the impression that the government is forever under a state
of siege from some enemy of the
State. The practice of the police
wading into the demonstrators to
disperse them, and chasing and
beating them with batons or canes,
first shown world wide on television in the middle of 1999, has
now become all too familiar.
As if the use of force on them is
not enough, participants who are
charged in court and found guilty
can, according to a recent press
report, have their passports impounded by the immigration authority after they have served their
sentence. Whether it is lawful for
the immigration authority to impose this further penalty itself
raises serious human rights and
constitutional questions.

Siege?
Continuing

The sight of large numbers of policemen gathered around the area
where a proposed gathering is to
be held, all geared to do battle
against the perceived rioters and
backed by water-cannon trucks,

Rallies

But all these harsh measures,
meant to discourage people from
taking part in public gatherings,
do not seem to have any deterrent
effect. In February this year,
Aliran Monthly 21(3) Page 9

Reuters reported that two separate gatherings had been held in
Kedah within a period of two
weeks, one of about 500 people
outside a court house and one of
about 5,000 people at an Opposition rally, and both were dispersed by the police using tear gas
and water cannons. Another report stated that a rally of about
1,000 people had been held in
Kuala Lumpur at around that
time. A mass gathering to protest
against government abuse of
power, corruption and other
grievances was also reportedly
planned for this month..
In order to deal with the upsurge
of demonstrations, the police
were, according to a media report,
increasing the size of their frontline force in Kuala Lumpur by
more than three times. Those participating in future demonstrations can, therefore, expect much
tougher treatment from the police;
and, in this electronic age, the picture of the capital of Malaysia being constantly under siege and of
the police chasing and beating up

demonstrators will, without any
doubt, continue to be portrayed to
the world. And Malaysia will
continue to be regarded as a country which has little respect for
human rights.

Right To Peaceful
Assembly
Is it not about time that the police
and the authorities reconsider
their position on the question of
public gatherings? Should they
not remind themselves that the
right to peaceably assemble without arms is a fundamental right
which has been guaranteed to
every citizen of this country by the
Federal Constitution for the purpose of enabling them to express
publicly their disagreement or disapproval of governmental action
and proposed measures. It is a
right which is as important as the
right to freedom of speech for exposing abuse of power and corruption, and for ensuring transparency and accountability. It is
part of the citizens’ right to dissent, acceptance of which is a fundamental requirement of a free
society.

No Permits For
Gatherings
The police, however, say that the
right to peaceably assemble is not
absolute but is subject to restrictions imposed by law. They argue that under the Police Act 1950
any public gathering of five or
more persons without a police licence or permit is unlawful They
say that any gathering for which
a licence or permit has been refused or has not been applied for
is an unlawful assembly. A clear
indication of how they view an application for a licence or permit by

the Opposition was given recently
by the Inspector-General of Police.
He was reported to have said that
the motive behind street demonstrations organised by the Opposition is to challenge the government and the law and that there
is always present in such gatherings the element of violence. Having regard to that preconceived
notion on the part of the police, it
is not surprising that applications
for licences or permits for public
gatherings organised by the Opposition have not had much success and their gatherings have
consistently been denounced as
unlawful.
But is that how the police should
treat an application for a public
gathering? According to the Constitution the restriction to be imposed on the right to peaceably assemble must be in the interest of
national security or public order.
In what way is it against the interest of national security or public for the citizens to gather in public peaceably to criticise the government for their acts or perceived
abuse of power, corruption and
the like or to have a peaceful procession for the purpose of handing over a Memorandum to
Suhakam (the National Commission of Human Rights) at its office? The Inspector-General of
Police, however, says that such
gatherings or processions, being
organised by the Opposition,
have the motive of challenging the
government. If that proposition
is correct, it would mean that the
government can never be criticised.

Purpose

Of

Dissent

The very purpose of exercising the
right to dissent is to challenge the
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propriety of government actions
or proposed measures. So long
as it is exercised through constitutional and lawful means, the
police and the authorities should
respect that right. It is an abuse of
police power to withhold issuing
a licence or permit on some such
ground as that stated by the Inspector-General of Police or on the
ground, as stated by the Deputy
Home Minister, as reported in the
press yesterday, that problems
would crop up if thousands take
part in the ‘procession’ being organised for 14 April 2001 to hand
over a Memorandum to Suhakam.
The fear of a disorderly crowd cannot be used to stop a peaceful gathering or demonstration or to cancel the right to a peaceable assembly. Otherwise, the right to peaceable assembly will become nothing more than an illusory one.

ISA

Arrests

But the latest measure taken by the
police in arresting seven members
of Party Keadilan has raised even
more serious issues. According to
the police, they were arrested because they were planning to carry
out protests until 2004 when the
general elections were expected.
The plan apparently was to
gradually intensify the daily
demonstrations until the target
was achieved, and the police had
to move in to stop the plan to disrupt the peace and stability of the
country. You were reported in the
Star Newspaper of 11 April to
have said that the police had to arrest those involved in the conspiracy
before the situation went out control.
As has been stated above, the
holding of public gatherings and
processions peaceably and without arms is recognised by the Constitution. It should not be readily

assumed that they must as a matter of course disrupt peace and
stability.
But the reason for the arrest of the
seven persons became somewhat
altered the next day when it was
reported (see the SUN, 12 April)
that they were part of a militant
type group which is prepared to use
violent means to topple the government. According to the InspectorGeneral of Police, the group had
late last year adopted a twopronged strategy to (a) continue
its struggle through the democratic process; and (b) use unconstitutional means including militant-type activities such as street
demonstrations, right up to the
next general elections in 2004; that
the group’s first militant action is
to mobilise about 50,000 people to
demonstrate in the city centre on
14 April; and that as a decoy, the
organisers have dubbed the rally
as an assembly to hand over the
people’s memorandum on human
rights to Suhakam.. For the first
time he alleged that the group had,
in October 1998, tried to acquire
explosives, including bombs and
grenade launchers and enlisted
the support of silat masters and
influenced scores of former military personnel to join the demonstrations to be held by supporters
of Dato’ Seri Anwar Ibrahim. The
Inspector-General of Police informed the press that the rally
could develop into riots and advised the public to stay away

Different

Allegations

It would seem from this that the
main concern of the police was
still the possibility of riots occurring. You yourself were reported
in the SUN newspaper of the same
date to have merely said that the

police had evidence that these
people were involved in attempts
that would jeopardise public order and national security (but you
did not go into specifics) and that
the government’s responsibility
was to protect the people against
any threats to our peace and security. Your advice was that there
was no need for thousands of people to submit the memorandum:
that it can be done by the leaders
of the groups. You had made no
mention of the attempted acquisition of explosives and grenade
launchers, matters of great importance and seriousness, which, if
true, you would surely have been
informed of very much earlier. .
One would gather from the reports
that the alleged evidence of conspiracy to overthrow the government by force of arms had been
available to the police for some
time. If that is so, it was not explained why no action had been
taken to charge those involved in
court sooner and why the disclosures were only made a few days
before the planned demonstration
was due to be held.. In that respect,
it is to be noted that, according to
an APF report, the Prime Minister
had, in fact, acknowledged that there was
no evidence at present
to charge the seven
persons detained under normal laws, and
had said, “I don’t
know whether they
have the explosives or
not but there have
been instances when
petrol, Molotov cocktails were made and
tried before” and
“they (the seven detained persons) could
have been arrested
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under normal laws but normal
laws require certain evidence and
procedures and processes which is,
I suppose, from the police point of
view not effective in preventing
something from happening...”

Repeal

ISA

The Internal Security Act, it
would seem, is again being invoked for a purpose for which it
was never intended and because
it is expedient to do so. HAKAM
has consistently called for its repeal on the ground that it was especially promulgated to deal with
the specific problem of communist insurgency and subversion
(which the then Malaya was faced
with when it attained its independence in 1957) and that that
problem had ceased to exist some
years ago with the surrender of
the communists and communist
subversives (who were the substantial body of persons mentioned in the recital to the Act). It
has been the view of HAKAM that
the continued use of the provisions of the Act for other purposes
is improper. In any case, it is contrary to the precept of the rule of
law for any individual or authority to be vested with unfettered

discretion. Arbitrary arrest and
detention should not be permitted
in a country which professes to
believe in democracy.
HAKAM would urge you, as the
Minister of Home Affairs, to reconsider the appeals made by
various quarters that the right of
the citizens of this country to
peaceably assemble be respected
and that the police be educated to
understand that it is their duty to
allow the citizens of this country
to exercise their right of dissent
through the guaranteed right to
freedom of speech and to peaceably assembly. Where a peaceable
assembly is disrupted by outsiders intent on creating an outbreak
of violence, it is those who cause
the disruption whom the police
should deal with - not the other
way. The present stand taken by
the police not to issue a licence or
permit for any public gathering
organised by the Opposition is
highly questionable as being unconstitutional.
HAKAM would also urge that
you consider seriously its call,
and the call of NGOs and other
organisations, to repeal the Internal Security Act, for the reasons
stated above.
For the time being, the seven activists who have been detained
should be released without delay.
If there is, indeed, evidence to establish their involvement in any
criminal act, they should be prosecuted in a court of law where they
will be able to defend themselves.
Yours faithfully
Raja Aziz Addruse
President
Persatuan Kebangsaan Hak Asasi Manusia
(HAKAM)

No Recourse
The Tyranny Of
Justice Augustine Paul’s verdict which today dismissed
the habeas corpus application
by five ISA detainees makes
nonsense of the maxim that
fairness is really what justice
is all about.
The verdict in effect condemns
a citizen without subjecting
accusations made against him
to the highest standards of
scrutiny.
The sad truth revealed by the
verdict is that citizens in this
country have no legal recourse
against the tyranny of the
state.
The state can now detain a citizen on the mere claim by the
police that he or she is a threat
to national security without
the state being required to adduce any evidence in court to
justify the detention.
It is bewildering that a prosecutor can plead in court that
evidence to justify the detention of a citizen need not be
disclosed ‘in the national interest’.
It is preposterous and repugnant to the rule of law and precepts of justice for the state to
claim that it has evidence
which cannot be disclosed, let
alone challenged or scrutinised in an open court.
It is beyond reason and comprehension how any court can
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Against
The State

entertain such a claim.
It is a terrible injustice to rob a
person of his freedom and to
lock him away without his
knowing what his crime is or
having an opportunity to
clear himself. He will be in
no position to appeal to any
court even if he has been
framed or falsely accused.
This frightening situation
raises some fundamental
questions. Can a citizen depend on our courts for justice? Can he confidently appeal to the courts for the protection of his civil liberties
against the tyranny of the
state?
Today the public perception
is that citizens cannot turn to
the police for protection. Nor
can they depend on the courts
for the protection of their fundamental liberties, human
rights and justice.
Faced with this cruel dilemma, we urge every citizen
to remember the saying, ‘A
guilty man punished is an
example for the mob; an innocent man convicted is the
business of every honest person’.
The ISA must go. It is immoral
and unjust. It is anti-democracy and anti-human rights.
Aliran Executive Committee
25 April 2001

ISA
Justice Augustine Paul’s habeas corpus judgement

A Black Day For
Democracy
by Lim Kit Siang
ustice S. Augustine
Paul’s dismissal of the
habeas corpus application
by Parti Keadilan
Nasional Youth chief Mohd Ezam
Mohd Nor, its vice president Tian
Chua; former JIM Chairman Saari
Sungib, Free Anwar Campaign director Raja Petra Kamaruddin and
social activist Hishamuddin Rais
did not come as a surprise but his
habeas corpus judgement is a black
day for democracy and human
rights in Malaysia in the 21st century.

to involve himself in controversial
issues on human rights in the
public domain, and a judge who
strays into public controversies
whether by word or deed must
expect public reactions.

