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COVER STORY

Is Any Opposition Better
Than No Opposition?
by Village Idiot

or many years, I believed that the biggest
threat to the Nation
was the unbridled dominance of the executive. I had
no qualms in identifying the
political elite in the Barisan
Nasional (BN) as the greatest
impediment to the building of
a just, free and democratic
Malaysia.

F

Is

Any Opposition
Better
Than
No
Opposition?

Executive dominance is a serious problem and we need a
stronger opposition to serve
as a check and balance. However, is it possible that some
of the groups that we have
been supporting are more exclusive and conservative than
I tended to sympathize with those in power?
and support any and every
political party that opposed We are concerned about the
the BN – subscribing to the state of human rights, the disnotion that “any opposition mal state of civil liberties and
is better than no opposition”. the lack of democratic space.
Recent events and the appar- Our hostility towards the exent direction of Malaysian ecutive is justified. However
politics have made me ques- this should not blind us to the
tion the wisdom of taking real threat of authoritarianism. It would be tragic if our
such a stand.
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EDITOR'S

NOTE

This month’s lead by “Village Idiot”, who has
watched firsthand the workings of the opposition
alliance, poses the question: Is any opposition better than no opposition?

CONTENTS
COVER STORY

He observes that PAS appears obsessed with the
desire to implement the hudud, despite a fair amount
of public criticism. Without intending to belittle PAS’
Islamic state project, he raises serious issues pertaining to universal suffrage, political participation,
and citizenship rights. A debate on these issues is
urgent.
Accompanying the lead stories are interviews with
Penang-based personalities, social activist Ganesh
Rasagam and officials of Jamaah Islah Malaysia
(JIM), Rashid Hasnon and Isahak Ismail. They suggest that the opposition must rise above petty politicking and work together.
In our back cover story, London-based academic
James Putzel discusses George Bush’s national security doctrine. This doctrine is a declaration of US
intentions to use its overwhelming military supremacy - unilaterally if necessary - to promote
America’s security and interests. This is a serious
shift away from multilateral governance of the international system.
Two features discuss the rule of law. G. Lim focuses
on custodial deaths and Prema Devaraj looks at torture in relation to the culture of violence in society.
Another piece highlights how the Indonesian forest
fires in 1997 might have contributed to increased
mortality rates in Malaysia. DJM Tate contributes a
report on Suhakam’s Conference on Human Rights
and Education.
Finally, don’t miss our Heart to Heart piece, a moving letter from Yayori Matsui, a veteran Japanese
activist suffering from liver cancer.
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antagonism towards the executive
causes us to act in a manner that
hastens the creation of a system,
which is even more undemocratic
than the present order!

More
Than

Questions
Answers

Criticism of PAS normally focuses
on a certain narrow band of issues
played up by the mainstream media – the Hudud, PAS’s attitude
towards the role of women, PAS’s
fixation with the segregation of
the sexes and PAS’s approach towards certain forms of entertainment.
Some of this criticism is valid.
What is not often highlighted
however is the manner in which
PAS could possibly transform the
political landscape and the effects
that this would have on democracy, universal suffrage and equal
citizenship.
PAS seeks to radically transform
the country and its institutions –
but is non-committal as to exactly
what its model would look like.
In order to get some sense of what
is possibly in store, it is necessary
to pose a series of specific questions regarding PAS’s vision of an
Islamic state.
In PAS’s Islamic state:
• Will the Syariah be the supreme law of the land?
• Will Malaysia have a constitution? Would this be the 1957
Merdeka Constitution or something new?
• Will there be an elected legislative assembly? Who will sit
in this assembly and what will
the powers of this assembly be?
Will this assembly be able to
amend the “constitution”?

