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hen historians, political
scientists and journalists
evaluate the perform-
ances of political parties,

they typically measure the parties’
successes or failures against their
ideological platforms. They fre-
quently assess the parties’ strate-
gies and tactics by measuring
rises and falls in the latter’s popu-
lar appeal.

Such evaluations all too often ex-
pose huge gaps between ideals
and realities, shortfalls between
aspirations and limitations, and
differences between ideologies
and practices.

It is plausible to read much of his-
torical writing, academic theoriz-
ing or journalistic reporting along
those lines thus: the history of
political parties is the history of
betrayal – of big and small betray-
als.

If one doesn’t think that this gen-
eralization is much too sweeping,
one can quickly identify all kinds
of parties that began by promis-
ing liberation and ended by im-
posing tyranny. There are many
horrific examples of such parties
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in the post-colonial or post-revo-
lutionary states of Africa, Asia
and Latin America.

But they aren’t the only parties to
profess one thing and do some-
thing else. They aren’t the only
ones to have been nobly conceived
only to grow up delinquent.

Look at the Republican Party in
the USA, for example, a party still
called GOP by its nostalgic sup-
porters. This ‘Grand Old Party’, a
bastion of unchecked corporate

wealth and ill-concealed class
privilege, is the standard bearer
of George Bush Jr’s either-you-
are-with-us-or-against-us ‘new
imperialism’. Yet this GOP was
once Abraham Lincoln’s party for
abolishing black slavery and re-
building post-Civil War America,
‘with malice toward none, with
charity for all’, as Lincoln envis-
aged it shortly before his assassi-
nation.

Meanwhile the labour and so-
cial democratic parties of west-
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The BN's victory in Indera Kayangan was already
obvious to most observers even prior to the by-elec-
tion.  September 11 had sent shivers down the backs
not only of Americans but of non-Muslim
Malaysians as well, what with one after another
round of KMM arrests.  Reading the writing on the
wall even earlier, the DAP pulled out from the BA.
Then came KeADILan's internal squabbles.

In this issue Khoo Boo Teik tries to explain the dis-
mantling of BA which he attributes to "issues of
power".  But he also hastens to reaffirm the continu-
ing relevance of reformasi which for him created
ways for people to talk to one another: Malays to
non-Malays, non-Muslim to Muslims, those who
write to those who surf, between OKTs and those
still free, etc.  Take heart, Khoo seems to say.

But the piece by Mustafa Anuar on The Sun's  poten-
tial takeover by Nexnews Bhd, seems to suggest that
things might get worse.  For it appears that The Sun
will be downgraded to a `breezier'  tabloid, further
robbing readers of any kind of choice.

We continue our ISA Watch. Tian Chua's fiancee,
Mabel Au, describes how she was deported when
she tried to enter Malaysia to visit him.

Perhaps then there will be some cheer  reading two
seemingly innocuous pieces. One is by Kumpulan
Kemajuan Masyarakat on how villages have been
battling a Kedah politician for water and electricity
supply for years.  The other is by S. Arutchelvan
about the struggle by two groups of urban pioneers
in Ipoh and Klang who converged in front of Bukit
Aman to demand justice.  There is a silver lining in
the dark clouds gathering above, surely.

Make what you can of the situation.  Have a mean-
ingful Chinese New Year.
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ern Europe have been busily dis-
mantling the welfare systems
that were forged during World
War II to rally their people to
fight Nazism and fascism. In the
UK, for instance, perhaps the
only ‘new’ thing about Tony
Blair’s Labour Party (Baru?) is
the sophistry it’s used in selling
out British labour.

Lest we can’t see the ‘elephant in
our eye’ … let’s ask if things are
that different at home.

Embarked on its ‘historic mis-
sion’ of Malay nationalism, does
UMNO’s current vision of
‘Malay unity’ contain anything
nobler than a ‘corporate mis-
sion’ to protect the party’s eco-
nomic empire? Should one re-
gard MCA as being more selfless
than a latter-day Kapitan China
firmly casting its eyes on the
kapitan’s interests?

Hasn’t Gerakan shredded its plat-
form of ‘social democracy’ and
given up its self-proclaimed role
of being the ‘conscience of the
Barisan Nasional’? Couldn’t PBS
think of a better way of repaying
the heroism of Tambunan than
returning to BN? And so on.

To see things plainly, ask Dr
Mahathir Mohamad. He’s said
before that any smart politician
will promise more than he or she
can or will honour. Then, ask
yourself: don’t you know of ‘hon-
ourable men and women’ who sell
their souls to ‘serve the people’,
evidently by serving themselves
in positions of power?

To put matters starkly, political
parties, if needs be, compromise

their platforms and renege on
their vows. They spurn loyal fol-
lowers and turn their backs on
needy constituencies. It’s second
nature to them to sell their sup-
porters long on hope and short on
realization.

Hence, this much may be true for
political parties that last long
enough to have a record worth a
scrutiny: Betrayal is the name of the
game.

I’m not suggesting here that we’ve
never had honest and dedicated
politicians at all. I’d most defi-
nitely remember the late Tan Chee
Khoon, and consider the persever-
ing Syed Husin Ali, and my good
and indefatigable friend,
Jeyakumar Devaraj as exemplary
specimens of the scrupulous and
principled politician.

Nor do I cynically suggest that we
should, therefore, helplessly wel-
come any party or its politicians
however dishonest they turn out
to be, willfully or otherwise.

But I think that a sober awareness
of the ‘likelihood of betrayal’ will
help us retain a critical ability to
face up to murky twists and turns
in the ‘art of the possible’.

I may be completely mistaken, but
it seems to me some such aware-
ness may be acutely needed by
Malaysians who are apt to lament
that our politics has entered a dis-
mal post-Barisan Alternatif
phase.

Elaborate arguments can wait for
the moment. Still, no one should
suffer any delusion: Barisan
Alternatif is no more.

DAP’s unceremonious with-
drawal from BA has torn the op-
position coalition formed in 1999.
PAS’s failure to broaden its appeal
without delay has left it with a
quantitative, not quality, claim to
the leadership of the opposition.
Keadilan’s police-battered and
internally divided house is in dis-
order. PRM is stuck between fur-
ther marginalization and an un-
fulfilled merger.

How then should one position
oneself if one had shared and
showed an empathy with the
post-2 September 1998 movement
for social change, political reform
and institutional cleansing?

One can, of course, be resigned:
déjà vu, ‘been there, done that’. Or
one can be philosophical: ‘the
more things change, the more they
remain the same’. To one degree
or another, these two attitudes
spell a moral defeat that will cut
more deeply than just BA’s unrav-
elling.

A third stance is possible and pref-
erable. One can refuse to compose
an epitaph to Reformasi, no matter
whether we live in post-Novem-
ber 1999, post-September 11, 2001,
or post-BA times.

To do so in defiance of so much
effort to discredit Reformasi, to pro-
nounce it ‘dead before arrival’,
and to bury its blossoming of so-
cial criticism and political dissent,
we must, however, renew our un-
derstanding of Reformasi.

We must recollect how Reformasi
began and what it meant in the
critical period of 1998-99. In other
words, we must reaffirm the con-

After BA
Tetap Reformasi

Name Of The Game
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tinuing relevance of Reformasi be-
yond BA’s dismantling.

Let’s begin with what Reformasi
was not.

Reformasi in Malaysia was not an
ideological or political import
even if some of its concerns ech-
oed those of the Indonesian move-
ment against Suharto and his New
Order regime. It was not an alien
komplot hatched by the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund (whatever
its offences against humanity
may be), or goaded by Al Gore
(whatever his self-serving motives
were when he last spoke in Kuala
Lumpur).

Reformasi was not an unsavoury
political dish cooked and served
singly or collectively by the BA
parties, indeed because Reformasi
inspired the formation of BA and
not the other way around.

And Reformasi was not aimed at
the violent overthrow of elected
government, despite barefaced at-
tempts to link its protests, ceramah,
websites, and pre- and post-elec-
tion campaigns with dark and
never-to-be-proven allegations of
militancy, extremism and con-
spiracies.

What, then, was Reformasi?

Reformasi began unexpectedly
when huge numbers of ordinary
citizens chose to stand by Anwar
Ibrahim soon after Mahathir dis-
missed his ‘anointed successor’
and UMNO expelled its twice-
elected deputy president. There-

after, Anwar’s defiance of
Mahathir, UMNO and his other
detractors spawned large and
largely unorganized pro-Anwar
and anti-Mahathir demonstra-
tions.

Within a short space of time,
Reformasi came to stand for a fun-
damental and popular rejection of
certain betrayals exposed by
Anwar Ibrahim’s fall.

The Malay community rejected
the reasons offered for Anwar’s
flaying by the government,
UMNO and the media. Anwar’s
aib (shaming) became the com-
munity’s humiliation. It became
proof of Mahathir, UMNO and
the government’s betrayal of
Malay cultural norms, and a
‘Malay social contract’, going
back to Sejarah Melayu, that for-
bade rulers from shaming the
ruled.

Broader sections of Malaysian
society refused to condone the
manner of Anwar’s prosecution
and police assaults on legiti-
mate protests. They regarded
those events as betrayals of the
tenets of democratic govern-
ment. In response, they rejected
the involvement of key institu-
tions – the media, police, judici-
ary, and election commission,
among others – in partisan poli-
tics. This they condemned as a
betrayal of the requirements of
impartiality and professional-
ism basic to any honest and de-
cent exercise of power.

However, Reformasi wouldn’t
have progressed had it been lim-
ited to a bunch of ‘nots’ and
negativities. In fact, it was a lot

more ‘positive’.

The first waves of Reformasi
supporters – ordinary people,
students, women, civil servants,
and NGO types – did not
(thankfully) have uniform views
imposed by party whips or party
lines. Instead (and thankfully),
a host of mostly politically un-
affiliated writers, commentators,
artists, cartoonists, and internet
surfers emerged who trans-
formed the deep sense of betrayal
into new views of Malaysia’s
social and political problems.

Naturally old prejudices could not
be easily discarded. But they were
significantly moderated. Anwar’s
plight made nonsense of ‘racial
politics’. His prosecution and con-
viction, when linked to Lim Guan
Eng’s earlier conviction on
charges of sedition, made it feasi-
ble for Reformasi’s unofficial
agenda to include a multiethnic
defence of civil liberties and hu-
man rights.

Malay opposition to the betrayal
of their ancient social contract
overturned what was assumed to
be an implicit Malay loyalty to
UMNO no matter how convulsed
by crises this ‘party of the Malays’
may be. Some UMNO rank and file
members, Anwar supporters or
just disgusted members, became
inactive. Some followed Dr Wan
Azizah to form Keadilan. Others
crossed over to PAS; hence, dulu
UMNO, sekarang PAS.

Yet a more far-reaching change in
political consciousness was a
Malay readiness to ‘think the un-
thinkable’ (AM, 19:5, 1999), that
is, a non-UMNO-led government.
Thus did Reformasi force open a
space for the very idea of an ‘al-

What Reformasi
Was NOT

Rejections Of Betrayal

P o s i t i v i t i e s
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ternative’ coalition before the 1999
general election.

Some quarters and observers will
no doubt object to what seems like
an attempt here to reinterpret
Reformasi’s significance by virtu-
ally divorcing it from BA.

And yet for some time between
late 1998 and early 1999, the op-
position parties tailed behind
Reformasi. At the very least they
were hesitant to accept an ex-foe
as an icon of dissent. But every
subsequent development that af-
fected Anwar’s person – his as-
sault in jail, conviction after his
first trial, and alleged arsenic poi-
soning – intensified Reformasi’ s
ferment.

In that sense, it fell to Reformasi
to compel the opposition parties
to jump into the fray to harness
the dissenting moods. They did
so for Anwar and for reforms,
but also for party interests, how-
ever the parties defined their in-
terests.

To their credit, the BA parties
were courageous enough to ex-
periment with a multiethnic and
multireli-gious ‘second coali-
tion’ that could house different
platforms. BA, as its Joint Mani-
festo proclaimed, could accom-
modate PAS’s Islam, DAP’s
‘Malaysian Malaysia’, PRM’s
social democracy, and
Keadilan’s ‘social justice’.

In electoral terms, although BN
was returned to power with an-
other two-thirds majority in Par-
liament, BA’s success was re-
flected in UMNO’s severe losses,
including, crucially, popular
Malay support.

For a while, even after the Novem-
ber 1999 election, BA parties
strove to establish commonalities
instead of differences, and to offer
an alternative vision of how
Malaysian society should be re-
formed and governed. Their sig-
nal achievement in 2000 was PAS
and Keadilan’s combined refusal
to join UMNO’s attempt to inten-
sify interethnic politics via its
‘Malay unity’ calls. Their high
point was Keadilan’s victory in
the Lunas by-election.

We must recall these social and
political developments which are
significant to Malaysian politics
in the long run. Otherwise it’s
very easy to be persuaded by the
media - local and international -
and by politicians, BN and oppo-
sition, that the so-called ‘Islamic
state’ controversies were the root
cause of BA’s breakup.

Even in early 2000, DAP and
PAS had started a few uneasy
arguments over some of PAS’s
statements and policies. By and
by, those arguments were exac-
erbated by the Al Maunah trial,
the ISA detention of alleged
‘Malaysian Mujahidin’, the Sep-
tember 11 attacks on New York
and Washington, and the USA-
UK’s assault on Afghanistan.

Even so, it wasn’t ideological in-
compatibility that did BA in. Ulti-
mately BA came to grief over is-
sues of power, specifically the
stark imbalance of power within
the coalition after the 1999 elec-
tion.

In principle, BA parties would
share power as a coalition. BA
won 40% of the popular vote. But

from a field that everyone knew
wasn’t level, BA’s harvest of
power was lean: 42 seats against
BN’s two-thirds majority in Par-
liament.

Any BA claim to power was lim-
ited to the state governments of
Kelantan and Trengganu. Could
those governments have func-
tioned then as ‘BA govern-
ments’? Perhaps it could have if
BA was an established coalition,
and DAP, Keadilan and PRM
had significant, if minority, rep-
resentation.

In Parliament, PAS had 27 seats,
DAP ten, and Keadilan five.
Could they not have functioned
as a BA Opposition? They could
have so long as it was accepted
that the leadership of the parlia-
mentary opposition had been de-
livered to PAS.

PAS’s power was severely limited.
In Kelantan and Trengganu PAS
could only rely on meagre state
resources while facing hostility
from the federal government. In
fact it had no chance to implement
‘pragmatic’ ,  ‘ investment-
friendly’, or ‘growth-facilitating’
policies. PAS could do no more
than to offer moral succour to its
faithful. It could do no less since
it took its electoral gains, not un-
reasonably, as proof of the voters’
support for its Islamic pro-
gramme.

All that didn’t pre-empt warn-
ings or predictions that a ‘party
of Islam’ would soon sweep
power through the ‘northern
states’, ‘the Malay heartland’,
and so on. Perhaps in their eu-
phoria some PAS leaders be-

Issues Of Power

PAS ’ s  P rob l ems

Enter BA
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lieved it themselves and thought
it not too soon to push their pro-
gramme a bit more. To say that
they became quite insensitive to
‘liberal Muslim’ or non-Muslim
sentiment is to accuse them of too
much. It’s enough to say that most
of them couldn’t remember or
chose to ignore PAS’s not so bril-
liant record as a political party.