Paul is fully within his province
to claim that it was for the detainees to show that the Internal Security Act (ISA) powers had been
exercised mala fide and that the
five applicants had failed to prove
that the Inspector-General of Police, Tan Sri Norian Mai’s act of
arresting the five was mala fide
and was not in accordance with
the Act.

The judge said that it would be
inappropriate for a person or body
of persons to call for the release of
persons detained under the ISA
and have them prosecuted in an
open court as it amounts to an
unlawful interference with the
lawful exercise of discretion by
the detaining authority.

J

Paul should have confined himself to what he had himself described as the court’s role “to ascertain what the law is and it cannot afford, or should afford itself,
the luxury of going beyond that”
as he then can do no wrong.
Unfortunately, in his judgement,
Paul had trespassed these limits

Paul did this when he touched on
a Press statement by the Human
Rights Commission of Malaysia
(Suhakam) which called on the
authorities to release the detainees immediately and to charge
them in open court if they had
committed any offence.

He said, ‘While I am convinced
that Suhakam acts with the best
of intentions, it must be realised
that it is of prime importance that
issues of what the law is, and
what it can and should or ought
to be, are kept separate so as not
to risk confusing the public and,
unwittingly, adding the proverbial oil to the fire.’
Paul’s view that it would be inap-
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propriate for anyone to call for the
release of ISA detainees or have
them charged in open court as it
amounts to unlawful interference
with the lawful exercise of discretion by the detaining authority is
a most preposterous proposition
which even the Attorney-General’s Chambers had not dared to
advocate since the enactment of
the ISA in 1960 — as it would logically mean that all who make such
calls could be prosecuted under
the Penal Code for the offence of
obstructing public servants in the
discharge of their public functions!
Is Paul seriously suggesting that
the Suhakam Chairman, former
Deputy Prime Minister Tan Sri
Musa Hitam and other Commissioners like former Chief Judge,
Tan Sri Dato Haji Anuar bin Dato
Haji Zainal Abidin, former Federal Court judges Tan Sri Harun
Mahmud Hashim and Dato’
Mahadev Shanker, had committed criminal offences in making
such a call and he is offering unsolicited advice to the AttorneyGeneral that she should consider
arresting and prosecuting them?
And what would Paul propose
the government should do with
regard to foreign governments
which make similar calls in simi-

lar circumstances — should Malaysia break diplomatic relations
with them for violating the laws
of the country?
By Paul’s logic and reasoning, it
would also be improper for any
MP to question the propriety of
any ISA arrest in Parliament —
which would subvert the very
principle of parliamentary democracy in the country.
Paul is fully within his province
when he decided that the IGP Tan
Sri Norian Mai owed no duty to
make any disclosure of the reasons for the ISA arrests, but he
must be prepared to be subject to
public scrutiny and comment
when he said that he agreed with
the Senior Deputy Public Prosecutor Datuk Abdul Gani Patail that
the Inspector-General of Police
must be commended for having
made a partial disclosure of facts
in his press statement dated April
11 for the reasons for their detention — as there is very strong reason for a reasonable Malaysian to
regard what Norian Mai had said
as mere ‘fairy tale’ unsubstantiated by any iota of evidence.
When Paul said that it is not the
court’s function to act as a court
of appeal from discretionary decision of the executive and inquire
into the grounds upon which they
came to the belief that it was necessary in the interest of the security of Malaysia to detain a person, is he stating his interpretation of the present law or his personal philosophy which is blind
to abuses of discretionary powers?
It would be most unfortunate if
Paul’s habeas corpus judgement is
regarded as a carte blanche by the

government that it could wantonly
misuse the Internal Security Act
against anyone it chooses without fear of any legal check or restraint leading to the police running riot in ISA arrests.
Paul’s claim that the application
made by the defence team to disqualify him from hearing the matter amounted to casting aspersions on the appointing authority, the Yang di-Pertuan Agong, is
most misguided.
I am reminded of an objection by
a Cabinet Minister in the seventies to my amendment in Parliament to the Motion of Thanks to
the Yang di Pertuan Agong for his
Royal Address, which is the occasion for a policy debate on government policies, on the ground
that such an amendment
tantamounted to disrespect to the
King — which was not only baseless and untrue but betrayed the
Minister’s abysmal ignorance
about Commonwealth parliamentary practices and the Malaysian
Constitution.
Nobody would fault Paul for stating that it would have been a
gross dereliction of his duty as a
judge if he had disqualified him-

self from hearing the matter without any grounds, but there is no
need for him to bring in the Yang
di Pertuan Agong.
One is reminded of the defence by
Tan Sri Abdul Hamid Omar to the
objection of his chairing the Judicial Tribunal for the removal of
Tun Salleh Abas as Lord President in 1988 when he was Acting
Lord President, as he had a vested
interest to succeed Salleh in the
event that the Tribunal sought to
recommend the latter’s removal.
This is described in Rais Yatim’s
Freedom Under Executive Power in
Malaysia:
Hamid later defended his acceptance
of the chairmanship by saying that
as he was under ‘royal command’, he
could not flinch from his duty. It is
ironical for a judge of his stature and
experience not to have appreciated the
fact that this was not a prerogative
command. His appointment by the
Agong was in reality an appointment
effected through the Prime Minister
who constitutionally advises the
King. Hamid should have declined
the appointment as requested by the
Bar Council on account of the fact that
his involvement violated one of the
rules of natural justice. (p. 336) q

ERRATUM
On page 13 of the article entitled ‘Judicial System Hammered
Left and Right’, Aliran Monthly, 21 (2), it was erroneously reported that the speech by Justice Dato’ Haji Shaik Daud bin Haji
Md. Ismail was delivered on 9 January 2001 to mark the first
sitting of the Federal Court this year.
The speech was delivered on 13 January 2001 during a farewell
dinner for retiring judges, including Justice Dato’ Haji Shaik
Daud, whose service has since been extended by six months.
Aliran Monthly apologises for any embarrassment caused.
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ISA

The Evil Of ISA
Banish it from our midst
by Lim Guan Eng
ourteen years ago, I was
detained under the ISA
for being a threat to national security. The only
threat I could see then was the
threat to Dr Mahathir Mohamad’s
position as UMNO President that
came from Tengku Razaleigh.

ISA make no effort to establish
truth, uphold justice or observe an
individual’s inherent right to dignity and respect. The whole purpose of the 60-day interrogation
period is ‘turning over’ the detainees to justify their own arrests
without trial by the authorities.

There is a sense of deja vu with the
current ISA arrests of reformist
opposition politicians, the latest
count being 10 and, we are
warned, not ended yet. As always,
the flimsy excuse of maintaining
public order, security and ‘national interest’ at all costs is trotted out. Never mind how ridiculous it is. It is used over and over
again for as long as those in power
unscrupulously cling to their positions while corruption runs riot
in the country.

While I was in detention, I was
asked to lie over the television that
the Prime Minister had acted correctly in arresting me. I told the
police that I had no acting skills.
If I had, I could have been a rich
and famous movie star instead of
being a persecuted, penniless
democratic activist.

F

It is preposterous that the government and the police would have
us believe that the country would
descend into chaos if even one individual is allowed to remain free.
Maybe they want to put into practice what Hitler’s Minister of Enlightenment and Propaganda,
Joseph Goebbels, once boasted:
‘Tell a big enough lie often enough
and people will believe it’s true.’
Can this be the aim of what might
unfold as another the ‘full application’ of the ISA.
The ISA is a pernicious piece of
legislation that celebrates falsehoods and lies. Those who use the

To repay my recalcitrance, the Special Branch inflict upon me some
preliminary punishment. I was
denied sleep for 48 hours. I was
placed in a high-backed chair
with a bright light shining in my
face, while my interrogators who
worked 24-hours shifts endlessly
shouted into my ears.
This torment was only reduced
when my health broke down from
such physical stress, and I endured high fever alone in my cell.
Perhaps fearful that I would die
in detention, my interrogators lessened the intensity of interrogation.
I believe that similar attempts at
‘turning over’ are being conducted on the present ISA detainees. My heart reaches out to them
for what they have to endure. We
will have to wait to find out if inAliran Monthly 21(3) Page 15

deed they are not brutalised, as
promised by Deputy Prime Minister Abdullah Badawi.
Such promises, even when they
come from as high up as the Minister of Home Affairs, cannot be
taken at face value. But if the detainees are actually spared brutal
treatment and ‘black eyes’ it will
be because public outrage and
adverse international reactions to
high-profile cases of beatings,
such as the brutal assault on
former Deputy Prime Minister
Anwar Ibrahim, may cause the
police to be more cautious towards detained activists.
Nevertheless, the physical and
mental abuses have become a fact
of life for ISA detainees. From experience I can say that it is difficult for a detainee to fight not only
just the interrogators but also his
or her overwhelming sense of
loneliness, abandonment, fear,
and worry for loved ones. Detainees are so often cruelly placed in
solitary confinement for long periods and cut off from civilization
and all contact with normalcy.
The ISA is Evil, and contrary to
Truth, Religion and Morality. The
weapons detainees have are their
faith, resilience, and conviction
that theirs is a struggle for truth,
freedom and justice. Above all,
theirs is the faith that God looks
after those who strive for His
cause.

It is simply this faith that will allow them to prevail, to pass the
long lonely nights, and the terrible solitude of life in detention
without trial. From this springs a
resilience that will allow them to
outlast their interrogators even if
the latter work round the clock to
break their spirit. It is the strength
from the Divine Being that will
save them from being entrapped
in any web of deceit woven by the
Special Branch.
To deny the oppressors their main
purpose – which is to extract confessions to justify their oppression
of the detainees – is the final and
sweetest victory.
Let me say to the families of the
ISA detainees: I salute your courage and loyalty in these trying
times. You have my prayers and
support. I believe that your husbands, sons and brothers will return safely to your arms with their
heads held high, and with their
honour and dignity intact.
As Malaysians, we should do
more than pray and offer support
to the ISA detainees. We must let
the Barisan Nasional government
know in clear and uncertain terms
that all ISA detainees must be set
free immediately and the ISA must
be abolished. Let us join efforts
with all concerned human rights
groups, political parties and individuals to free our country and
future generations of Malaysians
from this evil in our midst. q
Lim Guan Eng is ViceChairman of the Democratic
Action Party (DAP) and
former Member of Parliament. He was among the
first to be detained under
Operasi Lalang in 1987 and
the last to be released.