• Will there be a non-elected body
of Clerics as there is in Iran
Council of Guardians),
Guardians which
(Council
will be superior to and able to
overrule decisions taken by the
legislative assembly?
• Will this be an ideological
state?
• Will political parties who do
not subscribe to the state ideology, or who seek to replace
this ideology with something
else be allowed to exist? Would
the DAP, for example, which
calls for a secular Malaysia be
allowed to exist in PAS’s Islamic state?
Then there is the question of how
PAS intends to deal with nonMuslims. It is not enough to say,
“…don’t worry … in an Islamic
state you can still practice your
religion … no one is going to force
you to become a Muslim.” What
about the whole question of equal
citizenship?
In PAS’s Islamic State:
• Will non-Muslims be able to
vote – and towards what end?
• Would non-Muslims be able to
stand for election and serve in
the legislative assembly?
• Would Muslim and non-Muslim members of the legislative
assembly have the same rights?
• Would all Malaysians (includ-

ing non-Muslims and women)
still be able to aspire to the
most powerful positions in the
country – Prime Minister, Chief
Justice, Attorney General?
• Will the legal system be pluralistic where separate laws
would exist for Muslims and
non-Muslims? Or will one set
of laws apply to everyone?
Who would decide?
I pose these questions not to belittle the seriousness of PAS’s Islamist project, but to put on the
agenda serious issues pertaining
to universal suffrage, political
participation and equal citizenship that PAS and other Muslim
groups advocating radical change
must address.
It is unfortunate that PAS has not
made enough effort to grapple
with the issue of democracy, universal suffrage, political participation and equal citizenship. Any
party that aspires to take national
power has to confront and address these issues in a coherent,
rational and just manner.

Dogmatic
And
uncompromising
Sometimes PAS has the tendency
to behave in a dogmatic and uncompromising manner. The way,
in which the Syariah Criminal

One of the most powerful and influential institutions in Iran is the Council
of Guardians. This non-elected Council comprising of theologians and jurists has got the power to veto candidates to the Majles (Parliament) and
local councils as well as veto Bills passed by the Majles.
Reformists supporting President Khatami control the majority of seats in the
Majles. The President, Parliament and the majority of Iranians want to see
reform taking place. Conservatives have been able to block such attempts
because of their control of powerful institutions of state like the Council of
Guardians.
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Enactment Bill was rushed
through the Terengganu state assembly, was quiet alarming.
Not enough time and care was
taken to garner and consider the
views of all Malaysians. In light
of this, one wonders what else the
Party is capable of pushing
through with only minimum debate?
In denying the views of others,
PAS it appears has no qualms
about making the innovative (yet
inherently undemocratic) argument that only views that originate from the same reference
point, as theirs are legitimate. This
attitude was exemplified by the
statement made by Harun Taib the
chairman of the Syariah Criminal
Enactment Bill’s drafting commitsee Box
tee (see
Box).
To negate dissent solely on the
basis that it originates from outside a particular frame of reference
smacks of chauvinism. Given the
multiethnic, multicultural and
multi-religious character of this
Nation, one has to be prepared to
dialogue and consider the views
of everyone. Especially if one
wants to rule the country!
In the ultimate analysis, it is not
just the question of negating the
views of non-Muslims. If today it
is okay to negate views that originate from outside Islam, one fine
day it may also be convenient to
negate views that originate outside a particular trend or viewpoint within Islam.

UMNO

Vs

PAS

While it would be naive to present
the tussle between UMNO and
PAS as the “battle” between pro-

NO

TO

HUMAN

n response to comments and criticisms
of
the
Terengganu Government’s Syariah Criminal
Enactment Bill, Harun Taib,
the chairman of the Bill’s
drafting committee stated that
the Terengganu Government
would not entertain views
and suggestions based on human logic when reviewing the
draft of its Syariah Bill. Only
views and suggestions based
on hukum Allah would be
considered (NST 18 June).