It is a fine principle that mem-
bers of a coalition should be
‘consultative’  and ‘sharing’ .
However, the practice is always
conditioned by numbers: How
many seats do you have, should you
have, can you win?

DAP had ten seats. The result
was a mixed performance: one
better than in 1995, but fourteen
and ten less than what DAP
commanded in 1986 and 1990.
More dismaying was Lim Kit
Siang’s  successive loss in
Penang (significantly at the par-
liamentary level) and the failure
of other DAP leaders to recoup
the party’s losses from 1995.

A non-partisan analyst might
have drawn three inferences
from these results. First, DAP
still enjoyed a core of support.
Second, the famous ‘pendulum’
that some believed to swing be-
tween DAP and BN in alternate
elections could well stop swing-
ing, to DAP’s detriment. Third,
the party could no longer count
on free admission into the big
urban constituencies that once
elected and re-elected their lead-
ers regardless of what they did
or didn’t do.

A hard-nosed post mortem by the
party would have sought plain

answers to tough questions.
Where were the party’s weak-
nesses now that its fortunes had
twice fallen? Should the party still
be led by losers? What had the
party to do to revitalize itself?

To say that DAP afterwards fas-
tened on non-Muslim fears of an
impending ‘Islamic state’ as the
cause of the party’s decline is to
accuse them of baselessly turning
a friend into a foe. It’s sufficient to
say that DAP ran out of ideas for
reinventing itself. And with
Keadilan pushing its claims in by-
elections against DAP’s, and get-
ting them, BA held little attraction
left for DAP.

If it seems too simple to reduce
BA’s end to power considerations,
side-stepping ideological matters,
let’s recall that a previous coali-
tion (Gagasan Rakyat) disap-
peared after the 1990 election.
DAP, having the highest number
of parliamentary seats, went
about its ways as the leader of the
Opposition.Tengku Razaleigh
Hamzah’s disappointed S46 went
away.

Then there was no whiff of an ‘Is-
lamic state’ controversy. Then
DAP was highly optimistic, as
PAS seems to be today. In 1995,
DAP went all out to win Penang
on its own, and went down spec-
tacularly.

 Until July 1997, UMNO was simi-
larly riding high on the 1995 elec-
tion. But the global turbulence of
the 1997 East Asian financial cri-
sis provoked the domestic crisis
of Anwar’s sacking. To that must
now be added the shock waves of

September 11, 2001 and the de-
mands of American unilateralism.
Predictions are hazardous under
these conditions.

What we do know is what we’ve
known since Reformasi worked its
way into our society, producing
deep changes and fragmenting
‘public moods’ along unforeseen
lines. By now, it’s banal to say that
parties (and coalitions) should
reinvent themselves or become ir-
relevant.

Indeed, can UMNO regain he-
gemony via ‘Malay special privi-
leges’? Can DAP find renewed
glory in ‘non-Malay rights’? Can
PAS expand by building Islam
from two impoverished states?

In a sense, we can leave them to
their arguments, polemics and
debates. Political parties speak in
many tongues – race, class, reli-
gion, development, ‘our values’,
etc. Mostly they speak to highlight
differences and erect barriers to
communication.

That BA parties now bicker rather
than talk is a pity. But it isn’t
Reformasi’s tragedy.

Reformasi created ways for people
to talk to one another – Malays to
non-Malays, non-Muslims to
Muslims, those who write to those
who surf, those who were free to
those who were OKTs, those who
remain free to those who are in de-
tention, and so on.

It may not sound much but it
keeps faith with Malaysian soci-
ety. It may not bring anybody to
power. But it isn’t a betrayal.

Hazards Of
P r e d i c t i o n s

And Reformasi
Once Again

DAP ’ s  P rob l ems
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“Police+Developer = The people
suffer”. These were the words dis-
played on a banner by the farm-
ers from Ladang Bukit Tinggi in
front of Bukit Aman today.

The banner sums up the main rea-
sons why around 50 people from
Ladang Stratshila, Ipoh and
Ladang Bukit Tinggi, Klang con-
verged at Bukit Aman to make a
complaint about the role played
by the police.

Prior to this, the workers from
Ladang Stratshila had lodged
more than 80 police reports
while the Bukit Tinggi farmers
had lodged around 46 police re-
ports. All the reports do not
seem to have worked. In recent
weeks, 27 arrests have taken
place in both these areas: 5 in
Ladang Stratshila and 22 in
Ladang Bukit Tinggi.  Both situ-
ations are almost similar.

In each of the two areas, there is a
court case pending in court. Then
the legal system takes a back seat.
The Developer comes in with pro-
tection of the police to do work in
the disputed land. The people
protest as the developer has no
court order. The police intervene
aggressively, ganging up with the

MARGINALISED COMMUNITIES

Protest At Bukit Aman
Under threat from developers trying to pre-empt pending court
cases, besieged communities gathered at Bukit Aman on 23 Jan
to protest at what they perceive to be a lack of impartiality on
the part of the police

by S Arutchelvan
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developer and arresting the peo-
ple. Two against one, at times us-
ing gangsters making it three
against one. The people then
lodged reports and even spoke to
the Deputy CPO of Perak and the
OCPDs of Klang and Ipoh, but
things on the ground did not
change. The police were blatantly
misusing their power and had
become the judge, jury and the
executioner.

Feeling dejected and frustrated,
both these communities decided
to go to the Central Command
in Bukit Aman to get redress. At
Bukit Aman, which literally
means “Peaceful Hill”, things
were rather peaceful at the be-
ginning. The people gathered
outside the main entrance.
There were Light Strike Force
(LSF), another ten policemen in
uniform. One police officer said
that they were arranging for
someone to collect the memoran-
dum. The spokesperson from the
communities told the police of-
ficer that they were there to
lodge an official complaint un-
der the Disciplinary Unit Of
Bukit Aman and were not there
to send a memorandum or to
seek a meeting with the IGP (In-
spector General of Police).

S Arutchelvan is pro-temS Arutchelvan is pro-temS Arutchelvan is pro-temS Arutchelvan is pro-temS Arutchelvan is pro-tem
secretary general of thesecretary general of thesecretary general of thesecretary general of thesecretary general of the
yet-to-be-registered So-yet-to-be-registered So-yet-to-be-registered So-yet-to-be-registered So-yet-to-be-registered So-
cialist Party of Malaysiacialist Party of Malaysiacialist Party of Malaysiacialist Party of Malaysiacialist Party of Malaysia

While the people were waiting
patiently carrying two banners to
express their grievances, sud-
denly one Chief Inspector Baderul
along with another Inspector Tan
charged into the people with the
LSF. They wanted to take away the
harmless banners. This resulted
in chaos as people held on to their
banners and a confrontation en-
sued.

Timely intervention by Superin-
tendent Jamshah from Bukit
Aman saved the image of the po-
lice. Comrade Dr. Nasir Hashim
(PSM Chairperson) feeling very
annoyed said, “We have had
enough of the police, we came
here to seek redress and is this the
kind of treatment we get?”

Supt. Jamshah was equally an-
noyed with Chief Inspector
Baderul, reprimanded him and
instructed him to take orders from
him. The Light Strike Force in their
charging mood were confused
with the differing orders from their
superiors. Supt. Jamshah then
told the LSF that there was noth-
ing and told them to back off.

After this, things went on
smoothly. PSM leaders Nasir
Hashim, Sec. Gen S.Arutchelvan

and Central Committee member
V.Selvam negotiated with the po-
lice and finally five people led by
Dr. Nasir and M. Saraswathy
went inside Bukit Aman to lodge
the report.

The police recorded the discipli-
nary report, which took more than
two hours. Outside, the people
from both communities held a
press conference.

ASP Muthusamy, who was lead-
ing the Bukit Aman investigation
team assured the people that the
police would do all that they
could. He even said that the po-
lice should not have intervened
when the matter is in court. He
told the people to continue to make
police reports and that they
would do all that they could. Later
Jody, Chairperson from Ladang
Stratshila and A.Thevindran
briefed the people on what had
happened inside.

M. Saraswathy said that the po-
lice even suggested civil action but
she said that they are poor people
and they want a clean police force.
Let’s clean the dirt first in the de-
partment. Nasir ended the brief-
ing by saying, “We have come this
far, but the fight on the ground has
to go on, we cannot relax; if they
come again, we have to fight on.”
This drew a loud applause and
both communities left Bukit Aman
to go back to their respective ar-
eas as the struggle on the ground
is far from over. q
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 village without access
to piped water, electric-
ity or even a public tel-
ephone in the Prime

Minister’s home state, Kedah?
Impossible? Take a look at
Kampung Sungei Getah 2, located
near Sg. Lalang, about 15 km from
the booming town of Sungei
Petani in Kedah. It has the dubi-
ous distinction of being probably
the only settlement in Kedah with-
out access to these basic ameni-
ties.

The 31 households remaining
there seem to be caught in a time
warp. Children study under kero-
sene lamps and women fetch wa-
ter in pails just like their parents
and grandparents did 60 years
ago.

The villagers are mostly poor eth-
nic Indian rubber tappers, factory
or contract workers. Their dilapi-
dated houses stand in stark con-
trast to the shiny new housing
projects being developed just out-
side their village. The remnants of
the only Malay family in the vil-
lage moved out after the 75-year-
old mother died from a snake bite
in 1999, without ever having en-
joyed access to electricity.

The village is an island of dark-
ness and deprivation amidst the
booming development in the par-

liamentary constituency of former
finance minister Tun Daim
Zainuddin. How this situation is
allowed to persist until today is a
bizarre story of feudal politics
and connivance among the politi-
cally well connected.

Sg. Getah 2 does not have basic
amenities because one K.S.
Govindan PPN, JP, a  Malaysian
Indian Congress (MIC) branch
chairman and former municipal
councillor, is said to have refused
to give permission to the relevant
authorities to connect water, elec-
tricity and telephone lines to the
villagers’ homes.

He allegedly demands (but not in
writing) that the villagers pay him
a monthly land rent, including

arrears of rent for 35 years, as well
as agree to a set of tenancy condi-
tions before he will allow the au-
thorities to provide basic ameni-
ties to what he claims is his land.

These conditions include a
change of name for the village to
Ladang K.S. Govindan, no fenc-
ing around the houses, no rear-
ing of animals, no cultivation and
no repairs or renovation.

Govindan also claims that all the
houses belong to him and the
houses therefore cannot be sold or
rented. From his demands, it
would appear that Govindan is
actually not very confident of his
claim of ownership of the land
and is attempting to armtwist the
villagers into a ground tenancy

MARGINALISED COMMUNITY

Villagers In The Dark
Kedah politician denies water and electricity to 200 villagers

by Kumpulan Kemajuan Masyarakat

AAAAA
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arrangement that will strengthen
his legal position.

The village lies on what was for-
merly the labour lines of Aberfoyle
Plantation. The 200 residents of
the village are mostly the children
and grandchildren of former es-
tate workers. Like many frag-
mented estates in Kedah, the own-
ership of the land has changed
hands many times.

According to the villagers, some
time in the 1960s the owners/em-
ployers then got into financial dif-
ficulties and verbally told the peo-
ple that they would be giving
them the houses in lieu of any
compensation. The people contin-
ued staying on in the houses
while more recent migrants had
purchased or rented their houses
from previous owners.

Govindan was one of the estate
workers living in Kg. Sungei
Getah 2 and still lives there. In
1989, he became one of the regis-
tered landowners of the land
through an exparte originating
summons that resulted in an or-
der by the Alor Setar High Court
on the grounds that the original
land titles were lost.

What is pertinent to note is that
Govindan owns only 3/20 of the
Sg. Getah land, with the rest be-
ing held by Beh and Mohd.
Ghouse both of whom have con-
sented in writing to allow basic
amenities to be connected to the
villagers. However Govindan’s
3/20 portion of the land is exactly
where the houses of the villagers
are located.

In other words, Govindan took
legal posession of his portion of
the land knowing very well that
people have already been living
there for three generations. As
soon as he registered his claim, he
termed the villagers as ‘squatters’
and insisted that they compensate
him for living on his land for free
all these years!

He justifies his claim of 35 years
arrears in land rental on the basis
that he is an aggrieved landowner
who is unable to enjoy any rev-
enue from his investment. So es-
sentially what  Govindan is do-
ing is holding the people of Sg.
Getah 2 to ransom; agree to his
unreasonable demands or live in
deprivation. His strategy is to in-
directly evict the people through
denying basic amenities and this
strategy is working well as over
10 families have already moved
out in the past five years.

The question that springs to mind
is the stand of the government in
this dispute between a senior
Barisan National politician (and
a Justice of the Peace and Munici-
pal Councillor at that) and 200
poor villagers without access to
water and electricity.

The previous State Assemblyman
for Bukit Selambau, an UMNO
politician managed to get kampung
status for Sg. Getah 2 from the
Rural Development Ministry as
well as an allocation of RM244,000
for water and electricity supply to
the village. Through his efforts, he
also managed to get main water
pipes laid to the village (but no
water supply) much to
Govindan’s extreme displeasure.
Unfortunately he was dropped
and Datuk V. Saravanan, the
Kedah MIC Chairman and now

state exco member, replaced him.

Saravanan made a pre-election
promise in 1995 that he would
resolve the plight of the villagers
as soon as he was elected. He and
Govindan apparently go back a
long way in MIC politics and
Govindan, who is also a close as-
sociate of Dato Seri Samy Vellu,
must have been pleased with the
way things turned out.

Saravanan managed to “convince”
his friend to meet the villagers and
through his influence, the land
rental arrears were reduced from
RM1,680 per household (calcu-
lated at RM4 per month for 35
years) to an arbitrary sum of
RM400 and this was agreed by the
villagers. However, Govindan
stated that the villagers had to pay
the money beforehand after which
he would impose a set of tenancy
conditions that he has refused to
divulge. By adopting this ex-
tremely unreasonable position, he
stymied the entire process.

Obviously he had no intention of
resolving the matter and was
merely playing games. It is perti-
nent to note that he has not sent a
single letter or legal notice to any
of the villagers asking for land
rent. Nor has he stated in writing
his tenancy conditions.

Until today, both Saravanan and
Govindan keep referring to this
1995 offer that they had made to
the villagers and the ingratitude
and arrogance of the villagers in
not accepting this offer.
Saravanan has never made a sin-
gle reference to the tenancy con-
ditions imposed by the land-

A Pre-Election
P r o m i s eFrom Villagers To

‘ S q u a t t e r s ’  O v e r n i g h t
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In July 1999, the PWD activated a
water standpipe in the village; on
the evening before the villagers
went to the Menteri Besar’s office
for the second time in an attempt
to meet him!

Following that meeting with the
Director of the State Economic
Planning Unit,  Saravanan
chaired a meeting held at the
Sungei Petani Labour Office in
August 1999. At that meeting,
all the heads of department of
the relevant agencies and
Govindan were present. It was
an extremely important meeting
for the villagers as it was the
first time that Govindan publicly
stated his demands of land
rental at RM4 for a total of 80
houses (based on his calcula-
tions of two houses per house-
hold!) and the tenancy condi-
tions.

The villagers agreed to pay land
rental of RM4 per household as
he had requested and arrears for
a maximum period of 6 years in-
stead of the 35 years that he was
asking for. They also agreed to
abide by all reasonable tenancy
conditions within the law.