An

Affront

More than two weeks have passed
since the original seven activists were
detained under the ISA.
No one outside the police has any clue
as to their security and well-being.
Their families have not had access to
them. Their lawyers have not met
them. The public has not seen them.
It is extremely worrying that no one
knows whether the sick among them
have had medical treatment. Remember Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim?
He was brutally assaulted and badly
injured but was denied prompt medical treatment.
No one knows if these detainees
have been brutalised. Nobody has
seen them to confirm that they are
well.
Should we accept the word of the
police with regard to their welfare?
Remember Anwar Ibrahim? While
he was agonising and groaning from
the injuries inflicted by the top policeman of the country, we were assured that he was ‘safe and sound’.
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister
of Home Affairs, Datuk Seri
Abdullah Ahmad Badawi, has stated
‘No more black eyes’. But does he
know what is happening in the inner
sanctum of Bukit Aman? Are the
police obliged to tell him all that they
do? After all he didn’t even know
that the seven were detained under
the ISA!
Does Abdullah Badawi know more
than Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir
Mohamad? Dr Mahathir, Prime Minister and Minister of Home Affairs in
September 1998, said he didn’t know
his IGP had ruthlessly attacked a
helpless Anwar Ibrahim but afterwards pretended that everything
was above board.
We fully emphathise with the detainees’ family members, friends and
relatives, and concerned citizens who
fear for the safety of the detainees.
The authorities may, out of unwarranted cruelty or for absurd reasons,
deny family members and lawyers
Aliran Monthly 21(3) Page 16

To

Parliament

access to the detainees. In law the
authorities have no excuse to deny
Suhakam Commissioners legitimate
access to the detainees.
Any delay in granting Suhakam
Commissioners access to the detainees is an affront to the authority of
Parliament. For it is an Act of Parliament that established Suhakam and
confers upon its Commissioners
powers and authority, including access to places of detention.
Under Functions and Powers of the
Commission, article 4(2) states:
4(2) For the purpose of discharging
its functions, the Commission may
exercise any or all of the following
powers:
(d) to visit places of detention in accordance with procedures as prescribed by the laws relating to the
places of detention and to make necessary recommendations;
Under article 4(2), this right to visit
cannot be denied:
4(3) The visit by the Commission to
any place of detention under paragraph (2)(d) shall not be refused by
the person in charge of such place of
detention if the procedures provided
in the laws regulating such places of
detention are complied with.
Suhakam Commissioner, Tan Sri
Anuar Zainal Abidin, had stated that
Suhakam had complied with procedures when it submitted its request
to visit the detainees.
Parliament itself should not tolerate
this impertinent behaviour of the
police who have not acted upon
Suhakam’s request and have completely ignored the authority conferred on Suhakam by Parliament.
By their indifference toward Suhakam’s request to visit the detainees,
our ‘people-friendly’ police create
grave doubts regarding the safety
and well-being of the detainees.
Aliran Executive Committee
27 April 2001

ISA

Mahathir

And

Anwar

Excerpts from S. Husin Ali,
Two Faces: Detention Without Trial
The

One

Who

Got

Away

‘Syed. We know that you have connections with the
underground. We know that you were the intermediary between underground elements with Dr Mahathir
and Musa Hitam. You must tell us about this.’
‘This is a lie,’ I said emphatically. I could not understand why they wanted to implicate these leading
figures of UMNO with the underground.
‘If you admit this, then you can immediately leave
this place’, he uttered these words with no sign of
any emotion.
Oh God. What was happening? Did they think I
was that stupid? If I confirmed this false matter, certainly they would prolong my detention, this time
for admitting having links with the underground. If
there were innocent people detained because of my
false admision, then I would never be able to live
with myself any more.
I decided not to entertain this man. He too did not
pursue his questions. Maybe he was just trying to
fly a kite. But I was convinced he was not acting
alone. He must have been directed by his superiors.
I was certain nobody here moved on his own.
A few years later, after I was freed, I was told that even
Samad (Idris) was asked to implicate several UMNO
leaders, including Dr Mahathir, in the same manner.
As it so happened, Samad was quite close to Mahathir
at one time, especially when they were active in the
Afro-Asia Solidarity Committee, Malaysia….
To cut the story short, Hussein Onn decided on Dr
Mahathir as his Deputy. The Home Minister saw
Mahathir as the biggest obstruction to realising his
ambition. Mahathir could easily be detained under
the ISA, if two persons could corroborate that he
had links with the communist underground. That
explained why they asked Samad and me about
Mahathir. (pp. 109-110)

The One Who Didn’t
Then Anwar was called. On the first day itelf I heard
voices raised and some banging of the table. When I
had the chance to ask, Anwar told me he was questioned by four interrogators. At first they didn’t ask
him anything.They just scolded him. They accused
him of always creating trouble, opposing the government and splitting the Malays.
‘They accused me of receving millions of dollars from
Libya. They have been spreading lies and they they
want me to admit them as truths. What is this?’
Anwar’s face was red with anger.
The intimidating tactics used by the interrogators
soon changed to friendly conversations. According
to Anwar, two of his interrogators tried to discuss
with him matters relating to religion and nation.
One Friday, one of them, dressed in sarong, Malay
dress and a turban visited Anwar in his lock-up. He
was there for a long time, asking about all kinds of
things.
Anwar was interrogated for two weeks. He was often called quite early in the morning, usually to the
nearest room. Sometimes they asked him to write
various statements in his lock-up on the issues
raised during interrogation. Anwar felt irritated because he was questioned repeatedly on the same
subjects.
‘They want me to condemn the communists. What
has this to do with the communists? The communists did not arrest me. It is not the communists who
are causing inflation and poverty now.’ Anwar was
grumbling angrily.
Then he continued with a sigh, ‘They said we can
be released early if we condemn the communists.
They continue to accuse me of receiving money from
Gadafi. They also accuse me of organising all the
demonstrations.’ (pp. 24-25)
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ISA

Memories

Of

ISA

by former detainees
Abdul Aziz Ishak
Special Guest:
The Detention in
Malaysia of an
Ex-Cabinet Minister
Singapore, Oxford
University Press,
1977

Secret

Holding

Centre

More than once my Case Officers asked me, apropos of nothing in particular, if I knew the location of
the centre where I was being held. I said I did not. In
fact the location of this place, known as the Holding
Centre, was a jealously-guarded secret.… The security of the place itself, especially of the inmates,
should not be known to anyone, even to those working in the Police Force — in fact, to no one, that is,
other than the Special Branch officers assigned directly to such duties. (p. 75)

True

Special

Is

The

Branch

God?

‘None of you’, said I, ‘should appoint yourself a

Special

Branch

Neutral?

After his arrest until his Order of Detention is made
out, a detainee is completely under the authority of
the Special Branch, and strictly so, with ‘no political interference by anyone’…. But this rigid procedure can be tampered with even before the Special
Branch has enough evidence to recommend that a
person should be picked up. In fact, it can occur
from above. Those at the top can ask the Special
Branch to devise a plan to detain so-and-so. This
can happen even in a Government that claims to
practise democracy’ (pp. 111-112)

S. Husin Ali
Two Faces:
Detention
Without Trial
Kuala Lumpur,
Insan, 1996

Lies

They said, ‘Datuk Raja Abu Hanifah and Ishak Haji
Mohamed have confessed. So why should you not
do so?’ I was not deterred nor deluded by this line of
approach. Had they not begun to realize even yet
that the answers I had given to their questions were
honest? Did they really expect me to break down
and tell some other story that would fit in with the
confessions? As far as I was concerned, how did I
know whether this statement about the confessions
was fiction or fact? If it was fiction, they must think
me a fool indeed. If it was fact, then what did it matter? My story was mine; their stories were theirs. At
this point we reached a stalemate. (pp. 105—6)

Is

judge of what we are alleged to have committed.
Only God has the full facts of the case, not even the
Special Branch; and the Special Branch is not free
from making mistakes.’ (p. 76)

Confess What Yo u

Didn’t

Do

Thousands of people have fallen victims to the ISA
since it was introduced in 1960. My experience under this act is little, compared to what has been experienced by many others. There were those who
were detained for more than fifteen years; and there
were also those who were forced to take their lives
because they could not bear the sufferings any more.
… Experience has shown that it is so easy for people to be branded, accused, detained and tortured,
until they are forced to confess to what they never
even did. (p.vi)
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Bad

Cop,

Worse

Cop

‘You know. I can force you to crawl and lick the
floor,’ he shouted. I continued to remain silent. Go
to hell with him! If they refused to believe me and
wanted to torture me, let them. God would repay
them for all they did.
‘You must talk. Otherwise, I will beat you up,’ saying that, he walked out.
His friend was still there, sitting. He asked me to sit.
He spoke to me in a soft and civilised way. He asked
me to give my cooperation. He began to relate a few
incidents when we were in school together in Batu
Pahat. So, he was playing the ‘good guy’ role, compared to the ‘bad guy’ just now. (p.107)

Do

Unto

Others…

I did a lot of free exercise in the room, any time I felt
like doing so. One day, I saw a picture of the Minister of Home Affairs in the newspaper that they used
to wrap my food. I took the paper and for three or
four days I exercised by jumping repeatedly on it,
until the picture was tattered. I only wanted to release my tension. (p. 114)

Kassim Ahmad
Universiti Kedua:
Kisah Tahanan Di
Bawah ISA
Petaling Jaya,
Media Intellek, 1983

Father

And

But in my present condition I couldn’t do anything
at all. No one could fault me or my sons if their education declined. (p. 26, translated)

‘Turning Over’ The Family
As I have said, the ‘turning over’ techniques go beyond moral considerations: whether they are lawful is a question that never arises. Hence even your
family can sometimes be a space that will be trespassed. You are brought to meet with your wife or
family at a certain hour but your wife or family are
told to come at another time, an hour later, or they
may not have been told to come at all. When you
come and you wait and your family do not show
up, you feel dejected, maybe even angry. Then they
will say to you that your family or your wife are not
concerned with you anymore, and they will instigate you to divorce your wife. Or your wife may be
visited by a police officer for the purpose of winning
her over and persuading her to divorce you. (p. 35,
translated)

Tireless

Interrogators

That night I was interrogated till the next morning by a new team of interrogators whom I’d met
the evening before. They took turns, two or three
of them every two hours. I was made to sit on a
round stool with no back. Compared to the first
team, this team was extremely rough. They
spewed obsenities, screamed at me, cursed,
scolded, insulted and humiliated me all through
the night. (p. 49, translated)

James Wong Kim
Min
The Price of Loyalty
Singapore, Summer
Times Publishing,
1983

Sons

I wanted to cry but my tears wouldn’t flow. The face
of my youngest son, Ahmad Shauqi, nine years of
age then and in Standard 3, floated before my eyes.
He was the child to whom I was closest. I thought,
he surely wouldn’t understand why his father was
arrested. My two other sons were in Form 3. The
second had gone ‘express’ two or three years earlier; hence both were placed in the same class. My
heart was filled with worries over their education.

What

A

Feast!