I

With this simple pronouncement, he dismissed the views
of every single non-Muslim in
the country! Nothing that they
had to say based on the ethics
or morality of their own spiritual traditions or based on

LOGIC

“human logic” was of any
consequence. They were basically irrelevant and have
nothing to contribute!
This pronouncement also effectively dismissed the views
of many Muslims who might
not be regarded as having the
necessary “qualifications”
and “credentials” to argue authoritatively on what really
constitutes “Hukum Allah”.
The fact that the opinions of
so many Malaysians mattered so little is most worrying. The issue at stake was
after all not some private exclusive religious matter but
the creation of a parallel
criminal justice system – that
would one day affect everyone.

gressive and conservative Islam,
it cannot be denied that PAS’s version of political Islam is more conservative and rigid than UMNO’s.
PAS appears obsessed with the
desire to implement the Hudud. It
has pushed the enactment
through both in Kelantan and
Terengganu despite a fair amount
of public criticism. PAS also appears to have scant regard for the
notion of equal citizenship. Just
recently acting PAS president
Datuk Seri Hadi Awang stated
that non-Muslims would have no
policy- making role in an Islamic
state (Star, 27 August). On both
these issues as well as a whole
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Hadi: Non-Muslims have no policymaking role in an Islamic state.

variety of other issues, it is clear
that UMNO and PAS occupy different points on the spectrum of
political Islam.
While conservatives are to be
found on both sides of the political divide, it would be myopic to
regard UMNO and PAS as simply two sides of the same coin.
One does not have to be thrilled
with UMNO’s version of political
Islam, but it is certainly one that
is more acceptable and palatable
than that espoused by PAS.

Engaging
With
Islamism
Being critical of PAS does not
mean that one is anti-Islam. No
one is denying the tremendous
contribution that Islam has made
and will continue to make in our
history as a Nation. Neither does
anyone deny that there are good
and honest people in PAS.

of UMNO or DAP. PAS if it values
and needs our support will respond to this criticism.
As Malaysians we have a stake in
determining the direction in
which this country progresses. It
is a right that cannot be denied
us. If policies of PAS need criticizing then it is our responsibility
that these criticisms be voiced.
Both the Nation as well as PAS
will benefit from this feedback.

So

What

Now?

The purpose of this article is not
to extol the virtues of UMNO or
the Barisan Nasional or to
downplay the issues of corruption, injustice and lack of democratic space that characterizes the
present order. Neither is the pur-

pose of this article to demonize
PAS.
Rather, the purpose of this article
is to argue that our obsession with
the executive should not blind us
to the other real danger that has
emerged on the political landscape. Even if we chose to believe
that “any opposition is better than
no opposition”, we can no longer
afford to do this in an unquestioning and uncritical manner.
Perhaps we need to be more selective and circumspect as to whom
we choose to support and ally
ourselves with. Perhaps we
should also take care not to spontaneously extend our support to
all groups simply on the basis that
they too oppose the executive. Too
much is at stake. q

Being critical of the policies espoused by PAS is to take issue
with PAS’s version of political Islam. Political Islam has many
variations and it would be wrong
for us to think that PAS’s version
is the only or the best approach.
There are significant differences,
for example, between the Political
Islam espoused by PAS and that
espoused by Nahdlatul Ulama
(NU) in Indonesia or that espoused by An-Nahdah (Renaissance) in Tunisia (The opposition
party of Rached Ghannoushi,
which has now been banned).
PAS is a political party and we
have a right to be critical of it in
the same way that we are critical

In August this year both Nahdlatul Ulama and Muhammadiyah, large
Muslim organizations, opposed the bid to have Syariah introduced as an
integral part of the Indonesian Constitution.

An-Nahdah in 1981 called for full pluralism without exception. The
movement said that if the Tunisian people democratically elected the Communist Party, the An-Nahdah would consider the party legitimate and
would only try to convince the Tunisian people to review their position.

We welcome feedback from readers on this lead story
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COVER STORY: INTERVIEW

Politics

Without

Principles

Opposition lacks vision and must rise above petty politicking
This is an example of an opposition that does not have a wellthought out agenda for the country.
AM: What can they do to be more
effective?

Aliran Monthly: What do you
think of the state of the opposition today?
Ganesh Rasagam: The opposition
I think is in a reactive mode. It
seems to want to score points; it
seems to want to react to what the
BN (ruling coalition) is doing or
saying. But it does not seem to
have a coherent national agenda.
Let me give you an example: the
recent shooting of tigers, panthers,
endangered species. To me that’s
tragic. I think a society is judged
by how it treats its animals. The
responses that we are getting from
the government are so callous, so
uncaring. And yet, there’s not one
single opposition politician who
has spoken out on this issue. To
make it worse, in Kelantan, which
is an opposition-held state, there
seems to be a tiger-free policy, you
know, “shoot tigers’…So you
wonder what is the position of the
opposition on major issues like
sustainable development, about
the conflict between environmental protection and rapid development.