At that meeting, Saravanan prom-
ised that the relevant government
agencies would investigate the
actual number of houses in Sg.
Getah and the status of the land.
The findings of this investigation
were to be submitted to the State
Legal Advisor together with
Govindan’s demands and the
State Legal Advisor was to study
and table a report to the State Exco
for a decision.

The villagers were satisfied with
the outcome of this meeting and
they also managed to secure a sec-
ond water standpipe for the vil-
lage.

After a frustrating three-month
wait for a response and with the
general election around the cor-
ner, the villagers decided to go to
the Menteri Besar’s office for a
third time in November 1999 to try
to get a direct response from Tan
Sri Sanusi Junid.

After waiting for more than five
hours, they managed to meet the
State Legal Advisor who told

Another Pre-election
P r o m i s e …

owner that remain the real stum-
bling block.

However he refers to the villag-
ers as unreasonable squatters
and accuses them of living on
Govindan’s land for free. The
questions of social and legal eq-
uity of the people who have lived
there for 60 years do not bother
Saravanan. His position is that
Govindan’s rights as landowner
are paramount and must be ac-
cepted by the villagers without
any question while Govindan’s
actions and demands are per-
fectly right under the law.

Since 1990, the villagers have
sent more than 80 letters and
memorandums to their elected
representatives, the Kedah
Menteri Besar, the relevant gov-
ernment agencies and national
political leaders including the
Prime Minister.

The villagers have gone to Wisma
Darul Aman three times between
1998 and 1999 to try to meet Tan
Sri Sanusi Junid, the then Kedah
Menteri Besar; each time they have
failed to meet him and have come
away with promises of action. At
every meeting with officials of the
State government, they were told
that the state is concerned about
their predicament and will inter-
vene to find a solution.

The efforts of the villagers have
been successful to some extent.
After the first meeting with the
Menteri Besar’s officials in May
1998, the Public Works Depart-
ment installed two water tanks in
the village and supplied these
tanks via water trucks. For the first
time in 50 years, the villagers fi-
nally had access to clean drink-
ing water!
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them that their situation was ac-
tually discussed at the State Exco
twice and Govindan was directed
to meet with the State Legal Advi-
sor to draw up a tenancy agree-
ment with the villagers. Unfortu-
nately Govindan and his lawyers
refused to meet him and more per-
tinently Saravanan informedSaravanan informedSaravanan informedSaravanan informedSaravanan informed
him that the matter had been re-him that the matter had been re-him that the matter had been re-him that the matter had been re-him that the matter had been re-
solvedsolvedsolvedsolvedsolved.

On the eve of the 1999 election,
Saravanan and his entourage
came to the village (for the first visit
since he was elected) and once
again (in the presence of
Govindan) he promised to resolve
the matter within three months if
he was re-elected. He asked the
people to leave the matter entirely
in his hands and not send letters
to or contact any other parties. He
also got the PWD to pave the dirt
road leading to the village.

After much deliberation, the vil-
lagers agreed to his rather unu-
sual request and waited for a re-
sponse from him. They discovered
to their chagrin that only
Govindan’s house in the village
received electricity supply after
the elections.

Saravanan refused to respond to
all their letters and refused to
have a meeting with them. He
also found a new issue to vilify
the villagers; that they refused
to pay for the water supplied by
the two PWD standpipes. He
never explained that the PWD
did not instal water meters, nor
send water bills nor put in place
any mechanism to determine
how much water each house-
hold consumed.

The villagers finally realized that
they had been hoodwinked a sec-

ond time and wrote to the Menteri
Besar. To their surprise, the new
Menteri Besar, Datuk Seri Syed
Razak actually replied to their let-
ter indicating that action would
be taken. However, Saravanan in-
tervened in the process again, mis-
led the Menteri Besar’s Office and
laid the blame squarely on the vil-
lagers.

The villagers decided to go to
Wisma Darul Aman for a fourth
time in December 2001 in an at-
tempt to meet the Menteri Besar
directly and to highlight the link
between Saravanan and
Govindan. Again they did not
succeed but met with his senior
officials who have agreed to in-
tervene. They also discovered
from the Menteri Besar’s officials
that Govindan was actually plan-
ning to evict them to develop a
housing project in the village!

Saravanan in the meantime is ex-
tremely agitated that the villagers
have gone to the Menteri Besar’s
office to complain against him
and made veiled threats in the
press that water supply to the
standpipes would be discon-
nected.

Predictably, his public statements
blame the villagers. And in an at-
tempt to distance himself from the
situation, he says that the State
government cannot intervene un-
less “the squatters resolve their prob-
lem with the landowner”. True to
form, he has not mentioned any-
thing at all about his friend’s
plans to develop the land nor
does he think that it is his respon-
sibility as the elected representa-
tive to ensure that the people af-
fected by the development receive
adequate compensation and alter-
native housing.

A Big Let-down

KKM  (Community Devel-KKM  (Community Devel-KKM  (Community Devel-KKM  (Community Devel-KKM  (Community Devel-
opment Group) is a grass-opment Group) is a grass-opment Group) is a grass-opment Group) is a grass-opment Group) is a grass-
roots support group work-roots support group work-roots support group work-roots support group work-roots support group work-
ing among marginaliseding among marginaliseding among marginaliseding among marginaliseding among marginalised
communities.communities.communities.communities.communities.

The villagers have now lost all
faith in Saravanan and are insist-
ing that the Menteri Besar handle
their issue directly. Not only has
Saravanan associated with
Govindan in misleading the State
government and the public, he has
also consistently defended
Govindan’s interests and his so-
called rights as a landowner.

It would appear that the MIC’s
self-proclaimed role as “cham-
pion of the Indian community” is
only for the well connected and
influential and not for poor villag-
ers without basic amenities. The
villagers have heeded Samy
Vellu’s advice in 1998 “to be hum-
ble as they are staying on the owner’s
land”.

In the same press statement, Samy
Vellu said that he knew Govindan
and “will direct him to meet the vil-
lagers” saying “I know what to do
with him if he refuses to do this”.

Now, more than three years later,
they have realized that their hu-
mility has been mistaken as a sign
of powerlessness. They have real-
ized that their struggle for water
and electricity has become a fight
for their homes and their very
right to live in Sungei Getah 2.
Unfortunately, their elected repre-
sentatives and the very people
who claim to defend their inter-
ests are aligned against them in
this fight. q
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e, the Malaysian Con-
sultative Council of Bud-
dhism, Christianity,
Hinduism and Sikhism

view with great concern and
alarm the recent developments in
the country, the statement of the
Honourable Prime Minister that
Malaysia is already a model Is-
lamic State and Parti Islam
Semalaysia (PAS) about to issue
its version of an Islamic State for
Malaysia and therefore wish to
reiterate our DECLARATION ON
FREEDOM OF RELIGION OR BE-
LIEF AND ON THE ELIMINA-
TION OF INTOLERANCE AND
OF DISCRIMINATION BASED
ON RELIGION OR BELIEF first
adopted and released to the pub-
lic on 22 June 1988.

When Malaya and later Malaysia
was founded there was a social
contract among the different com-
munities of different races and re-
ligions on the type of constitution
the country shall be governed by.
Such social contract was then en-
shrined in our Constitution and
cannot be changed without con-
sultation and consent of all the
communities that make up Malay-
sia.

Both the Federation of Malaya
Constitutional Commission 1956
- 1957 (commonly known as the
Reid Commission) and the Com-
mission of Enquiry, North Borneo

and Sarawak, 1962 (commonly
known as the Cobbold Commis-
sion) have reported that the posi-
tion of Islam being the religion of
the Federation shall not imply that
Malaya and Malaysia is not a
secular state.  In other words, Ma-
laya and Malaysia is a secular
state.  The Reid Commission is the
body that framed and drafted the
Constitution of the Federation of
Malaya after consulting all the
communities of Malaya while the
Cobbold Commission was formed
to seek the views of the communi-
ties of Sabah and Sarawak.

The Constitution of our country
provides that the Constitution is
the supreme law of the country
and any law passed which is in-
consistent with the Constitution
shall to the extent of the inconsist-
ency be void.  State legislatures

may only pass laws with regard
to any of the matters enumerated
in the State List of the Ninth Sched-
ule of the Constitution, of which
Syariah Law, applicable to per-
sons professing the religion of Is-
lam, is one of the matters.  Hence
State Legislatures and Parliament
in respect of the Federal Territo-
ries derive their authority to make
such laws from the Constitution.

In 1988, we deemed it necessary
to come out with a declaration.
More than thirteen years later, we
are of the view the situation has
become worse and therefore find
it appropriate to reiterate our
stand and urge the Federal and
all State Governments to respect
the rights of every person to free-
dom of religion and recognise that
Malaysia is constitutionally a
secular State.

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM

Reaffirming Freedom
Of  Religion

Most Reverend Anthony Soter Fernandez, D.D.
President

Malaysian Consultative Council of Buddhism, Christianity,
Hinduism and Sikhism

31 January 2002
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 am of the opinion that
Malaysians are now
mature enough to read
and then make proper

assessment of the news or state-
ments that appear in the Press.
One of the observations that was
made recently by the Committee
to Protect Journalists (CPJ) (1999
“Attacks on the Press” Report)
stated that:

“On May 3, World Press Freedom
Day, 581 journalists presented an
unprecedented petition to Deputy
Prime Minister and Home Affairs
Minister Abdullah Ahmad
Badawi, calling for an end to pub-
lishing restrictions. ‘I shall read it.
I will let you know,’ Abdullah told
the group. It was the last they
heard from him on the matter.

Also on World Press Freedom Day
CPJ announced it was putting
Prime Minister Mahathir
Mohamad on its list of the 10
Worst Enemies of the Press
in1999. CPJ cited Mahathir’s
stranglehold on the Mainstream
media, as well as the Mahathir
government’s efforts to stifle the
handful of opposition organs that
are allowed to publish.”

The Honourable Prime Minister
always has an answer to every
problem or question. In this re-
gard, Dr. Mahathir had clarified
the doubts and instituted the

policy way back in 1985 via his
keynote address at the Opening
of the World Press Convention in
Kuala Lumpur on 18 Sept 1985.
His address reflected the percep-
tual and conceptual position of
several government officials
within the region as evident in the
title “The social role of the Mass
Media”.

It is useful to remember that in PP
v Ooi Kee Saik (1971), 2 MLJ 108,
Raja Azlan Shah J (as HRH then
was) said, “The right to freedom
of speech is simply the right
which everyone has to say, write
or publish what he pleases so long
as he does not commit a breach of
the law”. About 15 years later,
HRH Sultan Azlan Shah, Sultan
of Perak, reckoned that although
the free speech right in Article
10(1a) does not mention the Right
to Information, the fundamental
right would be meaningless if the
public lack the necessary informa-
tion on which they could express
their views. (“The Right to Know “
[1987] I MLJ ccxxxvi – ccxlv, Pub-
lic Lecture delivered at USM,
Penang, on Dec. 19, 1986.)

Some of you may remember Frank
Vogl (voglcom@aol.com) [of Trans-
parency International, and Infor-
mation and Public Affairs Direc-
tor at the World Bank 1981-1990]
who recommended the establish-
ment of a well-funded, independ-

ent judicial system. He noted,
“Without independent judges
earning decent incomes, and cou-
rageous public prosecutors, we
will not see the media doing its
job, however well-intentioned
owners and editors may be.”

Islam does not permit the curtail-
ment of information. On the con-
trary, to seek knowledge is an ar-
ticle of Faith. Not only the seek-
ing, but also the use of truth is pre-
scribed. The Prophet Muhammad
(pbuh) was quoted as saying, “The
best form of jihad (struggle) is to
utter a word of truth to a tyranni-
cal ruler.” And according to the
Holy Qur’an (Verse 148 of Chap-
ter 4), the only restrictions on free-
dom of speech is the utterance “of
evil words, except by one who has
been wronged.” In addition, the
Islamic notion of syurah (the build-
ing of consensus) that is achieved
through discussions and debate
presupposes the faithful as hav-
ing proper information.

MEDIA

Why politicians fear information and knowledge

by Dato’ Syed Ahmad Idid

IIIII

The One-eyed Man Is King
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Is there freedom to utter words,
express oneself and publish
thoughts, ideas and views in Ma-
laysia? DYMM Sultan Azlah
Shah’s edict, both as a judge and
ruler, had not taken roots. It would
be instructive to note that the fol-
lowing Acts or Regulations seem
to have entangled people in the
media:

1 .1 .1 .1 .1 . Printing Presses and Publica-Printing Presses and Publica-Printing Presses and Publica-Printing Presses and Publica-Printing Presses and Publica-
tions Act, 1984 (Act 301).tions Act, 1984 (Act 301).tions Act, 1984 (Act 301).tions Act, 1984 (Act 301).tions Act, 1984 (Act 301). PP v
Pung Chen choon (1994) I MLJ
566.  In Pakistan, this is the
Press and Registration of
Books Act, 1867.

2.2.2.2.2. Official Secrets Act, 1972 (ActOfficial Secrets Act, 1972 (ActOfficial Secrets Act, 1972 (ActOfficial Secrets Act, 1972 (ActOfficial Secrets Act, 1972 (Act
88).88).88).88).88). See Aliran (1990), Issues of
the Mahathir Years.

3 .3 .3 .3 .3 . Sedition Act, 1948Sedition Act, 1948Sedition Act, 1948Sedition Act, 1948Sedition Act, 1948.  Mark
Koding v PP (1982) 2 MLJ 120.

4.4.4.4.4. Internal Security ActInternal Security ActInternal Security ActInternal Security ActInternal Security Act.
5 .5 .5 .5 .5 . Evidence Act 1950Evidence Act 1950Evidence Act 1950Evidence Act 1950Evidence Act 1950 (See Sec-

tions 123 and 124. Compare
B.A. Rao and Ors v Sapuran Kaur
and & Anor (1978) 2 MLJ 146
and Takong Tabari… Jeffery
Satuk Gabaar v Govt. of Sarawak
(1995) 1 CLJ 403 (1994)3 AMR
2768 .

6.6.6.6.6. Police Act 1967 (Act 344).Police Act 1967 (Act 344).Police Act 1967 (Act 344).Police Act 1967 (Act 344).Police Act 1967 (Act 344). The
Police will regulate, restrict or
prevent assemblies or gather-
ings. Hence, nobody could
speak at “illegal” spots. (Arti-
cle 10(1)(b) Section 27(8),
Madhavan nair v PP (1975) 2
MLJ 264, P. Patto v CPO Perak &
Ors (1986) 2 MLJ 204 and other
latest cases.

7.7.7.7.7. Penal CodePenal CodePenal CodePenal CodePenal Code. See Pakistan’s Ch.
Zahur Illahi v Zulfikar Ali
Bhutto which held that if the
Prime Minister’s speech preju-
diced pending proceedings or
contained veiled threats to the
Court, that amounted to con-
tempt of Court.

8.8.8.8.8. Defamation Act, 1957Defamation Act, 1957Defamation Act, 1957Defamation Act, 1957Defamation Act, 1957. See
Shaila Koshy’s “Not Courts
Fault – Rais: Judges award
what they feel is proper in defa-
mation suits”. (The Star, April

3, 2000). Several Singapore
opposition figures had been
politically destroyed by defa-
mation suits. (Sunday Star, Nov.
4, 2001, “Down Under”). The
Philippines libel case of
BORJAL v Court of Appeals
(1999) GR No. 126466 Jan. 4,
1999 is instructive and US Su-
preme Court’s New York Times v
Sullivan 376. US 254 (1964),
p.18.