Breakfast consisted of one small green banana
(pisang embun), one slice of plain bread and a
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Kua Kia Soong
445 Days Behind The
Wire: An Account Of
The Oct 1987 ISA
Detentions
Kuala Lumpur,
Selangor Chinese
Assembly Hall,
Resource and Research Centre, 1989

glass of watery black coffee. Lunch came in the
form of a newspaper-wrapped packet containing,
in a plastic sheet, some white rice, a spoonful or
two of curry gravy and, on top of the rice, two
small fried ‘ikan curot’, a fish about the size of
my index finger. That was all. Dinner was virtually the same, except that in place of ikan curot
sometimes there would be a thumb-sized piece of
salt fish with some vegetable scraps such as
traces of pumpkin. (p. 41)

See No Evil, Hear No Evil,
Do What Yo u ’ r e Told
‘Dato, as you know we are only police officers
doing our job. We’ll report everything you said
but frankly we still have no idea why you were
arrested. We simply cannot see any reason for
your arrest but it is not for us to say whether or
not you will be served with a detention order. That
is up to our superiors and the Minister concerned.’
(p. 47)

Guilty

From

The

Start

I have already referred several times to the falsity of the accusations against me. During my
time in detention I made frequent representations, directly and through my lawyers, to the
government protesting that I had been wrongfully accused; but to no avail…. A horrifying
aspect of detention without trial in the
Malaysian manner is that the detainee is considered guilty from the start. The old and honourable maxim that a person accused of a crime
is innocent until proven guilty means nothing. From the moment I was arrested some officials seemed delighted to regard me as guilty.
(p. 76)

Opposition

Worse

Than

Criminals

Why should I, a former parliamentarian and official Leader of the Opposition in Parliament, and
one of the founders of Malaysia, be treated worse
than a common criminal, kept in solitary confinement, without exercise, on a starvation diet, sleeping on a cold, concrete bed, with one thin blanket, no pillow, no sleeping mat, let alone mattress,
no mosquito net for what turned out to be sixtysix days and nights? (p. 52)

Hell Of A Cell
The first thing that struck me on entering the cell
was the suffocating confinement of the walls. The
biggest window to the beyond was a hatch on the
dark green heavy door. This hatch was scarcely large
enough for a fist and a mug. It faced the cell opposite. There was not much to see as all the hatches
were kept tightly shut at all times...
A concrete platform protruded from the wall opposite the door. With a thin slab of plywood atop, this
was the bed which was big enough for a six footer.
Contiguous with this, on the same side of the wall
was my “attached bathroom”, all three-and-a-half
by three of it. It was wholly dominated by a squattoilet and a tap...
In this claustrophobic space I was to spend sixty
one days of solitary confinement. (p. 21)

Going

On

The

Air

Early on during the second week or so, I was asked
if I would like to do an interview on TV. I said, ‘Why
not, if I can say whatever I want to say?’ I was given
a piece of paper and I wrote, among other things,
that I was more convinced than ever the ISA is a
most iniquitous law if it can be used against innocent people like me; that I was relieved that the
UMNO rally had been cancelled. My IOs took one
look at it and said they would show it to their superiors. I did not hear anymore about television interviews after that. (p. 39)

Why D o n ’ t We All Join
Barisan
Nasional?
‘Why don’t you join the Barisan Nasional (the rul-
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ing coalition)?’ was a constant refrain and offer that
was put to me during the interrogations…. ‘Don’t
you know you have been used? We’ve got statements
from one of your leaders (also under detention at
the time) to show that he has used you all along!’
This sort of bluff was a tactic they used quite often. I
replied by saying how thin the government’s propaganda was whenever they said that people had been
used: ‘When rubber tappers or others in the poorer
classes are unhappy, you accuse them of being used
by others; now even an academician with a PhD
has been used like a puppet!’ (p. 41)

redress. (p. 110)

And We’re

All

Human

Beings

Under sustained duress, detainees can behave in
unusual manners. The pressure of a caged person
in addition to temporary or permanent damage sustained during the first 60 days can affect detainees’
behaviour. Therefore, we have to give allowances to
fellow detainees. Tempers would flare and suspicion of certain members would arise. Friction would
occur with or without conflicts of ideology and personality. (p.116)

Tan Jo Hann

Dr Tan Seng Giaw
The First 60 Days:
The 27 October ISA
Arrests
Petaling Jaya,
Democratic Action
Party, 1989

Special Branch officers are trained as professionals
to strike at detainees with lightning, to demoralise
them and to extract as much information as possible in the shortest time, so that more arrests, particularly of underground activists, can be made. With
determined, non-violent and non-subversive detainees, their previous methods are out of date. Nevertheless, detainees are at their mercy. They use whatever method to break those detainees provided they
can get away with it. As a result, some detainees
sustain permanent damage in one way or another.
(p. 64)

Don’t

B e l i e ve

The

Tan Jo Hann

Force

News

Whenever newspapers, journals or television carry
unfavourable or distorted news or lies against them,
detainees may feel outraged. It is like adding insult
to injury. The callousness of the Home Minister and
his deputy is evident; they take especial pleasure in
doing it. From time to time, detainees would send
letters, telegrams or ask their legal advisers to seek
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Tan Jo Hann

Lightning

ISA

Reactions

To

ISA

An all round condemnation from Malaysians
Free The ISA
Detainees!
Or
Charge Them In Court
Aliran deplores the detention under the Internal Security Act of
several opposition leaders and
social activists yesterday.
By the latest available report, the
detainees include the following:
1 . Tian Chua, Parti Keadilan
Nasional vice-president
2. Mohamad Ezam Mohd. Nor,
Keadilan Youth president
3 . N Gobalakrishnan, Keadilan
Youth secretary-general
4. Saari Sungib, `People’s Memorandum’ organising committee chairperson
5 . Hishamuddin Rais, media columnist and social activist
6. Raja Petra Kamaruddin, the international Free Anwar Campaign director
7. Abdul
Ghani
Harun,
keADILan youth central committee member
There is no justification whatever
for the use of the ISA to detain the
leaders of a legal opposition party
or social activists engaged in legitimate dissent.
Dr Mahathir Mohamad’s government is badly mistaken if it thinks
that the people of Malaysia still
believe that ISA detention is proof
of the culpability, let alone guilt,
of a detainee.

The ISA has been thoroughly discredited as an instrument of authoritarian rule. In re-using the
ISA to detain political opponents
and critics without trial, Dr
Mahathir’s government has
merely exposed its continuing intolerance of legal, non-violent,
and democratic opposition.
In the name of justice, human
rights and the rule of law, Aliran
calls upon the government to
charge the detainees in an open
court or immediately release all of
them.
Aliran Executive Committee
11 April 2001

KeADILan
Baseless

Rejects
Allegation

The Inspector-General of Police
(IGP) Tan Sri Norian Mai should
substantiate his allegation that
the seven arrested under the Internal Security Act (ISA) yesterday
(six of whom are Parti Keadilan
Nasional (keADILan) leaders and
members) “were planning militant actions to topple the government”. He had said that “they
planned to launch large-scale
street demonstrations in a militant
way ahead of the 2004 (next general) elections.”
If the IGP has solid evidence of
their plan to topple the government through street demonstrations he should make it public. He
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should allow the public to find
out for themselves the truth about
the allegation.
It is a pity that the IGP’s allegation against the seven cannot be
examined by a court of law since
the ISA denies them an open trial.
Going on the basis of past experience, the ISA sometimes allows an
unjust, authoritarian state to concoct lies, invent tales and fabricate
evidence in order to stifle legitimate criticism of the powers-thatbe.
KeADILan asks: why should
keADILan leaders and activists
want to topple the legally elected
government of the day through
street demonstrations?
One, keADILan and its Barisan
Alternatif (BA) partners know that
the Mahathir government is losing support rapidly. The democratic process itself will evict
Mahathir and his minions from
their pinnacle of power. There is
no need for anyone to resort to
street demonstrations to get rid of
the Mahathir-led BN government.
Two, since its launch two years,
keADILan, together with its BA
partners, has consistently adhered to peaceful, constitutional,
democratic processes to bring
about political change in the country. Ceramahs, pamphlets and
public campaigns have been our
political tools. We have also or-

ganised peaceful public assemblies. This is a legitimate political
activity guaranteed by the
Malaysian Constitution. It is in
consonance with democratic tenets and universal human rights
principles.
Three, for keADILan, change
through the ballot-box is an article of faith. This is spelt out clearly
in all keADILan documents, including our ‘Agenda for Change’.
It is because we believe in the electoral process, however flawed it
may be, that we participated in the
tenth General Election. Why
should a party that won an astounding victory in a by-election
in the Prime Minister’s own home
state just four months ago want to
topple the government through
demonstrations?
KeADILan is of the view that the
baseless allegation about toppling
the government through militant
street demonstrations is nothing
but a vile attempt to thwart the
growing anti-Mahathir sentiment
among the masses.
It is a diabolical move to stem the
tide of change in the country. It is
a vicious endeavour to prevent
keADILan and the other BA parties from gathering momentum for
the inevitable political transformation that will take place in 2004
— God Willing.
KeADILan is convinced that this
latest manoeuvre by the government to tarnish our party will not
work. The masses who support
us know our struggle and what
we stand for.
It is on the strength of the people’s
support and the peaceful, constitutional principles that we up-

hold, that keADILan demands
that the seven ISA detainees be released immediately and unconditionally.
Dr. Chandra Muzaffar
Deputy President
Parti Keadilan Nasional
11 April 2001

Enough
Stop

Is Enough Using ISA

The People’s Manifesto Initiative
wishes to record its objection to
the violation of human rights in
the country that has taken the
form of the use of the Internal Security Act (ISA) against several
people since yesterday evening.
We understand that as of 9.30 am
the following people have been arrested:
1.
Saari Sungib
2.
Hishamuddin Rais
3.
Tian Chua
4.
Mohd Ezam
5.
Gopala Krisnan
6.
Raja Petra
The timing of the arrests a few
days before their publicly stated
intention to submit a memorandum to SUHAKAM makes it extremely obnoxious. If these arrests
are related to this event we are
concerned about the government’s aggressive actions to stop
the people even from making representation to the commission.
This is a narrowing down of our
already narrow democratic space.
If the government views petitions
to SUHAKAM with suspicion
where else can complainants go?
We wish to categorically state that
petitions to SUHAKAM and government agencies are legitimate
activities that do not in any way
construe a threat to national security. The Damocles’ sword of
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“threat to national security” has
been overused and we ask that this
abuse be stopped immediately.
We have asked SUHAKAM to use
its good office to investigate the
matter and afford the necessary
protection to members of civil society, political organisations and
individuals who are arrested, harassed and persecuted under the
ISA. We view these arrests as an
affront to the Human Rights Commission and an attempt by the
Ministry of Home Affairs and the
government to thwart the mandate
and objectives of the Commission.
We have raised the issue of the use
of the ISA with the Home Minister
personally last year. Today we regret that our appeal had fallen on
deaf ears because the Honourable
Minister has yet again ordered
arrests under the ISA. The onus
for the use of the ISA rests squarely
on the shoulders of the Home
Minister according to the provisions of this obnoxious law and
we hold him personally responsible for the use of the ISA. He
owes the detainees, their families
and all Malaysians an explanation. His alleged statements yesterday in the press regarding
these detentions are irresponsible
and insufficient.
We repeat our call for the abolition of the ISA and all other laws
on preventive detention.
Irene Xavier
Spokesperson
10 April 2001

To

Police
Trying
Save Prime Minister

The press statement read by the
IGP, Tan Seri Norian Mai, this af-

ternoon contains the most ridiculous and irresponsible allegations
against the seven keADILan leaders and reformist activists who
have been detained by the police
since yesterday evening under the
draconian ISA. I have read the full
statement. Apparently Norian
Mai thinks that he can get away
with murder, because he knows
that under the ISA the detainees
will not be brought to court to defend themselves.
Norian Mai names the seven who
have been detained. In the ridiculous and iresponsible statement
that he read, he clearly implied
that the seven detained were involved in attempts to get explosives, including bombs and grenade launchers, planning to use
molotov concktails and grenade
launchers, and trying to get help
and support from “silat” leaders
and sections of the armed forces
personnel.
Norian Mai and the police force
should admit, if they are sincere
and professional, that the
“reformasi” gatherings have always been peaceful.
The general public, especially
those who have been able to witness these gatherings, know very
well that they had often become
out of hand when the police used
physical force as well water canons on the peaceful assemblies.
Without the police's cruel actions,
the assemblies have always
ended peacefully.
At no time since the “reformasi”
movement started in 1998 have
the police been able to provide
proof that genuine “reformists”
who participated in the various
peaceful assemblies resorted to

using explosives and other dangerous weapons. No one has been
arrested and charged for resorting
to such acts. In all likelihood,
agent provocateurs were used to
discredit the “reformasi” movement in this way.

Hinting that the seven people
were part of a secret group made
up of 20 reformasi activists planning to topple the government,
without any evidence, is not a justification for detention without
trial.

As for the trying to get help and
support from the “silat” leaders,
Norian Mai must be joking. Certainly he is fully aware that it was
none other than the Prime Minister himself who, a few months
back, met with leaders of different
“silat” groups. By the way, isn’t
the advisor of these “silat” groups
a Vice-President of UMNO, the
party Prime Minister Dr Mahathir
leads?