Ganesh: The first thing is: is there
really dialogue - sincere, open dialogue among the various opposition parties? For example, does
PAS really engage the DAP or
Keadilan in genuine dialogue,
mutual respect, mutual understanding? Or is it just scoring political points? Is it just all about
getting seats and winning votes?
Most people recognize the need for
an opposition that will address
some of the fundamental problems that we are facing today. Yet
we don’t see that coming out.
What is the manifesto of the opposition political parties…
AM: They have the Alternative
Manifesto…?
Ganesh: Yeah, but what’s happened to it? You don’t hear of it
anymore; you don’t hear it being
debated or discussed at ceramahs.
Okay, the Alternative Budget was
a good start, but that got bogged
down, got side-tracked into other
sorts of problems.
We need an enlightened opposition; we need an opposition that
will address the economic challenges facing the country, the challenges of security threats, of deAliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 7

clining investment, of competition, and of building a nation that
can face up to these challenges.
We need to look at our education
system. We need to look at the religious tensions, the ethnic, cultural tensions in society.
These challenges are there for the
opposition to take up and to come
out with a well-thought-out or a
well-debated platform, an agenda
for change for the country. But you
don’t see that happening really.
AM: You mentioned religious
tensions and problems. The
main issue right now is the Islamic state problem, and that is
the main stumbling block for
opposition unity. Do you think it
is possible to achieve opposition
unity and is it desirable to have a
single coalition?
Ganesh: Maybe it’s desirable to
have a single coalition; I think that’s
the realpolitik. You want to have a
coalition of different parties who
think they can win an election.
But the issue of religion - you are
right, it’s a major factor at the moment. Not just here but in many
other parts of the world as well. I
cannot accept an Islamic state,
which is going to treat me as a second class or third class citizen.
Non-Muslims have to engage
with Muslims who are open, who
are liberal, who are not dogmatic,
who are prepared to engage in

mutual discourse with non-Muslims. And I think it is the nonMuslims who have to reach out to
this group of Muslims who will
practise the universal teachings of
Islam, and who will not be bound
by the need for example to establish an Islamic state overnight or
even over time.
We need to engage in dialogue, in
an open manner. And this is not
blasphemy: I think it’s fine to question for example the legislation on
rape…and also to move away
from things like for example what
the Terengganu government is
coming out in terms of tourism
policy guidelines. To me I don’t
see what is the spiritual value of
imposing this sort of regulations.
I mean in what way do these regulations enrich people spiritually
and morally? I can’t see the connection.
So move away from the form and
go for the substance…
AM: Do you think there are
enough middle-of-the-ground
Muslims who are prepared to enter into such dialogue?
Ganesh: I think there are. I think
they themselves are probably an
embattled segment of the Muslim
population because they have to
contend with various forces
within Islam. And I think that this
is the group that is the future of
any sort of opposition politics in
Malaysia because this is the group
that will be able to transcend the
conventional interpretation….
AM: Should this be a political
process, a civil society initiative
or both?
Ganesh: It has to start from a civil
society process before it evolves
into a political process. The
NGOs have a big role to play here.