9.9.9.9.9. Legal Profession Act 1976Legal Profession Act 1976Legal Profession Act 1976Legal Profession Act 1976Legal Profession Act 1976. See
“Sivarasa allowed to file pa-
pers for Bar elections” (The
Star, 31 Oct 2001).

1 0 .There are other Acts that seem
to stifle attempts to search for
information. Refer to
Malaysian CommunicationsMalaysian CommunicationsMalaysian CommunicationsMalaysian CommunicationsMalaysian Communications
and Multimedia Commissionand Multimedia Commissionand Multimedia Commissionand Multimedia Commissionand Multimedia Commission
Act, 1998 (Act 589)Act, 1998 (Act 589)Act, 1998 (Act 589)Act, 1998 (Act 589)Act, 1998 (Act 589). See related
Acts thereunder. See article on
“The Challenges and Possible
Remedies of the 1998 Act” in
the Malayan Law Journal (2000)
4 MLJ clxxxii.

Why do politicians fear informa-
tion and knowledge? Simply put,
it is the ancient belief in “The One
Eyed Person in the Land of the
Blind becomes King”.

Since mid-1996, tremendous
changes have taken place. Thanks
to information, knowledge
gained, and data retrieved, many
outside of the Government have
achieved doctorates, business
acumen, political savvy and PR
expertise. If the Government is
unable to better the trend, it can
lose more seats. Just like the Brit-
ish, our Malaysians are also tough
(except for those who are greedy
for money and luxuries and want
leisure and pleasure).

The media can be free or be cur-
tailed, restricted, controlled or
even suppressed. Our environ-

ment is not yet like that in Latin
American democracies where
from 1990, “2,000 media employ-
ees have been killed, 100 of them
in Columbia, Guatemala and
Mexico (Mafia, drug traffickers
and other criminals often abetted
by politicians, the police and ju-
dicial authorities have taken over
the job of silencing curious report-
ers).

In September, Canadian journal-
ist Murray Hiebert’s two-year bat-
tle to avoid jail sentence ended
when the Far Eastern Economic Re-
view correspondent was sen-
tenced to six weeks in prison (he
served four weeks) for a story he
wrote that was critical of the
Malaysian judicial process. Ma-
laysia thus became the first Com-
monwealth country in 50 years to
have jailed a reporter for contempt,
sparking international condem-
nation.

The other danger is that newspa-
pers, TV and other media are
owned by interested parties. Usu-
ally governments want only their
view to be conveyed or aired. But
if they cannot own the media,
their political parties can buy
them. And in this way the ruling
party can impress upon the read-
ers, listeners and audience their
ideology and agendas.

In a seminar on the role of the press
in Malaysia in Kuala Lumpur on
17 June 1974, opposition politi-
cian Tan Chee Khoon had fore-
seen that “UMNO mengawal
akhbar kita melalui pihak ketiga”
(UMNO controls our press
through third parties), and even
then said that Pernas “cuba
membeli saham akhbar Cina
tempatan seperti Sin Chew Jit Poh
dan Nanyang Siang Pau” (is trying
to buy shares in local Chinese
newspapers such as Sin Chew Jit
Poh and Nanyang Siang Pau).

Twin Dangers
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Since I quoted the late opposi-
tion figure, I now quote former
Information Minister Dato (now
Tan Sri) Mohamed Rahmat at
the opening of a seminar on
“Asian Values in Journalism”
on 24 Aug 1995. He said, “Me-
dia organizations are being
swallowed up whole by corpo-
rations whose only loyalty is to
the bottom line.” The serious
danger is that the journalist
must ask himself or herself
whether he/she is willing to
subscribe to the values of the
Boardroom rather than the
newsroom. It is perhaps wise to
recall the words of US Supreme
Court Justice Louis Brandeis
who noted: “We can have de-
mocracy or we can have the con-
centration of great wealth in the
hands of the few. We cannot
have both.”

The sum total of our discussion is
that the more progressive we want
to be, the more open (or free) we
must be with sharing information.
Isn’t knowledge like cow-dung?
If we “menabur” (sow) it, it helps
seeds to sprout and plants to
grow! The days of Goebbels are
over though during wars so many
lies via all sources are bandied
about. Truth is sacrificed. But be-
tween an elected government and
the citizens, a smooth exchange
of information and data is essen-
tial. The press and other media
have to be credible and the popu-
lation at large must be sufficiently
educated to be able to assess and
make proper analyses and deci-
sions.

The Constitution is the promise of

C o n c l u s i o n s

Dato Syed Ahmad Idid is aDato Syed Ahmad Idid is aDato Syed Ahmad Idid is aDato Syed Ahmad Idid is aDato Syed Ahmad Idid is a
former judge of the Highformer judge of the Highformer judge of the Highformer judge of the Highformer judge of the High
Court (Borneo and Malaya).Court (Borneo and Malaya).Court (Borneo and Malaya).Court (Borneo and Malaya).Court (Borneo and Malaya).

Be Fair In Reporting
By-election Campaign

harter 2000, a Malaysian
citizens’ media initia-
tive, takes note of Deputy
Prime Minister Abdul-

lah Badawi’s reminder to the lo-
cal media of the importance of ‘in-
tegrity, honesty and fairness’ in
their coverage of current develop-
ments.

His reminder is nothing new
and is likely to pass unheeded.
The principles he mentioned are
of course essential for media
credibility. But we regret that
they are not being put into prac-
tice by the mainstream media.
Their coverage of the ongoing
Indera Kayangan by-election
campaign, for instance, has
been totally biased, one-sided
and unjust.

a better tomorrow and its observ-
ance is the concerted activity of all
voters and families acting under
a disciplined and professional
Executive, always protected by an
impartial Judiciary.

So long as laws are used to pro-
tect the Nation (and not misused
for political or partisan pur-
poses), then the little informa-
tion essentially required for se-
curity must be kept secret. I am
of the opinion that everyone
with nothing to hide will not
hide it. Both locals and foreign-
ers alike will accept, under-
stand and appreciate this.

The media, both print and elec-
tronic, have shamelessly ignored
their social obligation to report
fairly and truthfully. Their use of
information and communications
technology (ICT) and state-of-the-
art printing facilities certainly
cannot compensate for their lack
of credibility and fairness in re-
porting.

Sufficient space must be given to
views and opinions that also rep-
resent the interests and concerns
of  ‘diverse social and political
backgrounds’.

We demand that the mainstream
media provide fair and balanced
coverage of the Indera Kayangan
by-election campaign. The media
must report fairly not only on the

Barisan Nasional’s campaign but
also on the opposition’s. Only in
this way can the playing field be
considered level.

Television stations too must
avoid biased and distorted cov-
erage of events. Local television
stations must stop distorting
what the opposition stands for.
They must also stop showing
the clip that mischievously as-
sociates the Taliban of Afghani-
stan with the Malaysian politi-
cal opposition.

The media should stop mocking
the intelligence of ordinary citi-
zens through the use of crass
propaganda that reveals a men-
tality that is vehemently opposed
to fairplay and justice.

Joint Coordinators
Charter 2000

16 January 2002

q
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In not so many years past, we
have seen the emergence of
“Reaganomics” associated with
former American president
Ronald Reagan while the Iron
Lady across the Atlantic those
days gave birth to “Thatcherism”.
Here in Malaysia, a professor of
economics at a local university,
with no hint of irony, proposed the
new field of “Mahathirnomics”.
This is quite well taken except I
would suggest the more mne-
monic term Mahanomics. Truly, the

Malaysian premier has over the
years through sheer constancy of
thought, perseverance of purpose
and steadfastness of practice
crafted a species of Malaysian eco-
nomics that bears a uniqueness
which can only be associated with
the man.

Early in the days of his premier-
ship, he tilted the country East-
wards with the policy called
“Look East”. He even succeeded
in marrying Japanese work ethics
with Islamic economics, as wit-
nessed by the setting up of the Is-
lamic Bank and various other Is-
lamic institutions, under his tute-
lage. Mahathir is also among the
foremost proponents of “Asian
values” in which the economics
pertain to a rejection of Western
institutions such as the IMF.
Wasn’t it Mahathir who has taken
up the cudgels against the impo-
sition of excessive IMF
conditionalities in the Asian fi-
nancial crisis and spurred the
movement toward a new financial
architecture for the world
economy.

Yes, Malaysians, it’s time to hon-

our our premier with the creation
and anointment of a new aca-
demic discipline of Mahanomics!
We should also have Universiti
Malaya’s economics faculty con-
fer an economics prize for
Mahanomics every year. Perhaps
we could make it attractive
enough for renown foreign econo-
mists from abroad to compete for
the award and in time to come it
would rival the Nobel Prize. We’ll
call it the Maha Prize for econom-
ics.

Let me now proceed to show you
how Mahanomics continues to
reign supreme in the manner in
which Malaysia deals with eco-
nomic problems today.

The first matter that springs to
mind is the protean MAS rescue
efforts. The latest move is a clas-
sic maneuver of Mahanomics.
Many, many moons ago the gov-
ernment rescued MAS from its
erstwhile CEO Tajudin Ramli  by
buying his RM3-plus shares at
RM8. Since that rescue and all the
restructuring and hiking up of
airfares, et cetera, we are now told
that the MAS debt has ballooned

M a h a n o m i c s

Q Q Q Q Q

Private Profits,
Publ i c  Debt  –

All Over Again!

Time to create a new academic discipline:
Mahanomics

MAS rescue a classic maneuver of
Mahanomics.
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to some RM9.2 billion! Note, my
dear reader, that’s some nine thou-
sand million Ringgit. Hardly any-
one bats an eyelid now when as-
tronomical debt figures are re-
vealed. What is the difference be-
tween 3 or 9 billions – same
number of zeros! I recall that
when Tajuddin unloaded MAS on
the Government, the debt stood
only around M2.7 million. So
what’s the plan, now?

The new plan would result in the
Ministry of Finance (MOF) own-
ing 100% equity in MAS, from
29% now. The other prominent
shareholders, Pension Fund, EPF
and the public will now hold 51%
of shares to be issued to a new
company (Newco) yet to be given
a definite name. The new ‘private
limited’ will be given MAS’ prof-
itable undertakings and will in-
stantly be relieved of its debts, to
be fully taken over by MOF.
Wouldn’t one call this a master-
stroke of Mahanomics? You may
want to ask, who eventually pays
for the RM9.2 billion? Surely not
Tajuddin Ramli or anyone cur-
rently responsible for MAS, like
CEO Md. Nor Yusof. Instead, the
MOF is supposed to buy the carri-
er's properties and aircraft and
lease them back to the airline. It’ll
be a huge debt that will stay with
you and me – the Malaysian tax-
payer – for life and beyond. If you
were smart, you’d line up for a
stake in the Newco, the alleged
money-making arm of MAS. But
then again, who’s to know it won’t
go down the tubes like before?

Malaysia’s copious employment

of foreign labour can also be seen
as an important aspect of
Mahanomics. For a relatively
small country of some 23 million,
we now have guest workers (a
wonderful euphemism!) number-
ing anywhere upwards to 2 mil-
lion, legal and illegal. Latest sta-
tistics show that foreign residents
now exceed the Indian minority
in Malaysia. And now, with a de-
clining Chinese population to
others (only some 26%), it may
well be that in the future, non-In-
dian and non-Chinese minorities
of larger number will come to
populate Malaysia.

Be that as it may, we now seem to
have a “problem” of foreign la-
bour blown up daily in our me-
dia. Moves to revoke the PR sta-
tus of Indonesian workers in par-
ticular have become a hot issue af-
ter incidents where rioting broke
out in a textile factory in Nilai.
Another incident supposedly in-
volved Achehnese at an Indone-
sian bazaar at Kampung Manis
in Sepang.

The fact of the matter is that the
recent prosperity of Malaysia has
been due to the influx of guest
workers.

Let me try to apply a bit of
Mahanomics here. In the boom
years of the nineties just prior to
1997, guest workers came by the
droves especially from Indone-
sians because we had a labour
shortage or full employment situ-
ation in the Malaysian economy.
These workers filled the vacancies
in the industrial and plantation
sectors, while allowing
Malaysians to move up the scale
into the service sector and to con-
tinue increasing their numbers in
the professions. Domestic helpers

or maids freed many a housewife
from the chores of homemaking
and allowed for the ballooning of
double-income families. A figure
of 567,000 was cited in a local
daily as the total number of Indo-
nesian guest workers currently,
down from about 900,000 in boom
days. To cut a long  story short, all
of this meant that the GDP grew
by leaps and bounds. By the look
of things even post 1997-crisis,
Malaysia continues to employ
large numbers of guest workers to
keep its economy bubbling, if not
really growing. This is the plus
side of Mahanomics – keep foreign
workers when you need them, re-
trench them when you don’t.

But there’s a downside. When
times are bad or economic condi-
tions decline as they have today,
the first people to lose their jobs
and what little security they have
will be guest workers. Could one
blame these workers for feeling
totally exploited? And now it
seems all too convenient to  expel
foreign labour on the grounds of
minor incidents of protest and
unrest, some of which could well
be justified given the shoddy treat-
ment of many of these workers by
Malaysian employers. A more
ethical Mahanomics would re-
quire strict adherence to legal con-
tracts for guest workers where the
obligations of both parties are
clearly spelled out. Malaysia has
yet to develop a proper overall
scheme for guest workers, allow-
ing for basic labour rights. Do we
see a prospective Maha Prize win-
ner here, soon?

Moving on, we notice recently

Q Q Q Q Q

Guest Worke r s  –
Use Them,

Expel Them!

Q Q Q Q Q

Team A / Team B
Political Syndrome
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how the political disease of Team
A versus Team B has infected vir-
tually all Malaysian political par-
ties, be they in the government or
opposition. The syndrome had its
genesis in the mid-eighties when
UMNO provided us with the
mother of all Team A –Team B con-
flicts. This was when Ku Li chal-
lenged Che Det and was defeated
by a razor-thin vote for presidency
which wags till today argue was
“manipulated”. Team B became
Semangat 46 and the rest is his-
tory – sort of.

The syndrome has continued into
the nineties and manifested itself
in the Anwar episode and the for-
mation of Parti KeADILan. PKN
itself seems to now have a Team
A-Team B problem with the sug-
gestion that the ABIM group has
been marginalized in the latest
episode of internal bickering. The
DAP has also similar problems
up till today basically revolving
around the dominant personality
of Lim Kit Siang.

However, the party that has emu-
lated UMNO par excellence is the
MCA. Problems have been brew-
ing at the top levels of leadership
since Ling Liong Sik’s ruse of

briefly withdrawing as party
leader not so long ago and his
bouncing back since then. In any
case, the lines have now been
clearly drawn between the Ling
Team A and its factions and the
Lim-Chua-Chan Team  B. In a
move clearly orchestrated by Team
A in the run-up to the party con-
gress in June this year, members'
lists have been vetted and scruti-
nised to prepare all and sundry
for a Battle Royale. If you’re a
punter, put your bet on Team A.
The reasoning is simple, UMNO
is MCA’s role model.