To relate the reformasi movement
to a conspiracy to turn a planned
gathering this Saturday to commemorate Black 14 into riots is a
serious allegation without any
solid proof.

The police force must be professional in carrying out its duties.
The IGP must set an honourable
example. He should not allow
the police force to concoct farfetched accusations in order to
justify detaining people without
trial under the draconian ISA.
PRM is most concerned that this
time, IGP Norian Mai seems to
have allowed himself and the
police force to do the bidding of
the Prime Minister, who is obviously very concerned and worried about his own politial survival.

With all the talks about unity and
progress, the Malaysian Government seems to take another step
backward in destroying democracy or whatever is left of it, in this
country.

Dr Syed Husin Ali
PRM President
11 April 2001

Release All ISA
Detainees!
Parti Sosialis Malaysia (PSM)
calls on the Government to release
immediately all the seven people
detained under the Internal Security Act (ISA) and instead to
charge them in court.
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Whatever the allegations made,
the Government must not resort
to the ISA, the draconian law inherited from the British colonial
masters.

PSM urges the Government, the
Prime Minister, the IGP or the
Home Minister, to release without
condition all those detained under the ISA. Any plan for further
arrests under the ISA must also be
scrapped immediately.
PSM calls for the ISA to be abolished immediately.
Dr. Mohd. Nasir Hashim
Chairperson
12 April 2001

Stop
Suppressing
Opposition
The Women’s Agenda for Change
(WAC) condemns the recent spate
of arrests under the Internal Security Act (ISA).We urge the government to release the detainees im-

mediately. They are:
1 . Tian Chua, Parti Keadilan
Nasional vice-president
2. Mohamad Ezam Mohd. Nor,
Keadilan Youth president
3 . N. Gobala Krishnan, Keadilan
Youth secretary-general
4. Saari Sungib, ‘People’s Memorandum’ organising committee chairperson
5 . Hishamuddin Rais, media columnist and social activist
6. Raja Petra Kamaruddin, the international Free Anwar Campaign director
7. Abdul Ghani Harun, Keadilan
Youth central committee member.
We are outraged over the government’s recent and insistent usage
of the ISA to suppress opposition
and debate. The ISA, which provides for indefinite detention without trial, is a draconian law that
severely infringes the fundamental liberties of a citizen in a democratic country. Our government
should not feel intimidated by the
expressions of their citizens of
their opinions and concerns. Likewise, there should be no corresponding fear of intimidation by
the citizens of Malaysia to articulate these expressions. Instead, the
ISA threatens the primary rights
of freedom of expression and freedom from fear of the people and
should be abolished.
Second, if indeed those who have
been detained have committed
any offence, they should be
charged and tried in an open court
in accordance with the Rule of
Law. Under the Rule of Law, everyone has the basic right to a fair
and public hearing by an independent and impartial court, in
the determination of his/her
rights and obligations and of any
charges against him/her. Every-

one charged with an offence also
has the basic right to be presumed
innocent until proven guilty. The
ISA is an outright violation of
these rights.
We strongly urge the Human
Rights Commission of Malaysia
to intervene in this matter and
play its proper role to promote and
protect the Rule of Law and respect for human rights in this
country. We also call upon the
Minister of Home Affairs to account for this spate of arrests and
to immediately free or charge
those detained in open court.
Maria Chin Abdullah
Coodinator
Women’s Agenda for Change

ISA Use
National

Threatens
Security

The recent ISA detentions of leading Malaysian opposition-activists mark a low-point in the already controversial sheenanigans
of the Barisan Nasional-led ‘government’ that the country has
been forced to endure over the last
few years.
Much has been said about the
gross human rights violations of
the BN in their mismanagement
of this country, so I will instead
point out other alarming matters
that will arise from this latest conspiracy between UMNO, the BN
and the police.
Beyond the issues of human rights
and reformasi, ISA detentions are
bad for business. Instead of uniting the country to face the economic challenges and problems
we and the rest of the region are
facing, the BN find yet another
way of splintering the nation and
giving foreign investors yet anAliran Monthly 21(3) Page 26

other excuse to treat Malaysia like
a Third World country on the
brink of disintegration, by serving
up this so-called plot brewing between the Opposition and the
armed forces.
By conjuring up fables of activists
conspiring to buy weapons and
leading an armed struggle with
the nation’s armed forces, the BN
and the police have irresponsibly
placed Malaysia on the global
map of hot-spots for terrorism and
violence. While the average
Malaysian may laugh at this latest excuse given by the same police force who couldn’t even handle the relatively smaller clashes
in Kg Medan recently, people outside Malaysia may actually take
this “armed struggle brewing in
Malaysia” excuse very seriously.
The police have proven their inefficiency in handling a village-level
ethnic clash and yet, they issue
statements suggesting that they
can take on trained soldiers of the
Malaysian armed forces in this socalled “conspiracy”. Unfortunately, investors are not convinced
of their abilities and so, they are
viewing this allegation seriously.
Business deals are at stake, as are
jobs and the economic stability
and security of the country. Yet,
the BN and police persist in further threatening the fragile national security of Malaysia with
their continued misguided actions and fantasy-spinning.
I strongly urge the police to stop
issuing statements that imply that
Malaysia is on the brink of anarchy and disintegration to justify
the arrests without trial of opposition activists. If the police are
able to bring to court alleged insurrectionists of the Al-Maunah
group as well as alleged murderers/rioters from the Kg Medan

clashes recently, then there should
be no reason they cannot do the
same with these seven opposition/activists. Produce the evidence and charge them in court.
Or else release them.
As long as these seven are detained without charge, the socalled “evidence” given by the
police will be regarded by any
thinking Malaysian as fictitious.
It is yet another blow to the attempts of this country’s citizens,
who are trying their very best to
compete on the world stage, to
preserve whatever national dignity we have left after the BN has
so thoroughly decimated it
through corruption, mismanagement, economic and human rights
violations and the clownish mishandling of domestic and international issues.
Malaysia is a peaceful country,
and unlike other countries, we are
lucky to have an Opposition that
has proven itself non-violent and
caring of the interests of the people first. Unlike many others,
Malaysians are pragmatic and
intelligent, even in their opposition. However, the BN-controlled
police force seems to be more interested in stirring up fears of violence in an otherwise peaceful
democracy.

into the worrying and escalating
crime rates in Kuala Lumpur,
Petaling Jaya and other towns in
Malaysia, instead of thinking up
new fantasies of army insurrections. Or, failing that, they can always look into the violence-prone
UMNO division meetings around
the country to keep them occupied, rather than wasting tax-payers’ money picking up harmless
activists and interrogating them
for 60 days.
Sheryll Stothard
Vice President
Parti Rakyat Malaysia
April 13, 2001

Affront

To

Rule

Of

Law

The Bar Council is deeply concerned with the continued
crackdown by the Police authorities on persons allegedly
involved in activities detrimental to public order and national
security. The arrest of another 3
persons described as "Reformasi
activists" on 11th April 2001 by
the Police under Section 73 of the
Internal Security Act, where the
arrestees are detained without
trial, constitutes a fundamental
breach of human rights and an
affront to the rule of law. The Bar

The only recourse for the police to
preserve national security is to
immediately release the seven activists held under the ISA and stop
issuing such irresponsible statements.
The streets of Malaysia’s urban
hubs are threatened by criminals
and robbers. If they need something to do, perhaps the police
should spend their time looking
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Council condemns the continued use of the Internal Security
Act by the Police to deal with the
alleged offenders. If indeed the
arrest of the 7 "Reformasi activists' over the past 2 days was
strictly due to their involvement
in activities detrimental to public order and national security,
the Bar Council is firmly of the
view that they should be
charged accordingly in Court, if
there is strong and cogent evidence against them.
The Bar Council calls on the
Government to urgently reconsider the arrests under the Internal Security Act and that in the
meantime, the family members,
doctors and lawyers be granted
immediate access to the detainees. The Government should either release the 7 detainees unconditionally or to charge them
in a Court of law immediately.
The Bar Council further calls on
the Government to refrain from
making further arrests under the
Internal Security Act but to invoke the provisions of the Penal
Code where necessary.
Mah Weng Kwai
Chairman
12 April 2001

ECONOMY

Corporate

Bailouts

National interest or vested interests?
by Dr Terence Gomez
hen Time dotCom’s initial public offer (IPO)
was poorly received and
when it was revealed
that much of this company’s equity was now owned by a few
public institutions, it was widely
believed that another bailout had
been executed by the government.

W

Time dotCom is, however, a company with much potential. This
firm has in place a massive, completed and fully paid fibre-optic
cable network spanning the peninsula, which gives it the possibility of capturing a large subscriber base for its telecommunication services.
Hence Time dotCom will enjoy a
head start over competitors when
third generation cellular communication technology is introduced
in Malaysia. Time dotCom also
has the capacity to provide fixed
line, cellular, payphone and
internet services. Only Time
dotCom and Telecoms are expected to remain integrated telecommunication companies in the
long run.

Public
Ownership
Time
dotCom

Of

But if Time dotCom is a potentially
profitable company, what is the
problem with the EPF and other
government-owned institutions

acquiring a stake in this firm?
Time dotCom’s RM1.9 billion IPO
came under close scrutiny because
the company was a debt-ridden,
loss-making enterprise that did
not have the necessary management expertise to develop its potential in the telecommunications
industry. Time dotCom was also
a subsidiary of Time Engineering,
itself a publicly-listed company of
the Renong Group controlled by
Halim Saad.
Time Engineering, Renong and
Halim are heavily mired in debts
that they have had problems servicing. Renong is closely associated
with UMNO, and Halim has publicly stated that he has served as a
proxy for the party’s corporate
assets.
Therein lies the problem with
Time dotCom’s IPO: the links between politics and business, and
the need for Time Engineering to
list Time dotCom as a means of
managing the Group’s debt crisis.
Time dotCom’s IPO was one of the
key elements of Time Engineering
and Time dotCom’s debt restructuring scheme involving loans
amounting to RM5.37 billion.
However, only 25 per cent of the
firm’s equity was taken up during the IPO, apparently also because the price of each Time
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dotCom share, valued at RM3.30,
was exorbitant.
Time dotCom’s major shareholders now include Time Engineering and a number of governmentlinked institutions, namely EPF,
Khazanah Nasional, Danaharta
and the Pension Fund. The IPO’s
underwriters were assured that all
unsubscribed Time dotCom equity
would be taken up by government
institutions. This is probably the
key reason why this corporate
event is viewed as a bailout.

Politics

Of

Business

What does the Time dotCom issue
reveal?
First, it demonstrates how power
in government has been increasingly concentrated in the hands
of a small group of politicians,
namely Prime Minister Mahathir
Mohamad and Finance Minister
Daim Zainuddin. In other words,
this IPO provides further credence
to the view that all other arms of
the government and public institutions have become extremely
subservient to the office of the executive.
Second, given this close nexus
between politics and business,
and the concentration of power in
the government, it is questionable
if most government policies and

actions are undertaken in the public interest.

was taken over by the well connected Rashid Hussain (RHB)
Group.

Third, the government has not
learnt any of the lessons of history, especially on issues pertaining to transparency and accountability.