Can you think of a Muslim NGO
which has got a liberal agenda,
which will not agree with the imposition of an Islamic state in a
multi-ethnic, multi-religious society like Malaysia, which will not
tolerate the persecution of minorities, but instead will talk about human rights, the environment, social justice issues?
AM: So how should this dialogue
take place without such readily
identifiable groups?
Ganesh: That’s a tough question.
I think we just have to start with
individuals. We have to start with
individuals reaching out to people whom they know within the
power structures, within the existing NGOs, and convincing
them that this is the only way that
Malaysia is going to move forward
as a country, where there is going
to be genuine mutually respectful,
tolerant understanding among
the Muslims and non-Muslims.
It’s not easy. It’s going to be a long
process. And it may even start
within the BN, or segments of the
BN for all we know. But I can’t see
it happening now, with the current political parties. Perhaps
Keadilan, I’m not sure. And
maybe PRM - there are some PRM
people who genuinely believe in
a tolerant, liberal, multi-religious
Malaysian society.
AM: Do grassroots groups have
a role to play – I mean those
fighting on housing and plantation workers’ wages…
Ganesh: The grassroots groups
that I know of are genuinely nonethnic, non-religious. They function because of the needs of the
marginalized communities in the
country. They do not pursue religious or ethnic agendas. They
have a big role to play, yes, but the
Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 8

numbers of these groups are very
small and their constituency is
also very small.
Perhaps that’s one way to start.
These are the groups that will
eventually be a starting point for
this kind of inter-religious discourse between the Muslims and
non-Muslims, between ethnic
groups.
AM: Any final thoughts?
Ganesh: There are so many difficult and complex issues that need
to be addressed. Politically it’s
difficult for any opposition party
to function effectively given the
current security environment, the
repressive conditions not just in
Malaysia but globally. It’s a challenging time for any kind of opposition politics and NGOs.
One wonders whether it’s also an
opportunity in some sense because people have to take very rational, very well-thought-out, sober positions on some of these
problems of terrorism, the threat
of war. Maybe the opposition political parties can come out with a
kind of measured stand and that
would be one way to rally support for them.
But they lack vision; there’s no
national vision among the opposition political parties. We need
principled politicians, the politics
of principles, now. That’s what is
missing in Malaysia now. We need
a political agenda that is founded
on principles, on values, on sincerity - a sincere genuine commitment for the development of the
country. q
Ganesh Rasagam is a
Penang-based social activist and independent transport planner.

COVER STORY: INTERVIEW

United
Coalition

Opposition
Needed

BA and DAP must get back to
the negotiating table

would affect the coalition.
AM: What do you think of the
public’s reaction to the opposition
at the moment?
Isahak Ismail : Well, currently, it
looks like the momentum of the
opposition parties is not as strong
as it was before. One of the problems they currently have is the
pullout of the DAP, as Rashid
mentioned just now. The pullout,
in my opinion, has something to
do with the understanding of an
Islamic country.
I think the DAP should sit down
properly - everybody should be
open, no hidden agenda - with
PAS and Keadilan and discuss
the future of Malaysia, what it is
supposed to be.

Rashid Hasnon

Isahak Ismail

Aliran Monthly: What do you
think of the state of opposition
politics today?

AM: For the DAP to come back,
how do you think the Islamic
state issue can be resolved? Is
there a way out?

Mohd Rashid Hasnon: The coming together of the opposition parties in the original Barisan
Alternatif was very good and
(gave rise to a) formidable coalition. But with the DAP no longer
with the Barisan Alternatif, the
coalition has somehow been jeopardized. This can be seen in the
recent by-election in Sabah.
Both sides, the DAP and the current BA, which is now only three
parties, should somehow look forward and negotiate to get the DAP
back into the fold. The BA as a
four-party coalition was in my
opinion the best ever coalition to
provide constructive opposition
to the government.

Rashid: You know, with the wish
for the DAP to come back – as I
said, that is the best form of coalition – I think both sections, the
DAP and the current BA, should
somehow be more cooperative.
There should be openness between each other; there shouldn’t
be any hidden agenda; they
should come out up front, go for
common goals.
Each of the parties in the current
BA has maybe got a certain
agenda. But if it (the agenda) is
not (conducive for) a united opposition front, each party should,
within its own party, consider not
putting (its agenda) forward as it
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Ok, Islamic country? Now even
though the DAP doesn’t want an
Islamic country, the BN (ruling
coalition) has already announced
Malaysia is an Islamic country. So
why don’t we define it, how an
Islamic country looks like. Make
it (the definition) clear and everyone agrees with this and the public knows what an Islamic country is all about, PAS and Keadilan
how they understand it.
Maybe the public will say, OK,
this gap that the DAP is not happy
with – which portion does the
DAP not agree with? After all, the
MCA can agree with the Islamic
country run by BN. So I think they
will have to make it clear.
AM: What kind of impact did
Sept 11 have on the opposition?
And now with the Bali
blast…How should the opposition deal with it?