In the most recent episode of Team
A /Team B outbursts, east of the
Peninsula, we have two “chiefs”
declaring themselves as president
of the Parti Bersatu Rakyat Sabah
(PBRS), Joseph Kurup, the incum-
bent, and Jeffrey Kitingan, the al-
legedly aggrieved, deposed
deputy leader. The party congress
turned into a fiasco when
Kitingan’s group took over the
meeting and elected him as presi-
dent. Meanwhile, assemblymen
aligned to Kurup re-elected him
in their own meeting. A royal
mess!! Needless to say the matter
will have to be resolved in the
courts. This reminds me of an old
Malaysian ditty:

Court, court, court, my darling
Court is not a joke
If you want to challenge me, darling
Come to the Supreme Court!

But jokes aside, there’s a simple
explanation as to why Malaysian
politics is continually plagued
with the Team A/Team B disor-
der. It can be summed up in one
phrase  — politics based on per-
sonalities. Malaysian political
culture is essentially immature
and allows for a politics where

issues and concerns based on
genuine intellectual differences
are absent. This is especially true
of the mainstream parties, which
are usually no more than vehicles
for strong personalities camou-
flaging as champions of ethnic
groups. Worse, the syndrome
leads inevitably to cronyism;
when you have a Team A and a
Team B in a party, need we imag-
ine how spoils will be divided?

The controversy raging across the
Straits of Johor over the  Singapore
government’s ban on the tudung
in schools has clearly irked many
Muslims on this side of the  Straits.
The issue has become public be-
cause four Muslim primary
schoolgirls opted to don the
tudung to school. At the time of
writing three girls (or could we
say, their parents) continue to defy
the ruling. They are being per-
suaded to follow the ruling or
abandon formal schooling. One
may opt for home schooling.

Muslim groups are perhaps justi-
fied in criticising the imposition
of a “secular” dress code on those
who would for religious reasons
prefer a “non-secular” dress code.
One could argue that it’s every-
one’s right to choose their own
form of dress as long as this does
not obstruct the process of learn-
ing or education. However, one
does have to make a distinction
between public and private
schools. Public schools are ad-
ministered by the government of
the day which in practice can and
will introduce various regulations
with regard to dress code and

Q Q Q Q Q

Tu Dung
Or Not Tu Dung?

Ku Li defeated by a razor-thin vote for
UMNO presidency
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other matters. The Singapore state,
having a multicultural popula-
tion (and presumably multicul-
tural policies) has chosen to im-
pose such a ruling on public
schools and this is clearly within
its jurisdiction.

Malaysian Minister for Women
and Social Development
Shahrizat Jalil grudgingly ac-
cepted the right of the Singapore
authorities to make such a ruling
though she disagrees with it. Logi-
cally for Muslims in Singapore
who dislike such a dress code,
they should then opt for private
or home schooling.

But let me now turn to Malaysia.
Isn’t it a practice in all public
schools today that Muslim girls
should also be free to choose
whether they don the tudung or
not? However, Muslim girls gen-
erally have to dress in a baju
kurung. Increasingly of course so-
cial pressure has meant that most
Muslim girls will don the tudung
as well. Even though we don’t
impose absolute rules, society,
such as it is, tends to do the need-
ful. Thus the freedom of most
Muslim girls or their parents to
choose a more “secular” dress
form has virtually disappeared in
these days of high religiosity.

Would it be too much to ask for a
free choice of dressing with some
reasonable guidelines as is prac-
tised in many liberal countries
now? That way, those want to
don tudung, can do so and those
who don’t, do not. The current fet-
ish for uniforms is indicative of a
rigid uniformity with little room
for flexibility.

D.L. Daun.

Looks like the big guns in the gov-
ernment sector were very much in
a hurry to pledge their loyalty to
the government of the day by sign-
ing their Akujanji. Recently, we
saw on TV heads of departments
signing their pledge without bat-
ting an eye.  Worse still, the top
brass of the armed forces were also
seen signing their pledge.

As if not to be outdone, the vice
Chancellors of the country's pub-
lic universities hurriedly assem-
bled in KL to sign their pledges in
the presence of the Education
Minister.  Of course, subsequently
this pledge will have to be forced
on the lecturers as well as stu-
dents.

What has become the bone of con-
tention here is whether the pledge
of loyalty should be made to the
government of the day, or in the
name of the King and country?
After all, governments come and
go (at least in the cases of Kelantan
and Terengganu).  And govern-
ments can also do things that run
against the collective interests of
the rakyat and of the country.

But why this Akujanji business?
Well, it boils down to a govern-
ment that feels insecure in the face
of growing resentment among the
people, especially after the Anwar
saga.  So this is a mechanism that
it intends to use to force a pledge
of loyalty to the government, no
matter how contrived the janji is.
This also explains the promise of
UMNO Youth to come up with a
list of `naughty'  lecturers and stu-
dents.  It even suggested, as con-
curred by certain vice chancellors,
that students should spy on their
lecturers and that these ̀ loyal' stu-

A k u j a n j i
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A Wiff Of Fresh Air
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dents would be assured of their
confidentiality and safety.  Boy,
what a way to run universities.
Academic excellence anyone?

Have you sensed that wiff of fresh
air amidst us?  Have you watched
your TV and noticed the differ-
ence?  And have you been read-
ing your newspapers with per-
haps a little more interest since it's
a little less predictable?

Yes, he's on leave.  And for a whole
month.  Turn on the TV chances
are nobody will be lecturing us
tonight. Yes, Rais is trying hard to
imitate his master's voice but he's
a poor imitation.

Why you might be able to catch
Najib over the air.  Wonder what's
become of him.  Maybe they'll give
us a dose of Samy?  Or KY Lim?
Better them for a change I reckon.

But Pak Lah had better watch his
steps and what he says.  The last
three deputies were also given a
chance to act PM and look what
has become of all of them?  In this
regard, Pak Lah should keep in
mind the advice Musa offered him
when he first assumed the depu-
ty's post.  Remember, Musa de-
clared, that you're just "number
two", not the incoming "number
one" and never ever part of a two-
some as in "the 2-M government".
At some point musa had thought
he was one of the 2-Ms and he
couldn't have fallen faster.

So no holiday for you Pak Lah.  Be
on guard if you know what's good
for you.

Q Q Q Q Q



Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(1) Page 23

exnews Berhad, prima-
rily a jewellery company,
is reportedly planning to
move into the media

business via a proposed acquisi-
tion of the troubled daily, The Sun,
and the business weekly, The
Edge.

The acquisition of The Sun was
said to be valued at RM40 million
while The Edge at RM14 million.
Under this new corporate arrange-
ment, business bigwig Tan Sri
Vincent Tan Chee Yioun, who
controls The Sun media group,
will be appointed as chairperson
of Nexnews while Nexnews’ chief
executive officer (CEO), former
banker Tong Kooi Ong, will be the
deputy chairperson as well as
CEO (NST Business section, B1, 23
Jan. 2002).

This takeover is expected to pro-
vide the necessary financial shot
in the arm to the apparently finan-
cially weakened tabloid. The Sun
management had recently re-
trenched more than 40 of its edi-
torial staff in a move that was pur-
portedly aimed at reducing oper-
ating costs and overall corporate
expenditure. The Sun was reported
to have incurred a loss of RM200
million over the years.

While the financial burden borne
by The Sun management is gener-

ally appreci-
ated, certain
quarters, in-
cluding some of
the daily’s jour-
nalists, how-
ever, nursed
s u s p i c i o n s .
They felt that
the company’s
financial woes
had provided
an excellent op-
portunity and
excuse for the
management to
retrench a
number of ‘recalcitrant’ journal-
ists who might have ruffled feath-
ers with their reporting.

The acquisition could lead to The
Edge lending a helping hand by,
for instance, sharing its pool of
writers and journalists with The
Sun, which could be a means of
cutting costs though it could
stretch resources in The Edge. At
the very least, this would help The
Sun overcome its current depend-
ency on Bernama, the national
news agency, for much of its news
coverage of local and national
events and developments.

So would this proposed acquisi-
tion auger well for journalism in
The Sun in particular and in the
Malaysian press in general? The

takeover is bound to raise fears
that the ownership of the nation’s
mainstream media is becoming
increasingly concentrated in the
hands of a few, especially those
who are close to the powers that
be.

Such concentration would also
narrow down the choice of main-
stream English language dailies
to three, minus the business pub-
lications available in the market.
And this situation would be made
even worse should The Sun be
downgraded to a ‘breezier’ tab-
loid, as has been predicted by cer-
tain media observers.

Some cynics have even argued
that such a corporate measure is
being made in preparation for the

MEDIA

After The Sun Takeover
Increasing concentration of media ownership

by Mustafa K. Anuar
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next general election to ensure that
the mainstream press’ coverage
would remain “Barisan Nasional-
friendly” to a large degree - which
means that ‘editorial aberrations’
would not be tolerated.

In real terms, given the bitter ex-
perience of the sacked Sun jour-
nalists, this corporate move sug-
gests that journalism in the re-
vamped Sun may not necessarily
improve Malaysian journalism,
particularly investigative journal-
ism, nor would it result in a more
balanced treatment of issues.

Given the politics of the media
and especially of the Malaysian
media, when the interests of the
media owners often coincide with
those of the powers that be, unfa-
vourable reports pertaining to
those interests are likely to be
heavily edited, if not spiked com-
pletely.

Worse, the journalists concerned
are often left to fend for themselves
if and when their reporting ap-
pears to threaten those interests.

That is why the controversy sur-
rounding the retrenchment of The
Sun journalists should not be seen
merely as a bread-and-butter is-
sue, as the National Union of Jour-
nalists seems inclined to do. For
the shabby treatment of the jour-
nalists by the management has
wider implications for the social
and professional standing of
Malaysian journalists as well as
for press freedom in the country.q

Mustafa K. Anuar, joint-Mustafa K. Anuar, joint-Mustafa K. Anuar, joint-Mustafa K. Anuar, joint-Mustafa K. Anuar, joint-
coordinator of Chartercoordinator of Chartercoordinator of Chartercoordinator of Chartercoordinator of Charter
2000, a Citizens’ Media2000, a Citizens’ Media2000, a Citizens’ Media2000, a Citizens’ Media2000, a Citizens’ Media
InitiativeInitiativeInitiativeInitiativeInitiative

BN Govt Determined
To Strangle Dissent

liran is shocked that
there has been no let-up
in the use of the Internal
Security Act, which al-

lows indefinite detention without
trial, to crack down against the
Barisan Nasional’s political op-
ponents.

The government seems to be de-
termined to destroy whatever lit-
tle resistance there is to the BN’s
hegemony. It will come as no sur-
prise that the remnants of opposi-
tion leaders and vocal activists are
picked up and put away in the
near future for daring to speak out
against and stand up to the BN
government’s high-handed rule.

The sudden re-arrest this morn-
ing of Dr Badrul Amin Bahrom, a
40-year old motivational expert
linked to the opposition party,
Keadilan, is the latest sign that the
BN is riding roughshod over hu-
man rights and natural justice.

Badrul was first detained under
the ISA on 20 April last year and
then released on 3 November with
severe restrictions on his civil and
political rights.

He was scheduled to appear in
court on 5 March to find out if he
would be charged for violating
those restrictions.

Aliran fails to understand why he
should be sent back to the
Kamunting Detention Camp. If he
had violated any laws, he should
have been charged in court, where

he would have
had an opportu-
nity to defend
himself.

The BN govern-
ment’s use of the

ISA and its continued total disre-
gard for the rule of law shows that
it cannot tolerate any form of dis-
sent. It also reveals an increasingly
authoritarian streak.

This alarming tendency can been
seen in its latest attempt to curb
freedom of expression - the move
to extend the strict Printing
Presses and Publications Act to
cover the Internet. It shows that
the BN government is determined
to remove whatever little room
there is left for dissenting voices.

One wonders whether this clamp-
down is aimed at silencing criti-
cism of the government at a time
when several corporate scandals
have surfaced. The government
does not want to be held account-
able for these privatisation disas-
ters and therefore has to crush dis-
senting voices.

Let’s be clear: Mahathir is no
democrat. He is an authoritarian
leader who will brook no chal-
lenge or dissent from any quarter.
Malaysians should ask them-
selves what role they have played
in allowing this state of affairs to
continue.

Aliran Executive Committee
31 January 2002

Badrul’s Re-arrest

AAAAA
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“There are many people outside
my office, I think they are police-
men here to arrest me. My col-
league will call you later. Please
inform my father. Take care.”

Those were Tian Chua’s last
words before he was arrested on
10 April 2001. Five minutes later
Wai, Tian’s colleague, called and
told me Tian was arrested under
the Internal Security Act (ISA).

I asked him who those people
were, whether they had any proof
of identity and had shown any
warrant.

Wai told me Tian was taken away
by eight people but only one of
them was in police uniform. The
plainclothes police did not show

any proof of identity or document.
They only told Wai that Tian was
being arrested under the ISA and
told him to inform Tian’s family.

After the phonecall, I was com-
pletely lost. I was confused by the
loose procedure of the arrest. To
me, the police force is only an ex-
ecutive body of the legal system;
they have to operate according to
a set of legal procedures. The
Malaysian police do not seem to
be very familiar with this princi-
ple. If the police, being part of the
legal system, should fail to respect
the rule of law, how can we trust
them to defend law and order in
society?

Given such unprofessional prac-
tices, how can Malaysia claim to
be a modern state? How can its
leader claim to be the leader of other
developing countries? This confu-
sion was only the beginning; more
ridiculous things happened that
made me feel like I had been taken
back to a feudal society.

On 10 April, Tian disappeared. To
get more information of the arrest,
the families of other detainees and
I ran to the police station, the high
court and the national human
rights commission (Suhakam).

Sadly, despite all this effort, the
police would not release any in-
formation to us. We did not even
know where our family members
were. When I expressed my con-
cern over Tian’s health, the police
assured us that “all the detainees
are in good health”.

However, as everyone knew, Tian
had been beaten up at every ar-
rest since 1998. He has also suf-
fered from asthma attacks from
time to time. Nobody can assure
me of his well-being until I see him
for myself; but I was denied ac-
cess to him during the first 60 days
of the detention.

Like all other families of detain-
ees, our right of access to our loved
ones was taken away by the heart-
less authorities. The torture was
not only on the detainees but also
on the families.  Who will com-
pensate us for all this agony? The
police, the home affairs minister
or the prime minister?

After the arrest, the police accused
Tian and the other four ISA detain-
ees of ”allegedly planning to use

ISA

13 Hours In Airport Lock-up
Tian Chua's fiancee refused entry into Malaysia,
denied food and water and deported the next day

Even Murderers
Have A Right

To Lawyers

by Mabel Au



Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(1) Page 26

militant means and violent street
demonstrations to topple the gov-
ernment”. The police claimed that
they had strong evidence to back
the accusation, but they did not
charge the detainees in court.

Everywhere in the world, even
murderers have the right of access
to lawyers and a chance to defend
themselves in court. Doesn’t Tian,
a person who has never commit-
ted any crime but who has fought
for justice and democracy in soci-
ety, deserve a fair trial? Why are
the authorities so afraid of taking
Tian to court? Do they lack confi-
dence in the court or do they lack
confidence in themselves?

The Malaysian judicial system
has been disappointing. Univer-
sally, the court must be fair and
impartial. The job of the judge is
to listen to the statements of the
prosecutor and the defence law-
yer and then to make an impartial
judgement.

I had a very strange experience in
the Malaysian court, however. I
could not differentiate between
the judge and the prosecutor
when I was sitting in court to wit-
ness Tian and the other four ISA
detainees’ application for habeas
corpus.