Deepening
Financial
Crisis

The 1997 financial crisis it drew
attention to the links forged between politicians and businessmen that had facilitated the rise
of a number of major companies,
aided by the use – and, in many
cases, abuse – of the domestic financial sector. The crisis revealed
that financial institutions controlled by the government or well connected businessmen had channelled loans to a privileged few.
For example, a mere 15 corporate
groups accounted for 20 per cent
of Malaysia’s entire bank loans.
Of the RM39 billion loaned by
banks for share acquisition, almost 45 per cent were given to individuals. One company, Renong,
had
accumulated
debts
excedding 5 per cent of total loans
in the Malaysian banking system.
Former Deputy Prime Minister
Anwar Ibrahim later alleged that
less than 10 people were jointly
responsible for loans worth
around RM70 billion.
The banks with the most non-performing loans were mainly government-owned institutions, including Sime Bank and Bank
Bumiputra. In the third bailout in
its history, Bank Bumiputra
needed a capital injection of
RM1.1 billion and the government
bought over the bank’s non-performing loans. Sime Bank, controlled by Mahathir’s former political secretary, Mohd Noor Yusof,
before being sold to Sime Darby,

As the crisis deepened, many well
connected businessmen, including Halim Saad and Tajudin
Ramli, Finance Minister Daim’s
business protégés, and Mirzan
Mahathir, the Prime Minister’s
son, found that the value of their
corporate stock had shrunk drastically, leaving them with severe
loan problems.
In 1997, as the price of Renong’s
stock fell, the EPF was caught in
controversy when it was reported
that this public institution had
made substantial purchases of the
shares of United Engineering Malaysia (UEM), one of the Renong
Group’s most profitable firms. The
EPF’s acquisition of UEM equity
raised concerns that this institution was being used indirectly to
prop up Renong.
Subsequently, UEM, already burdened with debts, secured a
RM800 million loan from Malayan Banking, Bank Bumiputra,
Bank of Commerce and RHB – all
government-owned or well connected banks – to implement a
controversial purchase of Renong
equity from Halim. This acquisition upset UEM minority shareholders. It was alleged another
bailout had been instituted that
continued the abuse of the domestic financial sector for vested interests.

Bailouts
And
‘National Interest’
Contrary to some misconceptions,
there have not been many bailouts,
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but they have been extremely
costly. Most of these bailouts have
been justified in the ‘national interest’.
Proton, manufacturer of the privatised Malaysian car, had to be
bought by Petronas from the debtridden DRB-Hicom, because the
car manufacturer had been incorporated to drive Malaysia’s heavy
industrialisation initiative.
Bank Bumiputra could not be put
out of business ostensibly because
it promotes the development of
Bumiputera capital.
Renong is important because it is
representative of the large-scale
Bumiputera companies that the
government is keen on developing.
The loss- and debt-ridden Malaysia Airlines (MAS), the nation’s
privatised airlines, had to be renationalised to rescue it from imminent bankruptcy.
Since the construction of the privatised Bakun Dam had commenced before the financial crisis,
the contractor, Ekran, had to be
compensated for work already
completed before the project was
taken over by the government.

Criteria

For

Bailouts

However, the criteria for determining who should be bailed out were
based on a variety of considerations.
Renong and Proton, it seems, had
to be saved to prevent Mahathir’s
grand visions of creating Malay
conglomerates and developing
Malaysia’s car industry from being derailed.

There may have been personal
reasons behind other bailouts.
The Opposition parties charge
that the government had acquired
MAS equity at an inflated price to
bail out Tajudin’s companies,
which are deeply in debt.
There appeared to have been some
differences among political elites
as to whether there should be
bailouts. The government’s acquisition of corporate assets owned
by Mirzan’s debt-ridden firm,
through a Petronas-controlled
public company, was widely reported to have contributed to the
problems between Mahathir and
then Deputy Prime Minister,
Anwar Ibrahim.
When these bailouts were implemented, no one seemed to have
asked how these projects were
conceived and whether their contracts were awarded in an open
and transparent manner.
The viability of the heavy industrialisation plan, specifically the
Malaysian car project, had been
widely questioned, even by members of Mahathir’s cabinet. The
privatisation of the Bakun Dam
was widely protested, among
other reasons, because Ekran had
no previous experience in dam
construction. Similarly, when
MAS’s privatisation to Tajudin
drew public criticism because he
had not been involved in the airlines industry.
Thus, well before the 1997 financial crisis, the selective distribution of costly privatised projects
without open tender had sparked
criticisms of favouritism and lack
of transparency and accountability in the Mahathir administration.

Picking

Winners

Mahathir, however, was genuinely confident of his ability to
‘pick winners’ who would help
him achieve his vision of creating a class of Malay capitalists.
Later he picked non-Malay capitalists, too. Francis Yeoh and T.
Ananda Krishnan, for example,
secured power supply and telecommunications licences respectively although they did not
have the requisite experience in
these industries. But both managed to develop their enterprises
through joint-ventures with foreign firms and acquired knowhow in the process.
But Renong has shown little sense
or direction in the way it was developed. Renong’s huge debts
were accumulated through a pattern of growth based upon the acquisition of companies in almost
all major industries.
The government would also argue
that Renong and Halim had been
used to serve the ‘national interest’. According to the Asian Wall
Street Journal (17 March 1999),
Halim had been instructed by the
government to acquire the ailing
National Steel Company (NSC) in
the Philippines, a firm owned by
politician-cum-businessman and
former Member of Parliament,
Joseph Chong.
Halim had
planned to inject NSC into
Renong, but could not do so because of the latter’s debt burden
which was exacerbated by the financial crisis.
Halim may have been instructed
to take over NSC, ostensibly because it was in line with
Mahathir’s desire that Renong
expand its activities abroad and
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diversify its interests. Yet, was
Renong qualified to move into this
business? Was the viability of the
venture adequately assessed
given the problems that Perwaja
Steel faced in the same industry
in Malaysia?
Given also the covert manner of
the NSC takeover, effected
through the Hongkong-based
Hottick, and the debt burden the
latter accumulated in the process, it would appear that ‘national interest’ was a convenient
explanation to justify a monumental mistake. To acquire NSC,
Hottick secured loans, apparently without collateral, from
government-owned Malayan
Banking and Bank Bumiputra,
as well as RHB Bank and Bank
of Commerce.
Despite Renong’s massive debts,
the government implemented a
merger of Bank of Commerce and
Bank Bumiputra, which gave
Renong a large stake in the newly
enlarged banking concern. This
raised concerns over the possibility for further abuse of the enlarged banking enterprise. Meanwhile, Hottick’s loans amounting
to RM3.09 billion were taken over
by the government agency,
Danaharta.

Important

Questions

Other important questions can be
raised about bailouts in the ‘national interest’.
Is it necessary to have a company of Renong’s size as a symbol of the development of Malay
capital, especially when clearly
this private firm does not represent the interests of all
Bumiputeras? Who remains ac-

countable for Renong’s pattern
of growth that contributed to its
debt problem? Should public
and state-owned enterprises
and institutions be used to bail
out Renong?
And why could not Renong reduce its debts by divesting its interests in companies that were still
quite profitable, particularly those
in non-core activities? That
would have forced Renong to be
more focussed.
Other conglomerates in Asia, including Korea’s Samsung, Thailand’s CP Group and Hong
Kong’s First Pacific, had been
forced to divest key assets to reduce debts, and reassess their style
of business and rationalise their
operations.
Mahathir’s intentions might have
been honourable when he selectively distributed government
concessions to develop domestic
capital. But his process of ‘picking winners’ has been very costly
for the nation.
This need not have happened if
the selection process had been
transparent and based on criteria other those of political or
personal affiliations. Such political and personal interests in
corporate ventures now hinder
the government from instituting
urgently needed corporate reforms. q

Dr Terence Gomez, a political economist at University of Malaya, has
published extensively on
politics and business in
Malaysia.

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

D o n ’ t D e p o rt
Pro-Democracy

Burma
Activist

Aliran urges the Malaysian
government not to deport Peter Hee Man, an activist from
Burma who was detained
along with three Malaysians
for gate-crashing a Burma embassy party, where they
stripped off to reveal Aung San
Suu Kyi T-shirts in front of 200
guests.
While the three Malaysians have
been freed on police bail, there is
growing concern that the
Malaysian government may deport Hee Man to Burma.
The trespass was not necessarily
a criminal act but deporting Hee
Man would be an inhuman act
that would condemn him to torture or even death at the hands of
the ruthless Burmese military
junta.
The activists’ gate-crashing into
the embassy dinner is in fact far
less serious than the disruption
of the APCET conference in
1996, when thugs linked to the
Barisan Nasional youth wings
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broke into the meeting, threatened the delegates and roughed
up a couple of them.
None of those guilty of disrupting the conference was charged.
Instead, it was the innocent foreign delegates who were deported
while the equally innocent local
participants were imprisoned for
several days.
We regard Hee Man as a political refugee who needs protection from the military regime in
Burma. As Malaysians, we
should be equally concerned
about human rights issues in
Asia just as we are concerned
about human rights violations
in far away places.
We urge the Malaysian authorities to abide by the UN Declaration of Human Rights and not
deport Hee Man without allowing the UN High Commissioner
for Refugees an opportunity to
interview him and determine his
status.
Anil Netto
Executive Committee Member
30 March 2001

WOMEN

M e n ’ s I n i t i a t i ves To End
Violence
Against
Women
t was a clear evening in
the local market in
Phnom Penh, in Cambodia. Kim was out with
his friends. The day before had
seen some violence and deaths in
the market place and Kim and his
friends had been unable to operate, for security reasons. But this
evening, armed with the necessary equipment – leaflets, commitment and faith, Kim and his
friends were on their rounds.

I

They gave leaflets to men at the
market place. They talked to men,
young and old, about joining the
Cambodian Network for Men.
They talked to men about violence,
about their feelings, about their
aggression and about the need to
end violence against women.
In the Philippines, a new book is
out. It is called “Filipino Men and
Domestic Violence”, and is by Dr
Romeo Lee. A group called
MOVAWC (Men Opposed to Violence against Women and Children) meet regularly to discuss the
issue and to strategize further.
In Thailand, Narin is attending to
calls coming through to the Gentlemen’s Hotline. At first, people
thought the line was a sex chat
line but eventually they got the
idea. The line is a help line for men
in crisis.
Over a four month period, the Gen-

tlemen’s Hotline logged over 1100
calls from men in need of advice,
in need of help, men needing to
talk out with other men their feelings of anger, frustration and violence.
Clearly there is a need for more
such lines to be set up.

Men's
Against

Initiative
Violence

Although it may seem obvious
that the issue of violence against
women is not a ‘woman’s issue’,
the fact is that such initiatives by
men are relatively rare and relatively new.
In Malaysia, there is probably
nothing equivalent. Yet at least
there is some beginnings of
sharings going on.
Recently, on a boat moored to the
shores of Lapu-Lapu City, off
Cebu island in the Phillipines, fifty
people from Vietnam, Cambodia,
Laos, Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore, Indonesia and the
Phillipines came together to discuss men’s initiatives towards
ending violence against women.
The workshop was hosted by the
Kauswagan Community Health
and Social Development Center –
The Community Extension Service of Cebu Doctor’s College and
Men Opposed to Violence Against
Aliran Monthly 21(3) Page 32

Women
and
(MOVAWC).

Children

The resource person was Michael
Kaufman, one of the founding
members of the White Ribbon
Campaign (WRC).
This campaign was initiated in
Canada in the early 1990s by a
group of men who had taken responsibility to speak out against
violence against women and to
urge other men to do likewise. They
decided that the wearing of a
white ribbon would be an appropriate symbol of men’s opposition
to violence against women.
Although WRC’s central focus is
men’s physical violence against
women, WRC is also concerned
that other forms of behaviour be
seen as violent – including sexist
joking, sexual harrassment at
work, emotional abuse and domineering behavior. WRC believe
that men can and must be part of
the solution to violence against

women.
Confronting men’s violence requires nothing less than a
committment to full equality for
women and a redefinition of what
it means to be men.