Rashid: I think, to see things negatively, all this will definitely be
damaging especially for the opposition parties, those related to Islamic issues, especially PAS. But
to see things in a constructive
way, a positive way, this is an opportunity for the opposition parties to iron out things: let’s be clear,
they should identify and remove
those members who are not in line
with the struggle of the party, those
who may be extremist in their understanding. From what we have
been told by the opposition side,
especially PAS, they do not subscribe to that kind of activity. It
could be from some other kinds of
sources.
I am sure that PAS with the current breed of leadership - I’m sure
they will be striving for more nation-building up front rather than
destroying the whole country. The
idea of terrorism is not acceptable
in the true teaching of Islam. If
Sept 11 and any terrorism incident
has implicated the opposition
parties, the opposition especially
PAS should make a stand that
their struggle is not at all linked
to such terrorism.
AM: What do you think is the
position of keADILan today? Has
it been effective?
Rashid: Keadilan has had a little
bit of change in organization recently with their internal general
assembly. They also have plans to
join hands with PRM. That seems
to be a good move as far as we can
see because both the parties have
got a common goal. And from
what I can read of the messages
from the non-bumis, especially the
Chinese, some of them have indicated that they like the approach
of keADILan because of the nonracial option that each of the individual leaders can play in
keADILan. I think this could be

something that even the MCA and
the DAP might be afraid of.
AM: Do you think the non-Muslims will be worried about
Keadilan’s links with PAS?
Isahak: I don’t see that as a problem currently. They know that
Keadilan and PAS are cooperating with each other. In the previous election, we can see they came
together -Muslims and non-Muslims as well - so I don’t see any
problem.
Rashid: If I may add - that kind of
coalition is very strong, the
strength is there, whereby some of
the Chinese, they have been given
an opportunity if they were to join
keADILan. And this is in comparison with the BN where they have
segregation, the MCA, the MIC,
UMNO. But the impact, of course,
is not that very great because the
majority of the rakyat are comfortable with the current BN set-up. If
they can see things clearly, the setup of Keadilan is much better in
terms of racial desegregation.
With regards to political issues,
even though JIM is an NGO and
non-partisan, we feel the need to
educate citizens; we call it politik
warga, citizens politics, which
means that even though they
might not be members of a political party, they still need to know
what are their rights, what are
their roles and responsibilities.
AM: Final thoughts: what should
the opposition do to improve its
credibility?
Rashid: For the betterment of the
country, the existence of the opposition is important to serve as a
good check-and-balance for the
country’s administration. So I
think the opposition parties
should somehow go back to the
Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 10

old coalition of the BA, whereby
the DAP should be in the coalition, whereby they even had their
own manifesto, the Alternative
Manifesto. I think that there is
some lesson to be learnt from the
split. And the best option is to get
back as one force.
Isahak: About JIM’s stand, we are
principle-centred, which means
that we are not biased. When talking about the opposition and BN,
as long as they do the right thing,
we should support and give suggestions. Not only NGOs, even the
opposition parties also - if the BN
does something, don’t just condemn, but provide a better alternative, a better approach. One of
the good things that has happened since the BA was formed is
that every year they come out with
the Budget. That’s a very good
activity. Even though it gives ideas
to the BN, it doesn’t matter; but let
the people know if any idea originates from the BA.
Rashid: Finally, that motto Negara
Kita Tanggungjawab Kita (Our
Country, Our Responsibility), JIM
supports that. It’s part of the struggle. q
Mohd Rashid Hasnon is the
head of Jamaah Islah Malaysia (JIM), Penang.
Isahak Ismail is secretary
of JIM Penang Northeast
district.
JIM is a Muslim reform and
missionary group registered in 1990. The word
“Islah” is translated on the
JIM website as pembaikan
(reforms) and perdamaian
(peace). The JIM motto is
Bersama Islam Membina
Masyarakat (Community
Building with Islam).