The judge seemed more keen on
challenging our lawyer than the
prosecutor. How could we, ordi-
nary citizens, win in such a situa-
tion? Not surprisingly, our appli-
cation was dismissed. Having sat
in the Malaysian court, I felt sorry
for the Malaysians.

How can they live in a peaceful
society when they have to contend
with such people in the judicial

system? What would happen if
some day people lose confidence
in the courts and refuse to respect
law and order? Who would be re-
sponsible?

Since Tian was arrested and de-
tained, I have tried all means to
visit him. On 10 June 2001, 60 days
after his arrest, I finally managed
to visit him for the first and last
time.

As I am not a Malaysian citizen, I
cannot stay in Malaysia for more
than 30 days at any one time. Over
a month later, on 21 July 2001, I
flew from Hong Kong to Malay-
sia for the second visit, but the
Malaysian immigration denied
me entry.

After I demanded an explanation
several times, the immigration of-
ficer told me: “Your name is on our
list.  The computer shows that
your status is national security”.

I demanded to call my lawyer and
my embassy, the embassy of the
People’s Republic of China, but all
my demands were rejected. The
immigration then put me in the
lock-up at the airport for 13 hours.

I was denied water and food in
the lock-up. Luckily, other women
in the lock-up kindly shared their
water and food with me. Most of
the women were having various
immigration problems; all of them
had complaints about the
Malaysian immigration.

An Indonesian woman with tears
in her eyes complained that she
could not even make a phonecall

to her Malaysian employer to
prove her identity as a migrant
worker.

A pregnant Bangladeshi woman
felt sick as there was no furniture
in the lock-up and everybody had
to sleep on the hard floor.

Others alleged they had been
asked for bribe or that they had
been sexually harassed.

The Chinese women alleged they
were all slapped in the face once
they were brought to the lock-up.
They said to me: “I have never
imagined the situation in Malay-
sia can be as bad as what I experi-
enced in these few days. I can tell
you there are no human rights
here.”  Even a mainland Chinese
complained about the human
rights situation in Malaysia. How
ironic that is!

I was deported back to Hong Kong
the next day. As the prison au-
thority in Malaysia censors all
mail, I have not been able to com-
municate with Tian since then.

I have no regrets, however. The 13-
hour detention in Malaysia pro-
vided me with an opportunity to
experience the vulnerability of an
individual when the people in
power do not respect human rights.
Once again, it reaffirmed Tian’s
belief in the continuous struggle for
human rights and justice. He un-
derstood very clearly that he might
have to sacrifice his individual free-
dom to fight for his belief.

Being his girlfriend, I understood
this well. I remembered Tian ask-
ing me what I would do if he be-
came a political detainee one day.
My answer was: “I will continue

“ Your Status Is
National  Securi ty”
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with my work and my life as
usual. Then you do not have to
worry about me. You can do what-
ever you have to do for the
reformasi movement. Do you have
anything special you expect me to
do for you?”

Tian thought for awhile and said,
“Nothing. I believe you can take
care of yourself. I shall be happy
as long as you enjoy a happy life.”

My heart sinks whenever I recall
what he said. All I wish is that he
can keep up his spirit and stay in
good physical and psychological
health, in order to continue the
struggle.

After 30 April 2001, the opposition
parties, 75 (now 81) NGOs and the
families of ISA detainees formed a
committee and launched the AIM
— Abolish ISA Movement. During
the AIM campaign, I met a lot of
ISA ex-detainees. They were union-
ists, workers, students and NGO
activists. They came out to support
AIM and tell people about the tor-
ture they had experienced.

Their accounts of their personal
experience prove that the ISA is a
political tool to suppress the voice
of the people, by allowing the au-
thorities to detain anybody with-
out trial and without a time limit.
As an activist and on behalf of the
families of the detainees, I sin-
cerely invite people from all walks
of life to support the AIM cam-
paign.

Mabel Au Mabel Au Mabel Au Mabel Au Mabel Au works with the
Committee for Asian
Women,  Bangkok.

ISA A Political Tool

harter 2000 (A Malay-
sian citizens’ media ini-
tiative) views with deep
concern the recent sack-

ing of some 40 journalists and
other employees by the English-
language daily tabloid, The Sun.

The abrupt sacking of such a large
number of journalists is disturb-
ing. Among those sacked were
those who were promiment in ex-
pressing their displeasure over
the suspension of several key edi-
torial staff (following a controver-
sial Christmas Day front-page
story “Plot to Kill PM”) and the
delay in paying out staff bonuses.

To us, it appears that these jour-
nalists have been victimised for
having plucked up the courage to
picket and protest against the
management.

The Sun is third in terms of circula-
tion among the English-language
dailies, behind The Star and the
New Straits Times. Unlike The Star
and the NST, both of which are
linked to ruling coalition parties,
The Sun is owned by a firm control-
led by a well-connected tycoon.
Though all three are considered
mainstream, The Sun had pre-
sented a relatively broader range
of views and reported extensively
on a factional split within a party
in the ruling coalition.

The management’s high-handed
action will be seen as a warning
to other journalists that they will
have to pay a high price should
they decide to cross the line. Per-
haps this development should
also be seen in the light of the au-
thorities’ “toe-the-line-or-else”
policy towards civil servants.

But whatever the reason may be
for this high-handed action, sack-
ing journalists en masse is not the
way to go about it. In fact, it is
counterproductive and may even
seal the newspaper’s fate.

A newspaper can only build cred-
ibility if it reports accurately and
fairly while presenting a broad
range of views, including dissent-
ing opinions. Credibility cannot
be achieved overnight; it takes
years of painstaking work to
build. Cosmetic changes or the
hiring of journalists whose prin-
ciples are “flexible” cannot im-
prove the credibility of news re-
porting.

With this sorry episode, the fate of
mainstream media freedom in Ma-
laysia is almost sealed. The saga
of The Sun shows that even re-
motely independent journalism in
the mainstream media cannot be
tolerated - and therefore cannot
survive - in Malaysia.

The sacking of so many journal-
ists should be of utmost concern
not only to the National Union of
Journalists and other journalists
but also to all freedom-loving
Malaysians who cherish the right
to freedom of information.

Meanwhile, the prospects for the
“new” Sun look far from rosy. In-
deed, the daily could well find
that there is no more room under
the sun for yet another main-
stream newspaper spouting the
official line.

Dr Mustafa Anuar and Anil Netto
Joint Coordinators

Charter 2000 - Aliran
14 January 2002

Independent Journalism:

No Place In The Sun

CCCCC
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AL IRAN’s  I SA  WATCH
List of known detainees as at 31 January 2002

KDC - Kamunting Detention Centre in Taiping, Perak *Released (3 Nov 2001)

Name of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of Detainee Brief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief Background Date of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrest Current StatusCurrent StatusCurrent StatusCurrent StatusCurrent Status

Norman Basha Construction worker 13 Oct 2000 Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000

Zainal Talib Businessman 13 Oct 2000 Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000Sent to KDC on 12 Dec 2000

Tian Chua Vice President, keADILan 10 Apr 2001 Sent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 June

Mohd Ezam Mohd Noor Head, KeADILan Youth 10 Apr 2001 Sent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 June

Haji Saari Sungib former president, JIM 10 April Sent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 June

Hishamuddin Rais Media columnist and 10 April Sent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 JuneSent to KDC on 2 June

 social activist

Dr. Badrul Amin Motivational expert, keADILan 20 April Released Nov 2001;

activist Rearrested Jan 2002

Lokman Nor Adam Executive Secretary, 24 April Sent to KDC on 13 JuneSent to KDC on 13 JuneSent to KDC on 13 JuneSent to KDC on 13 JuneSent to KDC on 13 June

keADILan Youth

Murad Halimmuddin Not Known May/June Sent to KDC on 11 Aug 2001Sent to KDC on 11 Aug 2001Sent to KDC on 11 Aug 2001Sent to KDC on 11 Aug 2001Sent to KDC on 11 Aug 2001

Hassan

Muhammad Azian Not known May/June Sent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDC

Abdul Rahman for 2-yr detentionfor 2-yr detentionfor 2-yr detentionfor 2-yr detentionfor 2-yr detention

Mohamat Iqbal Ustaz 30 June Served 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detention

A. Rahman order on 22 Augorder on 22 Augorder on 22 Augorder on 22 Augorder on 22 Aug

Mohd Rashid Ismail Electrical technician in Sabah, 26 July Not knownNot knownNot knownNot knownNot known

from Sungai Siput

Jaafar Karamah Gems trader, Tawau 26 July Not knownNot knownNot knownNot knownNot known

Ahmad Tajuddin Youth chief, Larut (Perak) PAS 2 August Sent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 Sept

Abu Bakar

Solehan Abdul Ghafar Ustaz/activist, PAS welfare 2 August Sent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 SeptSent to KDC on 25 Sept

unit, Kuala Terengganu

Alias Ngah Activist, PAS welfare unit/ 2 August Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25

Secretary, Syura Rakyat

Committee, Kuala Terengganu

Zainun Ismail @ Former PAS branch exco 2 August Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25

Cikgu Nan member from Baling, Kedah

Ahmad Pozi Darman PAS supporter from 2 August Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25Sent to KDC on Sept 25

Hulu Tiram, Johor

Abu Bakar Che Doi Branch member, Kg Tembok 3 August Served 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detention

PAS, Baling, Kedah order on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Sept

Asfawani Abdullah Branch member, Kg Tembok 3 August Served 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detention

PAS, Baling, Kedah order on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Sept
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AL IRAN’s  I SA  WATCH

Name of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of Detainee Brief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief Background Date of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrest Current StatusCurrent StatusCurrent StatusCurrent StatusCurrent Status

Mohamed Lothfi Ariffin Baling PAS youth exco member 3 August Served 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detention

order on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Septorder on 30 Sept

Nik Adli Nik (Kelantan Chief Minister Nik 4 August Served 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detentionServed 2-yr detention

Abdul Aziz Aziz’s son) Branch member, order on 23 Septorder on 23 Septorder on 23 Septorder on 23 Septorder on 23 Sept

Pulau Melaka PAS, Kota Baru

Ariffin Jusoh (Md Lothfi’s father)  Kuala Ketil, Kedah 2 Sept In police custodyIn police custodyIn police custodyIn police custodyIn police custody

Md Maliki Ariffin (Md Lothfi’s brother) Kuala Ketil, Kedah 6 Sept In police custodyIn police custodyIn police custodyIn police custodyIn police custody

Khairuddin Saad Religious teacher, Sekolah Menengah 10 Oct Sent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDC

Agama Sungai Petani, Kedah

Mohamad Zulkifli Religious teacher, Madrasah Islahiah 10 Oct Sent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDC

@ Pak Su Md Isa Dinniah, Kpg Memali, Baling, Kedah

Mohamad Zulkifli Religious teacher, Sekolah Pokok Kiam, 10 Oct Sent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDC

Mohamad Zakaria  Manjong, Perak

Mohd Salleh Said Religious teacher, Sekolah Raja 10 Oct Sent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDC

 Perempuan Ta’ayah, Ipoh, Perak

Hazmi Ishak Businessman/ Exec. Sec, Kelantan 10 Oct Sent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDCSent to KDC

Religious Teachers Co-op

Yazid Sufaat Businessman, Kedah 9 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Mohd Sha Sarijan Manager, Selangor 29 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Abu Samad Shukri Mohd Accountant, Selangor 29 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Ahmad Sajuli Abd Businessman, Kuala Lumpur 29 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Rahman@Fadlul Ahmad

Ahmad Yani Ismail Bank Officer, Kuala Lumpur 29 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Abd Razak Baharuddin Headmaster, Selangor 29 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Suhaimi Mokhtar Businessman, Kuala Lumpur 29 Dec 2001 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Shukry Omar Talib Businessman, Selangor 1 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Shah Rial Sirin@ Taxi driver, Selangor 2 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Syah Rial Sirin

Mohamad Faiq Hafidh Businessman, Selangor 2 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Dr Abdullah Daud Geo-info Lecturer, UTM Johor 3 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Muhamad Ismail Taxi driver, Johor 3 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Anuwarul

Shahril Hat Teacher, Johor 3 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Mohammed Kadar Trader 5 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Zuhar Saad Factory Operator, Kedah 6 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Nordin Ahmad Production Executive, 9 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

WRP Asia Pacific Sdn Bhd
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AL IRAN’s  I SA  WATCH

Name of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of DetaineeName of Detainee Brief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief BackgroundBrief Background Date of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrestDate of arrest Current StatusCurrent StatusCurrent StatusCurrent StatusCurrent Status

Abd Nasir Anuwarul Director of Gulf Shores Sdn 9 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Bhd Singaporean (Malaysian PR)

Mohd Nasri Ismail Accountant/Owner of Mnz 11 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Assoc. Management Services

Othman Mohd Ali Asst Enforcement Officer, Kuala 12 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Langat Municipal Council

All Bakry Mohamed Alias Klang/Shah Alam District Engineer 12 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Roshelmy Md Sharif UTM Lecturer 12 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Abdullah Minyak Silam Trader, Indonesian (Malaysian PR) 14 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Idrus Salim ITM Lecturer 21 Jan 2002 In Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police CustodyIn Police Custody

Held for alleged involvement in:Held for alleged involvement in:Held for alleged involvement in:Held for alleged involvement in:Held for alleged involvement in: EndEndEndEndEnd 3 July3 July3 July3 July3 July NovNovNovNovNov

20002000200020002000 2 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0 1 2 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 0 1

Bringing in illegal immigrants . 2 1 2 1

Spreading Shia teachings . 3 -

Al Maunah arms heist . 1 5 1 5

‘Militant’ reformasi activities . 6 5

Free Acheh Movement . 4 3

Firearms offences . 3 3

Counterfeiting . 1 0 8

Falsifying documents . 7 7

“International terrorism” . - 3

“Malaysian Mujahidin Group” . - 1 3

Total 40 69 7 8

No. Of ISA Detainees In Kamunting

Targeted groupTargeted groupTargeted groupTargeted groupTargeted group PeriodPeriodPeriodPeriodPeriod No.No.No.No.No. No.No.No.No.No.

heldheldheldheldheld releasedreleasedreleasedreleasedreleased

Reformasi Activists April 2001 1 0 5

University Students July 2001 2 2

“Militants/terrorists” May - July 2001 6 1

“KMM members” August 2001 1 0 1

“KMM members” Sept - Oct 2001 8 1

“KMM members” Dec 2001 - Jan 2002 1 3 0

“KMM members” Jan 2002 1 0 0

    Total since April 2001 5 9 1 0

Waves Of  ISA Arrests Since April 2001

Placard reads“Rakyat Tutup Kamunting”

Anti ISA protest at Kamunting
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A record of A record of A record of A record of A record of Aliran'sAliran'sAliran'sAliran'sAliran's stand on current affairs. stand on current affairs. stand on current affairs. stand on current affairs. stand on current affairs.

Aliran is concerned that the Inter-
nal Security Act has once again
been used to detain Malaysians
without trial - this time, 13 people
allegedly belonging to a new wing
of the so-called Malaysian
Mujahidin Group (KMM). Serious
allegations have been levelled

against the 13, who are said to
have taken instructions from two
Indonesians (now alleged to be
on the run) from the so-called In-
donesia Militant Group. One of
the 13 is alleged to have links
with Al-Qaeda. Police say they
are also checking alleged links
with cells in neighbouring coun-
tries.