Male

Violence

Kaufman and others have drawn
attention to the causes of male
violence, related to the patriachal
system, men’s notion of entitlement, society’s permission and the
socialization of the male child,
which, among other things, generally encourages aggression, bottles up emotions, reduces empathy and predisposes men to violent reactions.
At the workshop, Kaufman
stressed that understanding male
violence does not excuse the violence. Far from it - men have to take
responsibility and be made accountable for their violent actions.
Violence is a way of exerting
power, privilege and control over
another person. It is simply just
not acceptable.
The workshop saw wide-ranging
discussion of what is being done
and what needs to be done to confront men’s role in violence
against women and finding ways
of ending it.
Issues debated included the need
for gender-fair principles in preschool education, reformulation of
primary and secondary school
programmes, re-interpretation
and use of key religious texts, gender-sensitive advertisements and
film/programme scripts.
Hotlines, crisis centres, sports

cum counselling
centers, strategies
involving food and
discussion on domestic violence
were all thrown
into the pot as possible strategies for
involving men, offenders and allies.
Crucially, the need
for
male
facilitators, the
need for male
counsellours, the
need for men to be
involved in this
work was seen as
vital to the success
of these initiatives.
As the discussions
proceeded, it be- Paul Stanish
came very clear
that a basic tenet was and is that,
since men are so much a part of
the problem, they also have to be
part of the solution.
The workshop ended with the
participants formulating guiding
principles to be used in their work
on men in their respective countries and a promise for networking in the future to further the
work.

Creating
Space
To
Change
The need to work with men and
boys, to challenge the traditional
definitions of manhood and
men’s roles in society and create
the space for them to change, was
accepted as a basic need. In this
sense, this work would complement the work done by women
with women on the same issue. In
fact many saw that having a part-
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nership between men’s and women’s initiatives is vital if the work
is to succeed. Men’s groups need
to be in contact with women’s
groups, to learn and share from
efforts and experience.
Perhaps the type of humane society we are working towards, for
our children’s children, would be
one where both men and women
are free from traditional stereotypes, where they are free to be
all they can be without society’s
restraints as to what gender roles
should or should not be, where
power, control and priviledge is
shared by all.
The journey will be long and challenging and yet there are those
who have a vision and have already started on this path for
change using gender equity,
equality and justice as a foundation for this work. q

Letters should be no more than 250 words and must include
the writer's name and address. Pseudonyms may be used. Send
letters to : Editor, ALIRAN MONTHLY, 103, Medan Penaga,
11600 Penang, Malaysia or e-mail to : aliran_letters@hotmail.com.
Views expressed need not reflect those of Aliran.

Obsession
With
Economics
I read Khoo Boo Teik’s article on
‘Mahathir’s Faded Vision’ with
interest. However, may I dispute
the point that economic strategies
must “occupy a central role in any
future reshaping of Malaysian
society”? In my opinion, it’s precisely our obsession with economics that has got us into this dead
end as a species. Economics and
politics equates with money and
power. It’s high time we
downscaled our concerns with
these twin prongs of intellectual
materialism and turned our attention to far more essential issues,
like ethics and aesthetics.
Making sure that everyone gets
adequately housed and fed is NOT
a problem - so long as we have
ways to curb insecure egos from
amassing a huge stockpile of resources, thereby causing serious

never overrides the more constructive instinct to cooperate. I feel that
copycat economics and politics
have outlived their moment in history and that the world will be
much better off when we turn the
main stage over to our artists, scientists, philosophers, and spiritual masters - and to creative and
innovative spirits amongst the
younger generation (born after
WWII) who are free from apocalyptic war-is-inevitable programming. By making our individual
and collective relationship with
Mother Earth our prime concern,
holistic perspectives will soon
take the place of fragmentary fears
- and we shall find common
ground in working towards the
healing of our inner selves and our
outer environments, thereby relegating divisive racial and religious politics to the unvisited
museum of collective nightmares.
Antares
By e-mail

Misguided
Patriotism

constrictions and imbalances in
the natural flow of energy and
sustenance. It’s the “kiasu” Darwinian programming that prevents us from feeling a sense of
interconnectedness and spontaneously cooperating with other
components of the intricate web
of life.
The urge to compete is not necessarily unhealthy - so long as it
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The BN Government has been
portraying those who are involved
in demonstrations as unpatriotic
and Dr. Mahathir has used such
propaganda to curtail (through
arbitrary arrests) the right of
thinking Malaysians to express
themselves. So what is the meaning of patriotism? It is pertinent
for Malaysians to link patriotism
to the following questions:
1 . Can a government be considered patriotic when it bails out
individuals using billions of
taxpayers’ money without
proper or transparent evaluation or feasibility studies?

2. Can citizens be regarded as
patriotic if they are silent on the
abuse of power and corruption in the government with the
argument that they have
enough to eat and have a comfortable life?
3 . Can a government be regarded
as patriotic when it denies the
people the right to alternative
information through restrictions on the media?
4. Can a political party such as
UMNO be regarded as patriotic when it prevents other
races from participating in
unity talks by insisting on
Malay unity?
It is vital that the concept of patriotism is put in proper perspective
by linking it to notions of justice
and accountability and the ability of the government in power to
adhere to such values.
Ronald Benjamin
By e-mail

I t ’ s T i m e To Go
Mahathir
Malaysia is facing a leadership
crisis. Foreigners no longer consider Malaysia as the heaven for
investment. Malaysia is losing its
steam and direction. The whole
economic structure will collapse
if this crisis is not contained.
The prices of palm oil and rubber
are hitting rock bottom. Small
holders are badly hit by the poor
demand for these primary products. Parents who sent their children to foreign countries for further education are facing financial
constraints. Businessmen are

running helter-skelter to save their
flagging business. Bankruptcy
cases have soared. Factories are
closing down leading to retrenchment.
The judiciary is in a dilemma.
People are losing confidence in the
judiciary because of selective prosecution. This never happened
before. Only after Mahathir took
office has the judiciary leaned towards the executive thus losing
much of its independence and
neutrality. Just look at the cases
of former Lord President Tun
Salleh Abas and of former deputy
premier Dato Seri Anwar Ibrahim.
Look at the decisions made in
prominent defamation suits.
Even our respected former Lord
President, the late Tun Suffian,
had some reservations about our
present judges. If justice can be
bought or sold like a commodity,
then the whole economic, politic
and social structure will collapse.
There will be justice only for the
rich and famous and not for the
poor.
Billions of ringgit could have been
used to raise the living standards
of the rakyat in kampungs, New
Villages and estates. Instead,
funds were used to rescue cronies
on the verge of bankruptcy. The
majority of the rakyat cry in silence because their money is being used to protect the reputation
of a few cronies who are close to
the leadership.
What’s the point of building the
Petronas Twin Towers, which lost
billions of ringgit, when the squatters problem at the backyard remains unsolved. Billions of
ringgit have been spent on mega
projects could have been better
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used to rebuild houses and provide basic amenities like water,
electricity and roads to the urban
poor who live in squalid slums
amidst pathetic living condition.
The Kampung Medan tragedy is
a timely reminder for us.
After 43 years of independence,
there are thousands of poor people in urban and rural areas who
have never seen lights or proper
pipe water. In what way are they
going to feel proud that Malaysia
has got the tallest building in the
world? What kind of vision or
development is this? Where is the
priority?
Who is to be blamed for all these
crises? It’s the PM. He has been
sitting too long in the seat. Please
look at Marcos and Suharto and
learn a lesson from them. When
people accuse him of being a dictator, he denies it saying that he
was elected through the democratic process. What happened to
all his deputies? Musa Hitam,
Ghafar Baba and Anwar Ibrahim?
Those who stood by him or stood
against him are gone. He doesn’t
trust his deputies.
His contribution to this country
is remarkable. He has brought a
lot of positive changes. We appreciate his contribution. If anyone
says he has contributed nothing,
than he is a hypocrite. However
he needs rest badly. So it is time to
go. The only way to save our country and regain international confidence is by politely asking our
PM to leave the scene with dignity. Under Mahathir, Negara
Okay (UMNO).
Sathya
Ayer Tawar

INTERNATIONAL

Telling

The

Truth

About

Israel

‘Fear of being slandered as “anti-Semites” means we are
abetting terrible deeds in the Middle East’
by Robert Fisk
hat if we had supported
the apartheid regime of
South Africa against the
majority black population? What if we had lauded the
South African white leadership as
“hard-line warriors” rather than
racists? What if we had explained
the shooting of 56 black protesters at Sharpeville as an understandable “security crackdown”
by the South African police. And
described black children shot by
the police as an act of “child sacrifice” by their parents? What if
we had called upon the “terrorist” ANC leadership to “control
their own people”?

W

Almost every day that is exactly
the way we are playing the IsraeliPalestinian war. No matter how
many youths are shot dead by the
Israelis, no matter how many
murders - by either side - and no
matter how bloody the reputation
of the Israeli Prime Minister, we
are reporting this terrible conflict
as if we supported the South African whites against the blacks. No,
Israel is not South Africa (though
it happily supported the apartheid
regime) and no, the Palestinians
are not the blacks of the shanty
towns. But there’s not much difference between Gaza and the
black slums of Johannesburg; and
there’s not much difference between the tactics of the Israeli army

in the occupied territories and that
of the South African police. The
apartheid regime had death
squads, just as Israel has today.
Yet even they did not use helicopter gunships and missiles.
Rarely since the Second World
War has a people been so vilified
as the Palestinians. And rarely
has a people been so frequently
excused and placated as the Israelis. Israeli embassies are now buttonholing editors around the
world, saying that it’s not fair to
call Israel’s Prime Minister “hardline”. And the reporters are falling into line.
Sharon, we are told, may turn into
a pragmatist, another De Gaulle;
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in truth he’s more like the French
putschist generals in Algeria.
They also used torture and massacred their Arab opponents. It
needed an Israeli writer - Nehemia
Strasler, in Ha’aretz - to point out
that Sharon’s career spells anything but peace. He voted against
the peace treaty with Egypt in
1979. He voted against a withdrawal from southern Lebanon in
1985. He opposed Israel’s participation in the Madrid peace conference in 1991. He opposed the
Knesset plenum vote on the Oslo
agreement in 1993. He abstained
on a vote for peace with Jordan in
1994. He voted against the Hebron
agreement in 1997. He condemned the manner of Israel’s retreat from Lebanon in 2000. He is

now building Jewish settlements
on occupied Arab land - in total
violation of international law at a
faster rate than his predecessor.
Yet we are to believe that it is the
corrupt, Parkinson’s-haunted
Yasser Arafat who is to blame for
the war. He will not “control” his
people. He is chastised by George
Bush while his people are
bestialised by the Israeli leadership. Rafael Eytan, the former Israeli chief of staff, used to talk of
the Palestinians as “cockroaches
in a glass jar”. Menachem Begin
called them “two-legged beasts”.
Rabbi Ovdia Yousef, the spiritual
head of the Shas party, called them
“serpents”. In August last year,
Ehud Barak called them “crocodiles”. Last month, the Israeli tourism minister, Rehavem Zeevi,
called Arafat a “scorpion”. Even
the South African regime never
called the blacks by such vile
names.
And woe betide the diplomat or
journalist who points this out.
Earlier this year, the Simon
Wiesenthal Centre, in Paris, accused the Swedish president of the
European Union of “encouraging
anti-Jewish violence”. To condemn Israel for “eliminating terrorists”, the centre wrote in a letter to the Swedish prime minister,
“recalls the allied argument during the Second World War, according to which bombing the railways leading to Auschwitz would
encourage anti-Semitism among
the Germans”. Sweden was making “a unilateral attack against the
state of the survivors of the Holocaust”. And the Swedish president’s crime? She had dared to say
that “the practice of eliminations
constitutes an obstacle to peace
and could provoke new violence”.
She did not even refer to death