HUMAN RIGHTS

Twists And Turns On The
Human Rights Trail
Some Kuala Lumpur episodes and a fragment of a poem
by D J Muzaffar Tate
ver the last couple of
months, the issue of Human Rights has been the
subject of a number of
events in one form or another in
Kuala Lumpur. Some received
more publicity than others.

O

Preface:
The Law is an Ass - an Idiot
(Charles Dickens,
19th century English author)

If this was true in the nineteenth
century, it is just as true today. The
latest evidence of this was provided by the successful appeal of
the six reformasi activists - now
detained for over a year at
Kamunting under the ISA against their arrest and detention.
Three judges, including the Chief
Justice himself, sitting in the Federal Court in Kuala Lumpur on 27
August found unanimously that
the six had been arrested mala fide,
were not told the reason for their
arrest, and were denied access to
their lawyers. In short, they had
been denied their rights under the
constitution, and had been arrested and detained illegally.
So the six reformasi activists had
won their case: but when the
judges were asked to issue the order for their release, they replied
that they could not do so. Their

reason for refusing:
the detention had
been ordered by the
Deputy Home Minister under a provision that gives him
the power to do so
under another section of the same Act,
even though the activists had been illegally arrested and
detained in the first
place.
To lay people, common sense tells
us that such reasoning defies
logic. But lawyers (including
those for the reformasi detainees
themselves) agree that going by
the letter of the law, the DPM has
that right as the law stands, and
that the only recourse is to appeal
against that section of the law
that empowered the DPM to issue the detention orders. In making the appeal, the detainees’
lawyers will of course use the
same arguments that succeeded
in the original appeal, and unless the Court of Appeal is going
to go against its own judgment,
the appeal must succeed. So, legalistically speaking, the detainees are free – but not free to go.
Malaysia Boleh! The law is indeed
an ass! But even asses are of use
to the Government.
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Side-Stepping
The Issue
Once again, SUHAKAM celebrated its birthday and Human
Rights Day by holding a two-day
conference on 9-10 September at
the PWTC in Kuala Lumpur, this
time on the theme of human rights
and education. Some 400 people
attended, drawn – as the organizers told us – from all works of life.
Those invited were truly representative of the world of education, including names of distinction and expertise in their particular branches of the profession,
and by no means restricted to
those who tend to be politically
correct. They also included a
handful of senior student representatives from upper secondary
schools, who were allowed to and
did participate fully in the discussions. From this point of view, at

least, the seminar promised to be
an interesting and fruitful one.
And so it was from several points
of view. The Conference was broken into four successive symposiums over the two days. Each symposium covered six topics, each
one chaired by a person of authority in the field, and the papers were
presented by highly qualified
speakers. Since two topics (for
obvious reasons of time constraint) were held simultaneously,
this meant that in fact no person
attending the seminar could cover
more than three topics for each
symposium. But not to worry.
Most topics were of even interest
and the only problem was that of
deciding which of the two to attend.
The SUHAKAM organizers supplied each participant with a questionnaire seeking an evaluation of
the whole proceedings. Was the
conference well organized? Yes. Were
the papers presented interesting and
informative? Generally, yes. Were
there too many papers and were the
choices difficult to make? Yes and
no. The number of papers was justifiable in view of the wide range
to be covered, but choices were
difficult to make because of competing levels of interest. Perhaps
here the main problem was time.
All the other questions – was the
food good, the refreshments okay, directions easy to follow, conference organizers friendly?, etc, Yes, yes,
yes…
The real question is – did the Conference serve any useful purpose?
If thought of in terms of a conference on education per se, the conference was stimulating and
worthwhile. A number of good
points appeared to find general
acceptance - that morality is not a
classroom subject to be taught, but

an ethos to be created by society
(including the home and the
school) and imbibed. There were
many home-truths about teaching
methods, about the application of
discipline, and the paucity of male
teachers in schools. One of the
most moving aspects on which
light was shed and discussed was
the problem of educating the disabled, the lame, the blind, the deaf
and dumb, and the appalling
backwardness of our approach to
these problems.
But when considered in terms of
the relationship between education and human rights, although
this was discussed (and generally
agreed that human rights, like
morality, was something that had
to be inculcated by precept and
example and not taught as part of
a classroom syllabus), the Conference was less successful. It was
the feeling of many of us that in
this respect SUHAKAM was essentially side-stepping this main
issue, for there can be no progress
in human rights in education
without, in the first place, the absolutes of human rights being
firmly embedded in our national
society as a whole.