The 13 detained are:

Malaysians are entitled to see
what kind of evidence the police
have against these individuals
and whether it can  stand up in
an open court of law. Without an
independent trial in court, these
allegations will only raise alarm
and fear. They may even scare
away much-needed investors and
tourists in the same way that the
Sun’s controversial Dec 25
frontpage story “Plot to Kill the
PM” was said to have done.

So far, the United States has been
pushing the theory of an interna-
tional terrorist network in South-
East Asia. It appears that the
Malaysian government sub-
scribes to this theory.  If indeed the
problem is as serious as it is made
out to be and there is indeed such
a terrorist network, then it can
only be defeated if the government
wins the hearts and minds of the
people.  But for the government to
gain public confidence, it has to
present evidence to support its
allegations in open court. Such
evidence should go beyond the
level of the sweeping allegations

“ K M M ”  I S A  A r r e s t s :
Prove Allegations

In Open Court

NameNameNameNameName AgeAgeAgeAgeAge OccupationOccupationOccupationOccupationOccupation LocationLocationLocationLocationLocation Date detainedDate detainedDate detainedDate detainedDate detained

Yazid Sufaat 3 7 Businessman Kedah 9 Dec2001

Mohd Sha Sarijan 48 Manager Selangor 29 Dec 2001

Abu Samad Shukri Mohd 4 2 Accountant Selangor 29 Dec 2001

Ahd Sajuli Abd Rahman @ Fadlul Ahmad 3 9 Businessman Kuala Lumpur 29 Dec 2001

Ahmad Yani Ismail 3 3 Bank Officer Kuala Lumpur 29 Dec 2001

Abd Razak Baharuddin 4 2 Headmaster Selangor 29 Dec 2001

Suhaimi Mokhtar 3 6 Businessman Kuala Lumpur 29 Dec 2001

Shukry Omar Talib @ Shukry Omar 3 4 Businessman Selangor 1 Jan 2002

Shah Rial Sirin @ Syah Rial Sirin 3 8 Taxi driver Selangor 2 Jan 2002

Mohamad Faiq Hafidh 4 3 Businessman Selangor 2 Jan 2002

Dr Abdullah Daud 47 Lecturer Johor 3 Jan 2002

Muhamad Ismail Anuwarul 4 1 Taxi driver Johor 3 Jan 2002

Shahril Hat 2 3 Teacher Johor 3 Jan 2002
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spouted in the international and
regional media.

We recall that when reformasi ac-
tivists were detained under the
ISA in April 2001, the authorities
alleged that they were planning
to topple the government using
militant means. Yet, in all cases
that we are aware of, none of the
detainees was interrogated about
these allegations and no evidence
to support these allegations has
been provided to the public.

One also wonders if the timing of
the latest arrests has anything to
do with the Jan 19 by-election in
Indera Kayangan in Perlis, where
about half the electorate are non-
Muslims.

Aliran urges the police to charge
the 13 individuals in court if they
have evidence of their involve-
ment in terrorist groups. Other-
wise, they should be released im-
mediately and unconditionally.

Executive Committee
5 January 2001

Aliran is deeply disturbed to
learn that someone masquerading
as Dr Patricia Martinez, a well
known Universiti Malaya spe-
cialist in Arabic and Islamic stud-
ies, had circulated via the Internet
an inflammatory article entitled
“Why Malaysia is already a Chris-
tian State”.

Dr Martinez, who has just chaired
a public forum on the issue of an
‘Islamic state’ in Malaysia, be-
lieves that the preposterous attri-

bution of that fake
article to her au-
thorship was not a
prank. She consid-
ers it to be the
highly mischie-
vous act of an ut-
terly irresponsible
impostor which
could jeopardise
the state of ethnic
relations and inter-religious un-
derstanding in our country.

On her part, Dr Martinez acted
responsibly by attempting to alert
the police to the potentially dan-
gerous article that was posted in
her name. In accordance with law
and acting out of a sense of civic
responsibility, Dr Martinez went
to a police station to lodge a re-
port.

However, we are given to under-
stand, the police refused to take
her report - which resulted in Dr
Martinez’s wasting a day. Finally,
she was instructed to file a report
in Port Dickson because that was
where she had first read the
Internet attack on her reputation.

We believe that Dr Martinez’s pre-
dicament deserved an immediate
response from the police so as to
defuse any tension or misunder-
standing that might arise from
that fabrication. Hence we find it
incredulous that the police offic-
ers Dr Martinez first met should
have given her the run around
instead of treating the matter with
a sense of urgency.

In this day and age when the gov-
ernment ceaselessly urges citizens
to become computer-literate and
Internet-savvy, are we to under-
stand that a citizen responding to
a piece of potentially dangerous

cyber-fabrication cannot be per-
mitted to lodge a report at any
police station?

Does it make any sense in this day
and age of borderless
cybercommunication that Dr
Martinez’s report could not be
accepted by a police station in
Kuala Lumpur? On what basis in
law or understanding of the state
of communications technology to-
day did police officers in Kuala
Lumpur insist that Dr Martinez
had to travel all the way to PD to
make her report?

In the public interest, and so as
not to discourage public-spirited
citizens from alerting the police
when they are aware of something
that is wrong and threatening the
peace of this country, Aliran calls
on the Inspector General of Police
(IGP), Tan Sri Norian Mai, to
clarify the following:

1 . Why was Dr Martinez’s report
not accepted or not acceptable
in Kuala Lumpur?

2. Were the police officers she met
in Kuala Lumpur guilty of a
dereliction of duty in refusing
to accept her report?

3 . Did and do the police consider
this issue to be both serious
and potentially dangerous?

Aliran Executive Committee
10 January 2001

Where To Lodge
A Police Report?
In Cyber Space?
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Anwar Should Be Out On Bail

Justice delayed is justice denied.
In Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim’s
case, there is no doubt in the
minds of many that he is a victim
of both the delay and the denial.

It is very disconcerting to our no-
tion of justice and fairness that his
appeal that was scheduled for 14
January 2002 has once again been
postponed without a new date
being fixed. This is the third time
that his appeal has been post-
poned.

It is very disturbing that neither
Anwar nor his lawyers were noti-
fied of the reason for the deferment.
It is even more alarming that this
application for the postponement
was not made in open court on
the date set for the appeal. If it had
been, it would have enabled
Anwar’s lawyers to consider the
merit of the application or to ob-
ject to it on the grounds that it could
be frivolous. Arguments submit-
ted would certainly have put the
deciding authority in a better light
in considering this application for
a postponement. Under the cir-
cumstances, any decision so made
will be viewed with suspicion by

the discerning public.

As it is, it is very regrettable that
this postponement is treated like
an administrative decision and
conveyed to Anwar’s lawyers by
fax on 11 January 2002. It is rather
unfortunate that the courts deal-
ing with Anwar’s case come
across in the eyes of the public as
being particularly harsh and cruel
to Anwar:

• His is a bailable offence; yet,
the court had refused him bail.

• His sentencing did not com-
mence from the date of deten-
tion but from the date of con-
viction, making his incarcera-
tion intolerably longer.

• 28 days of evidence adduced
in open court that could have
favoured Anwar was ex-
punged from the records.

• The present postponement is
granted without any cogent
reason being disclosed.

• The appellant’s lawyers were
denied the opportunity to ob-
ject to and oppose the applica-
tion for deferment.

The courts should be very con-

cerned with the liberty of a per-
son and ensure that no man is
deprived of even a single mo-
ment of that precious liberty
without a just cause. It’s the
court’s responsibility to safe-
guard and protect the freedom
of an individual under all cir-
cumstances.

It is totally unfair to delay
Anwar’s appeal and to prolong
his incarceration. It appears that
he is already being punished
when he has not exhausted all his
legal remedies. His solitary con-
finement is an on-going punish-
ment that he has to suffer and en-
dure.

Anwar’s denial of bail deserves
to be reconsidered. The environ-
ment and conditions that existed
then which contributed to the re-
jection of Anwar’s bail are no
longer present or threatening. Any
decision to detain Anwar any fur-
ther is certainly cruel and bereft
of any humanity.

Aliran calls upon both the courts
and the AG’s Chambers to review
the issue of bail sympathetically
and positively. This will be very
much in keeping with the much-
heralded slogan of a caring soci-
ety that we are so fond of propa-
gating.

It is in this spirit that we appeal to
the authorities to release Anwar
on bail.

P Ramakrishnan
President

17 January 2002

The courts should be very concerned with the liberty of a person
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hackled, hooded, se-
dated. Taken to a remote
corner of the world
where they may be ex-

ecuted, where the laws of human
rights are suspended. Sounds to
me like the Middle East. Shackled,
hooded, threatened with death by
“courts” that would give no lee-
way to defence or innocence. In
fact, it sounds like Beirut in the
1980s.

I’ve written this story before. Last
time, I remember writing about the
threats to my kidnapped journal-
ist friend Terry Anderson of the
Associated Press, tied up, hooded,
always threatened by his “Islam-
ist” captors in Lebanon. That was
between 1986 and 1991 and Terry
– let us remember this distinction
– was no man of violence. He was
a journalist, a comrade, a friend.
But he was most cruelly treated,
allowed no contacts with his fam-
ily, held in cold confinement,
threatened with death every bit as
absolute as the American military
courts that know they hold the fate
of al-Qa’ida’s men in their hands.
And then I remember the revolt-
ing prison of Khiam where Israel
locked up its Lebanese adversar-
ies – real and presumed, none
tried by a court – and where pris-

oners were brought,
shackled, hooded, se-
dated, for questioning.
Their interrogation in-
cluded electric torture –
electrified metal attached
to penis and nipples
(there were women pris-
oners, too) – which could
never happen at
Guantanamo Bay, as
America’s Israeli allies
taught their Lebanese
militia men in 1980. They
in turn taught it to their
Lebanese Shia militia en-
emies who used electric-
ity on their captives.

America, Israel’s friend, could
have closed down this sick, dis-
gusting prison if it had insisted.
But Washington remained silent.
The Lebanese Shia prisoners were
left to face the men who applied
electrodes to their testicles. The
nation that would later declare a
war of good against evil didn’t see
much wrong at Khiam.

And now, a trip down memory
lane. In the 1980s, when I was cov-
ering the war in Afghanistan be-
tween the brave mujahedin guer-
rillas and the Soviet occupiers,

Arab fighters – armed by the
Americans, paid by the Saudis
and the West – would occasion-
ally be captured by the Russians
or by their Afghan communist
satrap allies. For the most part, the
Arabs were Egyptians. They
would be paraded on Kabul tel-
evision and then executed as “ter-
rorists’’. We called them “freedom
fighters”. President Reagan
claimed that their masters were
not unlike the Founding Fathers.

From time to time, these revolution-
ary forces would sally forth across
the Amu Darya river to attack the
Soviet Union itself. The “Arab” Af-
ghans would attack a foreign

INTERNATIONAL

Congratulations, America

by Robert Fisk
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You have made bin Laden a happy man

Kidnap In Lebanon

Terrorists Or
Freedom Fighters?
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country from Afghanistan. They
would do so in their war against
occupation. We supported them.
For, yes, they were “freedom fight-
ers”. Now, having opposed
America, having dared to oppose
US forces inside Afghanistan, in
order to destroy US forces “occu-
pying’’ part of the Arab world –
in Saudi Arabia, in Kuwait – they
have become “unlawful combat-
ants’’, “battlefield detainees’’.
That, in essence, is what the Rus-
sians called them in the 1980s. It
justified their detention in the hid-
eous Pol e-Chowkri prison outside
Kabul, their incarceration like ani-
mals – partly exposed to the ele-
ments – before their appearance
in front of unfair, drumhead
courts.

Minus the torture, the United
States is now doing what most
Arab regimes have been doing for
decades: arresting their brutal “Is-
lamist” enemies, holding them in-
communicado, chained and
hooded, while preparing unfair
trials. President Mubarak of Egypt
would approve. So would King
Abdullah of Jordan. So would the
Saudis, whose grotesque, hope-
lessly unfair system of Islamic
“justice” would be familiar to
America’s prisoners. The jails of
Saddam would be far worse - let
us keep things in proportion – but
in most of the Arab world and
Israel, al-Qa’ida would receive
similar treatment.

And whether we like it or not,
many Saudis believe that Ameri-
can troops are occupying their
country, that the very presence

of US soldiers in the Kingdom is
a crime. King Fahd, of course, in-
vited the Americans into Saudi
Arabia in 1990, after Iraq’s in-
vasion of Kuwait.  President
Bush senior promised the Arabs
they would leave when the
threat of Iraqi occupation was
over. But they are still there. Sev-
eral years ago, I reported in The
Independent that Crown Prince
Abdullah – the effective ruler
now that the King is so badly in-
capacitated – wanted the Ameri-
cans to leave. Much jeering there
was from American commenta-
tors. But now the Washington
Post, no less, has reported that
the Saudis want the Americans
to quit and the commentators are
silent. Not so US Secretary of
State Colin Powell. For him, the
American presence in Saudi
Arabia may last until the world
turns into “the kind of place we
dreamed of’’. American troops
in Saudi are not only a deterrent
to Saddam, he said at the week-
end, they are a “symbol’’  of
American influence.

Could al-Qa’ida have a more po-
tent reason for continued resist-
ance? The “occupation” of
Saudi Arabia remains the cor-
nerstone of Osama bin Laden’s
battle against the United States,
the original raison d’être of his
merciless struggle against
America. And here is Mr Powell
proving, in effect, that Washing-
ton had ulterior motives for
sending him into the Gulf.
When he added that “we
shouldn’t impose ourselves on
the Government beyond the ab-
solute minimum requirement
that we have”, the phrase “be-
yond the absolute minimum”

tells it all. The United States will
decide how long it stays in Saudi
Arabia – not the Saudis; which
is exactly what Mr bin Laden
has been saying all along.

Now we learn that US troops ar-
rested six Arabs when they were
released from a prison in Bosnia.
The Bosnians announced that,
since the Americans would not
disclose the evidence that might
be used against them in a trial –
to protect US “intelligence
sources’’ – the men should be
released from their Bosnian
prison. Which they were – only
to be seized by the Americans.
And what did the Washington
Post tell us in all seriousness?
That, the operation was report-
edly conducted by US troops act-
ing independently of the Nato-
led force (in Bosnia).’’

Really? Is the Washington Post
that stupid? Are we? Is that
what law and order is all about?
Yes, the West is fighting a cruel
enemy. Anyone who has read the
full video statement by Osama
bin Laden in December must re-
alise that the war against him –
indeed the conflict in Afghani-
stan – has only just begun. But
already we are turning our-
selves into the kind of deceitful,
ruthless people whom Mr bin
Laden imagines us to be. Shack-
led, hooded, sedated. Prepared
for a trial without full disclose
of evidence. With a possible death
sentence at the end, we are now
the very model of the enemies Mr
bin Laden wants to fight. He must
be a happy man.q

Source:  The Independent, UK,
  22 January 2002

Saudi Arabia
O c c u p i e d
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n a remote area of North
Aceh, the month of De-
cember has been a living
hell.

An armed struggle for independ-
ence has been raging in Aceh, the
most northwestern province in
Indonesia, since 1976 between the
ANSLF (Free Aceh Movement)
and the security forces of the Re-
public of Indonesia. Ostensibly
the police have the mandate for
security in the province; the mili-
tary’s role being merely one of sup-
port. It appears the TNI (Indone-
sian military) have adopted a pro-
active role in terms of terror and
intimidation toward unarmed ci-
vilians. They view it as the neces-
sary strategy to “exterminate the
independence movement”.