squads.
In February Newsweek propagated a virtual fraud on its cover
by showing - under the headline
“Terror Goes Global - Exclusive:
Bin Laden’s International Network” - a frightening photograph
of a man (head and shoulders), his
face covered in an Arab scarf, holding a rifle in his right hand. The
reader would imagine this to be a
member of Osama bin Laden’s
network of “global terror”. But I
traced the Finnish photographer
who took this picture. He
snapped it at a funeral on the West
Bank. The man was an armed
member of the Palestinian Tanzim
militia—and had nothing to do
with Bin Laden. The Tanzim are
violent enough. But the cover generically smeared the entire Palestinian people by associating
them with the man supposedly
responsible for bombing US embassies in Africa.
As that brave American writer
Charley Reese said in his regular
US column, the Israelis “have created their own unconquerable enemy”. They have made the Palestinians so crushed, so desperate,
so humiliated that they have nothing to lose. We, too, have done this.
Our gutlessness, our refusal to tell
the truth, our fear of being slandered as “anti-Semites” - the most
loathsome of libels against any
journalist - means that we are aiding and abetting terrible deeds in
the Middle East. Maybe we
should look up those cuttings of
the apartheid era and remember
when men were not without honour. q
17 April 2001
Independent Digital (UK) Ltd,
2001
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A WIFE TESTIFIES AGAINST ISA Continued from page 40
just imagine. At the request of the
Public Prosecutor, Dato’Ghani
Patail, the magistrate fixed bail at
RM50,000.
The case is pending before the
High Court. Even so it seems that
whatever action taken aganst
Ezam was not enough to stop him
from pressuring the government.
I believe that is why Ezam has
been detained under the draconian ISA. His detention, like the
detention of other Keadilan leaders and social activists, is proof of
the government’s abuse of the ISA
as a means to imprison my husband indefinitely to ensure someone else’s political survival.

Where

Is

Ezam?

There were no witnesses to
Ezam’s arrest. I cannot express
how sad I felt about this. Only
Ezam himself can relate how he
was arrested and what actually
happened to him.
The affidavit submitted by the Inspector-General of Police, Tan Sri
Norian Mai, mentioned that Ezam
was detained at 4.35 pm at Terminal 3 of Subang Airport. From
what we know, that made Ezam
the very first person to be detained
under ISA in this current wave of
arrests. But nobody, other than
Ezam and the police and those
who ordered his detention, knew
of this until the next day.
In the past, Ezam was allowed to
make a telephone call to inform
someone each time he was arrested. But not this time!
I waited all night for his return. I
feared that some gangsters had
kidnapped him. The police who
had detained him did not bother
to inform the family. I only knew
about Ezam’s arrest under the ISA

from the newspapers. It was sheer
cruelty that no one would even
confirm the news of Ezam’s arrest
when I contacted the Bukit Aman
police by telephone.

In Bukit Aman’s Hands
So I had to go to Bukit Aman myself. There I was met by the Public
Relations Officer, DSP Joon. She
could only offer her sympathy
and acted as a mediator between
the family and the officer-incharge. But she refused to inform
me of Ezam’s whereabouts. She
wouldn’t even tell me the name of
the officer-in-charge.
Today is 28 April 2001. It has been
22 days since Ezam was detained.
I am still denied my right to visit
my husband.
I am very anxious to know his
whereabouts and his condition. I
greatly fear for him. I hear so
many rumors about him being
physically abused that I no longer
know what to believe.
I cannot help thinking that the
police are hiding something from
us. Not only would the police not
allow family members or lawyers
to visit the detainees, they would
not even permit SUHAKAM Commissioners to have access to the
detainees.
All I know is that if a former
deputy prime minister, Dato’ Seri
Anwar, could turn out to be badly
injured and with a black eye, then
my husband is exposed to a situation of great danger.
The image of the police has long
been tarnished and they have
done nothing to restore public
trust in them. As far as I am concerned, there is no alternative to
allowing me and my family to see
Ezam and ascertain for ourselves
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the condition he is in and how he
has been treated.

What Do I Tell
My
Children?
Within two days of his arrest, on
11 and 12 April, I made two verbal requests for access to my husband. Both requests were rejected.
Then I submitted written requests
to the police via three letters dated
13, 19 and 20 April respectively.
Our children and Ezam’s mother
submitted two other letters. My
son, Muhmamad Hasif, and
Ezma’s
mother
personally
handed their letters to DSP Joon
on 19 April 2001. Almost every day
since then I have faxed letters to
the police and the Minister of
Home Affairs.
My daughter, Tihani and my son,
Hasif, have repeatedly asked me
whether the police have beaten
their father. How can I possibly
answer this question when the
police will not allow me to visit
my husband? My children have
also asked why they have not been
allowed to see their father for such
a long time.
How do I answer such questions?
I cannot answer them. This causes
me deep distress. My youngest
son, Haaris, has had nightmares
and frequently calls for his father.
Our greatest fear is that my husband, the father of my children, is
being tortured and we are helpless to prevent it. We can’t even
reach him.

Special
Branch
Runaround
On the morning of 23 April, I
called the IGP’s secretary to inquire about the police response to
our requests to visit Ezam. I was
referred to Dato’ Yusuf Rahman,
Director the Special Branch. Since

Dato’ Yusuf was not available, I
spoke to his secretary. She asked
me to call her later in the day.
I duly called only to be informed
that Dato’ Yusuf had directed another officer to reply to my letter.
Dato’ Yusuf’s secretary promised
that I would receive a reply the
same day. She declined to provide
other details including the name
and contact number of the officer
concerned.
On 24 April, our children, Ezam’s
parents and I went to the Police
Headquarters at Bukit Aman.
That day was Ezam’s 34th birthday. Present, too, were some of his
supporters and family members of
other detainees.
We all went with one hope. We
hoped to see our loved ones who
had been detained. Our request
was again rejected. The police
would not accept the asam pedas,
Ezam’s favourite, we had prepared and brought for him. Nor
would they accept the birthday
cake given by his supporters.
Only on 27 April, after exerting
much pressure on the police, I
managed to get in touch with the
office-in-charge, DSP Phillip. We
requested for an answer to our letters. DSP Phillip said he had no
authority and awaited directions
from his superior officer, that is,
the Director of the Special Branch.
The next day I received the police’s answer. No no access would
be given ‘until further notice’.
I was very upset over this decision. What could I say to my children? They were anxious to see
their father. They missed him a lot.
They needed his love and care.
Later, our family requested DSP
Philip to arrange for us to meet
Dato’ Yusuf on Monday, 30 April.
Dato’ Yusuf refused to see us.

No Acess For
SUHAKAM
Our family was also very disturbed that the police decided to
keep silent on SUHAKAM’s letter
which was sent to the IGP on 16
April. SUHAKAM’s letter informed the police of the Commissioners’ intention to visit the detainees.
The police replied SUHAKAM’s
letter on 27 April. The police refused to grant access to the detainees because, they claimed, they
were still conducting their investigation.
Even then the police only replied
SUHAKAM’s letter when High
Court judge, Dato’ Mohd
Hishamuddin Mohd Yunus,
asked
the
prosecutor
if
SUHAKAM had been given access to two ISA detainees. The
judge raised the question during
the hearing on the habeas corpus
applications filed on behalf of
Abdul Ghani Harun and N.
Gobalakrishnan.
Under Section 4 of the National
Human Rights Commision Act,
SUHAKAM has the right to have
access to all prisoners, including
ISA detainees. This is a legal right
granted by Parliament.
If the police can so blatantly deny
SUHAKAM’s right, why do their
political masters keep talking as
if there is still democracy in this
country? To whom can one now
express his or her grievances
when one is oppressed?
Our family has also filed for habeas corpus. Our application stated
that Ezam’s detention was unlawful and that he, like all the other
detainees, should be released immediately. Judge Augustine Paul
heard the case and, as we expected, he rejected the application
for habeas corpus.
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Down

With

ISA!

I will not give up this struggle to
obtain my husband’s freedom
from unlawful detention. If necessary, I will appeal all the way to
the Federal Court.
My struggle will continue. I will
fight for my husband’s freedom so
that he can fight for a nation built
on true democracy and freedom.
We will fight for a day when justice truly reigns over this country.
Detention without trial under the
ISA absolutely violates the fundamental rights of citizens. ISA denies
my husband and his fellow detainees the right to defend themselves.
How can the government claim
that this is a democratic country
when it must resort to the ISA to
silence its opponents?
How can the police claim to be
neutral when they allow themselves to be used as a political tool
to safeguard certain individuals
who want to cling onto power?
Using the ISA greatly violates the
rule of law. It causes the public to
lose confidence in both the government and the police.
I pray that Ezam and his fellow
detainees will be given the
strength to come through this torturous episode.
For myself, I vow to continue the
struggle to free my husband and
all other ISA detainees. I vow to
struggle with other concerned
Malaysians to abolish the oppressive ISA once and for all.
Today we fight for our loved ones
so that in future our citizens will
not find their loved ones similarly
oppressed. q
Bahirah Tajul Aris is the wife
of Mohamad Ezam Mohd Nor

ISA
Fight for a nation built on true democracy and freedom.

A Wife
Against

Testifies
ISA

by Bahirah Tajul Aris
y husband, Mohamad
Ezam Mohd Nor, was
born in Kelang. He had
his education at Victoria
Institution, Kuala Lumpur, and
the International Islamic University. He was Political Secretary to
former Deputy Prime Minister,
Dato’ Seri Anwar Ibrahim, before
Dato’ Seri Anwar was sacked by
Prime Minister Dr Mahathir
Mohamad.

M

Ezam has always been a man of
strong principles. A brave and
caring man who feels a great responsibility for his actions. He
does not fight for position or personal gain. Instead he believes
that when one is oppressed one
must fight for one’s rights. That is
the source of his struggles.
Currently, Ezam is the Youth
Leader of Parti Keadilan Nasional
(National Justice Party). He has
been fighting against the corruption that has become very widespread and detrimental to
Malaysian society. He wants to
save the people’s money, the
money the government has misused to save its political cronies
from their financial problems.

No

Terrorist

Ezam has always maintained that
our Constitution allows the people the right to peaceful assembly
so that the people are free to voice
their opinions on issues of public

interest, so that the
people can express
their dissatisfaction.
Contrary to how the
government has portrayed him, my husband is NOT a terrorist. My husband is a
peace-loving man. He
desires a peaceful
country and wishes
for good governance
in the country.
It is not easy for anyone to be a leader of the
Opposition. He must
act against the wishes
and interests of people
who
hold absolute power.
Ezam has
faced considerable
hardship in
his struggles
and
K e a d i l a n ’ s Where is Ezam?
struggles.
Ezam now faces 13 charges after
having been detained four times
by the police. Those charges
didn’t slow him down. Instead he
became more dedicated to his
cause. He has been willing to sacrifice himself for the sake of the
people.
That is why Dr Mahathir’s regime
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What do I tell my children?

is very scared. That is why it desperately tries to prevent Ezam from
revealing further evidence of corruption in high places.

Charges

Against

Ezam

Ezam has been charged under the
Sedition Act with inciting people
to topple the government. Anyone
convicted of the offence can be
fined a maximum of RM5,000 or
imprisoned for up to 3 years. But

Continued on page 38