Indonesian President Megawati
Sukarnoputri’s human rights cre-
dentials are facing a severe test in
Aceh, as the demand for inde-
pendence keeps growing stronger
as time passes. Already, human
rights monitors are pointing to the
high death toll in that northwest-
ern Indonesian province as a re-
vealing indicator of politics under
Megawati, who took over the In-
donesian presidency just a little
more than five months ago.

During 2001, Aceh experienced

one of its bloodiest years, with
close to 1,700 people being killed
in separatist-related violence, ac-
cording to human rights workers.
Aceh’s 2001 fatalities count is
double that of the previous year.
An estimated half of the deaths
took place after the Megawati ad-
ministration began its term. The
others were killed during the
presidency of Abdurrahman
Wahid, who was ousted from
power in late July 2001 on charges
of corruption and incompetence

Grave human rights violations,
“including torture and unlawful
killings continue to take place on
a daily basis”, said Lucia With-
ers, of the London-based global
human rights lobby Amnesty In-
ternational (AI). Acehnese civil-
ians “are frequently subject to col-
lective punishments” by the Indo-
nesian security forces following
attacks on the government’s
troops by the Free Aceh Move-
ment (GAM), she added.

In December, the local TNI from
DenRudal paid two visits to the
people of Simpang Rambong,
close to Kreung Tuan in Aceh
Utara (North Aceh). Simpang
Rambong is located in an area
known to be an ASNLF strong-
hold. The area is accessible only
by unpaved and extremely rough
road and most Acehnese are
afraid to venture there, so the story

of Simpang Rambong was slow
to emerge.

The first episode in Simpang
Rambong happened early in De-
cember. The villagers allege that
the TNI arrived in Panther armed
vehicles at around 6 pm. Evidence
of large vehicles having been there
is visible in the trail of destruction
they left. There are many potholes
in the earth, trees were damaged
in the attack, and many houses
have holes in the walls and win-
dows, suggesting indiscriminate
shooting and possibly the use of
disproportionate force. On that
particular visit to the tiny village,
the military burned 10 houses.
Many villagers told the same story
of an unprovoked attack, but were
unwilling to be quoted for fear of
reprisals.

Not so in the case of Usre
Abdullah, who asked that his
photo be taken in what remains
of his house in order to make peo-
ple aware of what happened
there. “I don’t know why they
came and burned my house,” he
said. “Now I live with my family
and I have nothing.”

In the same attack several were
injured. With no health clinic or
doctor in the village many of the

REGIONAL
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Deteriorating human rights situation
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wounds remain untreated.  The
victims are too afraid to speak
publicly as Acehnese that have
done so in the past have been
killed or driven from the province
by the security forces.

The general mayhem and panic
caused by this first attack was
compounded during a repeat visit
by the TNI only one week later.
This time, the villagers allege that
over 200 hundred TNI arrived in
armored cars. Once again, there
was indiscriminate shooting.

In this second incident, Ridwan,
aged 13 years, was killed as he
took cover inside his house with
his mother Raliah. Raliah said she
doesn’t know why they came to
her house. But they shot at it sev-
eral times and the timber house
afforded little protection. “My son
Ridwan was killed as he tried to
take shelter in the house, but we
have only two rooms,” she said.
“There was nowhere for Ridwan
to go.” The military shot through
the window, smashing the mirror
inside and killing him. Around
the house lie the bullet casings
from the attack, the supplier
clearly marked as PT Pindad; sup-
plier to the military.

Many injuries were from bayo-
nets, as the military’s common tac-
tic of “attack first, ask questions
later” was pursued. In this inci-
dent two motorcycles were taken
and the two local shops looted.
The feeling of terror that such at-
tacks leaves with the local popu-
lation affords the military some
protection. To speak out brings
only more terror.

There are many stories such as
this throughout Aceh. In such re-

mote areas the people can do noth-
ing but try to survive each day and
hope that they will be left in peace.
But the military is forever active.
If there is peace for the people of
Simpang Rambong then there is
danger for villagers elsewhere.

The Indonesian government says
that it is committed to a peaceful
settlement to this dispute, but the
evidence suggests otherwise.
Many Acehnese are asking how
it is possible to pursue parallel
solutions - working toward peace-
ful dialogue while at the same
time perpetrating murder and
mayhem. It seems a not unreason-
able question.

The answer lies in the contribu-
tion that resource-rich Aceh
makes to the Indonesian
economy; in the lucrative “busi-
ness ventures” in which the mili-
tary and policed stationed there
are involved; in the deals struck
in Jakarta with the military as
Megawati came to power in Au-
gust, and in the president’s will-
ingness to allow the military to
pursue its own solution in Aceh
to prevent the further disintegra-
tion of the republic.

“This is a daily reality which
would surely damage anyone’s
democratic credentials,” said
Withers, who monitors rights
abuse in the Indonesian archi-
pelago for AI. “The situation in
Aceh is no worse and no better
since Megawati took over the
presidency.”

Since GAM began its secessionist
campaign in 1976, more than
10,000 people have been killed in
Aceh, say human rights activists.

The activists describe Megawati’s
stance on that strife-torn province
as being similar to those pursued
by Wahid and his predecessor, BJ
Habibie, both of whom initially
showed concern over political
violence, but who later failed to
follow through with the necessary
action to stop the bloodshed.
“Like former president Wahid and
president Habibie before him,
soon after taking office President
Megawati apologized to the
Acehnese for human rights viola-
tion committed by past govern-
ments,” said AI’s Withers. “And,
just like the two former presidents,
President Megawati has not fol-
lowed through her words with
actions.”

Worse, Megawati’s recent state-
ments seem to indicate a harden-
ing of her position. On December
29, she remarked in a speech to
celebrate Indonesia’s Army Day
that the country’s soldiers have a
primary duty to defend the coun-
try and should not worry about
charges of human rights abuse.
“Armed with the soldiers’ oath
and existing laws, carry out your
duties and responsibilities in the
best possible manner without
having to worry about human
rights abuse,” Megawati was
quoted in the media as having
said during her speech. Such
blessings in support of an army
that has a record of oppression
were swiftly condemned by local
human rights groups.

Indonesia’s Commission for Miss-
ing Persons and Victims of Vio-
lence (Kontras) joined other rights
advocates in accusing Megawati
of colluding with human rights
abusers. They singled out her fail-
ure to deal with the unlawful kill-
ings and torture in Aceh as a case
in point.  “The government has

Attack First

More Than
10,000 Killed
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failed to show its commitment to
seriously processing human
rights violations,” Ori Rahman of
Kontras said.Megawati’s willing-
ness to use Indonesia’s military
to crush secessionist movements
in Aceh and other provinces with
simmering rebellions may be be-
cause she wants to keep the re-
public the same way it was when
it was still headed by her father,
Indonesia’s founding president
Sukarno, decades ago.

“She is a committed Indonesian
nationalist,” said Arif Rusli, the
Indonesia project coordinator for
the Bangkok-based human rights
group Forum-Asia.

“Since taking power she has
made it clear that protecting In-
donesian territory is important.”
But he said that such thinking is
common in Jakarta, noting: “The
political establishment in Jakarta
has always maintained this posi-
tion. They want to control the prov-
inces.”

The international community,
which has in the past supplied
the equipment now used against
civilians in Simpang Rambong,
should note that this was not
merely an isolated incident. All
over Aceh there is evidence of simi-
lar patterns of behavior by the
military. Most suppliers of the
transportation and small arms
and light weapons used so effec-
tively against the Acehnese will
not accept that the equipment is
used in such a way. The evidence
is compelling, but most will never
venture to areas such as Simpang
Rambong to hear the stories first-
hand.

The international community

should hold the Indonesian gov-
ernment accountable for the
abuses being perpetrated in Aceh.
One way of doing this is for the
United States to maintain its arms
embargo and for the European
Community to impose such an
embargo. These (and other states)
should also put pressure on other
suppliers such as the Chinese and
Russians to cease all supplies
until those responsible for abuses
are brought to justice.

Forum-Asia’s Rusli is dismissive
of Jakarta’s efforts to appease the
cries for political freedom in Aceh.
He points out that when Jakarta
went ahead last year to give Aceh
a special autonomy package,
“there was little euphoria” among
the Acehnese. This was despite
the fact that the package was in
marked contrast to the manner
Aceh and other provinces like East
Kalimantan and Irian Jaya were
brought under Jakarata’s control
as part of the Indonesian repub-
lic. The people of these provinces
have had little say in the way their
land and resources were used and
they lost their rights to pursue
their domestic political agenda.
Under the special autonomy pack-
age, Aceh was promised greater
freedom over its land, including a
greater say over its oil and natu-
ral gas reserves, among other
things.

On January 1, Aceh, which has a
passionately Muslim population,
also implemented Islamic Sharia
law, as part of the autonomy deal.
But Islamic scholars there appar-
ently found little reason to cel-
ebrate. They told the media that
the Sharia, an Islamic legal code
prescribing religious duties for
Muslims and also approving the
death penalty and amputation of
limbs as forms of punishment,

had been practised by Acehnese
for years.

A UN human rights expert faults
Jakarta for refusing to acknowl-
edge a people’s right to self-de-
termination. “Many conflicts in
this region have emerged due to
such a refusal,” said Hina Jilani,
a Pakistani lawyer serving as
the UN secretary-general’s spe-
cial representative on human
rights defenders. “The struggle
will not go away due to suppres-
sion,” she said.

“Democracy and human rights in
a country are incomplete until
these issues are addressed.”

In Aceh, to speak out is to be
wiped out. Several recent high-
profile killings are testimony to
this. It has become increasingly
obvious that the government in
Jakarta is either unable or un-
willing to address this problem
in any meaningful way. Yet in
Aceh the international monitor-
ing team called for by civil soci-
ety groups there is conspicuous
only by its absence, the Jakarta
government having repeatedly
denied such requests. What is it
that the Indonesian government
is afraid the international com-
munity will find there?

In the meantime, the people of
Simpang Rambong can only sit
and wait. Of one thing they are
convinced - that more attacks by
the TNI will surely come.

Source: Source: Source: Source: Source: Asia Times
4 January 20024 January 20024 January 20024 January 20024 January 2002
http://www.atimes.comhttp://www.atimes.comhttp://www.atimes.comhttp://www.atimes.comhttp://www.atimes.com
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participated in a second ‘illegal
gathering’ on 1 August 2001 in
front of the Student Affairs De-
partment building within the USM
campus. This occurred when a
disciplinary hearing was being
conducted against four other PBT
students (who had participated in
a debating contest in Singapore
without obtaining prior permis-
sion. On that occasion, all four
students were found guilty, given
stern warnings, and fined RM150
each). On this occasion almost 50
people had gathered or passed by
in a show of moral support for
those attending the hearing. On 6
February, yet another 33 students
will be brought before the disci-
plinary board for having done the
same.

Her third infringement was that
she had been disrespectful to the
head of USM security in not at-
tending a meeting that he had
scheduled. In fact, Lee and others
in the PBT had had earlier meet-
ings with the security officers
prior to this particular additional
one. Lee had explained that they
had refused to attend further meet-
ings because the security person-
nel had increasingly harassed
them at their cubicle on several
occasions and by investigating all
kinds of other matters unrelated
to the specific charges. In fact, we
understand, the Special Branch of
the police force was even brought
into the investigations conducted
by the USM security personnel.
This matter was brought to the
attention of the vice chancellor.
His deputy had looked into the
matter and it was presumed set-
tled. Yet this charge has re-sur-
faced confirming the harassment
of the PBT and its members by the
USM security.

Universities are the very places
where critical thinking, exchange
of opinions, new ideas, indeed
differences ought to be encour-
aged and inculcated.  Expressions
of these views whether in the form
of artistic presentations or gath-
erings should be tolerated as long
as they are expressed peacefully.
Many USM lecturers, administra-
tive officers and even those who
are now in USM leadership once
had held critical views of the ISA,
perhaps even participated in anti-
government, anti-ISA demonstra-
tions during their time as stu-
dents. They should be well placed
now to appreciate and under-
stand the development process of
the individual in the university.
But, apparently, they are not.  Even
the mere possession of a badge
that displays a dissenting opin-
ion is deemed an offence with dire
consequences. It’s really flabber-
gasting!

It is a sad commentary that the
process of justice is being short-
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circuited. If the ultimate punish-
ment were to be eventually im-
posed, then that punishment
must wait until after due process
of appeal has been completed. In
other words, it is premature to bar
them from sitting for their exami-
nation on 18 Feb before they have
exhausted all avenues of natural
justice.

We believe that the USM students
who have been victimised will be
requesting the help of SUHAKAM
to look into this blatant case of bul-
lying and denial of rights. We urge
SUHAKAM to respond immedi-
ately so that the affected students
can sit for their final examinations.

In the meantime we publicly ap-
peal to Dato Prof. Dzulkifli Abdul
Razak, vice-chancellor of USM, to
allow these students to take their
examinations. We urge the univer-
sity to show its magnanimity and
reveal its compassion by respond-
ing positively and sympatheti-
cally to our call.

6 February 2002
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he USM Student Affairs
Department should stop
bullying and victimising
their own students.

Almost on the eve of final exami-
nations, which will start on 18
February 2002, four USM under-
graduate students have been sus-
pended from the university. Three
of them, Lee Yen Ting, Choo Chon
Kai and Loke Chee Hoo are final
year students and have effectively
been ruled ineligible to sit for their
final graduating examinations.
Although technically suspended
for one semester, the three will ac-
tually be delayed from graduating
by a whole year. Most of the
courses which they are currently
enrolled in, and which are re-
quired for their graduation this
semester, will not be taught and
examined again until the second
semester of the next academic year
2002-2003. A fourth student, Fatin
Nor Suhana, a second year stu-
dent, is also suspended for a se-
mester.

And what might be the infringe-
ments that they are supposedly
guilty of?

1. Loke Chee Hoo, Fatin Nor
Suhana and Lee Yen Ting have
been found guilty of participating
in an ‘illegal demonstration’ pro-
testing the Vision Schools that
was held in Jalan Sungai Dua, just
outside the USM campus.

This demonstration occurred on
17 November 2000!  We wonder
why it is only now, 14 months
later, that punishment is being
meted out?

We’re not suggesting that more
students ought to have been pun-
ished, not in the least. But why
were these three students singled
out for selective punsishment
when some 70-80 other students
were involved in this protest? The
demonstration had involved both
Chinese and Malay students -
something that reform-minded
Malaysians would find most en-
couraging though those con-
cerned with ‘security’, apparently,
found it alarming and threaten-
ing.

2. The infringement committed by
Choo Chon Kai would have been
hilarious if not for the fact that the
secretary-general of the Persatuan

Bahasa Tionghai (PBT) will now
be delayed from graduating for
another year. He was deemed to
have sold an anti-ISA badge to a
USM security guard who had ap-
proached him to buy one while in
mufti, under false pretences. His
other infringements are that he
had in his posession nine other
similar badges and that he had
put up an anti-ISA poster in the
PBT cubicle. The USM security
officers and authorities have no
evidence that Choo was respon-
sible for putting up the poster and
he has strenously denied having
anything to do with it.

3. One of the infringements of Lee
Yen Ting, the president of PBT,
was her participation in the 17
November 2000 anti-Vision
Schools demonstration. Besides
this, she was supposed to have
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