Priorities
And
Possibilities
If the SUHAKAM Conference on
9-10 Sept appeared to have fenced
around the main issue without actually touching it, another
SUHAKAM occasion on 25 Sept
held high on the 30th floor of
Menara Tun Razak, off the respectable end of Jalan Raja Laut, went
more directly to the point. This
was a more select gathering consisting of representatives from
thirty NGOs invited to attend and
to give their opinions as to what
the
proper
priorities
of
SUHAKAM should be for an acAliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 12

Aliran's position: ISA must go

tion plan for the next three to five
years.
Once again, the
SUHAKAM organizers were not
squeamish about inviting people
who have established a name for
themselves as outspoken critics of
repressive government policies
and legislation. The meeting was
held in an atmosphere conducive
to free and frank discussion.
The Aliran point of view on human rights that was put forward
was simply that the top priority
of SUHAKAM must be to secure
the right of the citizen to freedom
from arbitrary arrest and detention without trial. Our position is
that as long as the ISA and other
repressive legislation against the
liberty of the subject remain, any
broader discussion of human
rights is virtually meaningless.
This was not a point that any other
NGO representative took up.
Someone argued that to take this
confrontational approach was
unrealistic and impractical under
existing conditions, and would get
us nowhere.
Several representatives stressed
the importance of getting Malaysia to become a signatory to the

United Nations main human
rights instruments (a copy of
which we were all supplied with)
as an essential preliminary step.
Others stressed the importance of
human rights in education in
terms of language and opportunity, including with respect to the
physically disabled.

The
Meeting
Lasted
For About Two Hours
After these two contacts with
SUHAKAM in action, it appears
that the commission is staffed by
people who understand the issues
at stake, and who seem sympathetic and sincere in their desire
to see change and improvement
in the country’s human rights
situation.
However, politics is the art of the
possible, and SUHAKAM, whose
members are seasoned enough
and close enough to the corridors
of power to know what the political possibilities in Malaysia at
this time are and are not, choose
to tread softly and advance little
by little. They are willing to listen
to complaints and are open to new
ideas. But some activists wonder
whether this non-confrontational
“softly-slowly” approach will get
the commission anywhere.
Still, the NGOs should give
Suhakam all the moral support
that it needs, without sacrificing
our own demands and strategies
where we consider them to be
more effective.

Postscript:
An Evening with the FRU.
Chinese Assembly Hall,
Kuala Lumpur, 1 October 2002

provided to the small band of one
hundred or so who went to the
Chinese Assembly Hall on the
evening of 1 Oct to join in a meeting to protest against the refusal
by the Government to release the
six reformasi activists despite the
success of the Federal Court appeal against their arrest and detention. The main guests were the
wives and families of the detainees in question.
The meeting had been advertised and the hall booked some
time before, but on the day of the
meeting, the Kuala Lumpur
OCPD banned it. Notwithstanding this, a small but committed band of supporters and
sympathizers turned up at the
Chinese Assembly Hall - either
out of ignorance of the ban or to
show their contempt for it - to
find the gates closed and a
squad of the FRU in attendance
on the side. After about an

hour’s standstill during which
neither side did anything (except talk), there was a mild stand
off. There were official shouts
and a blowing of whistles and
the small troop of FRU marched
on the gates and literally shoved
out the ladies and gentleman
standing there. There was some
scuffling and shouting. Then
Wan Azizah arrived and became
the focal point of attention. Although there was nothing she or
anyone else could do to get the
police to change their minds, her
presence reinvigorated us all. One
of our number stood up on a chair,
announced the course of events,
and said that we should now disperse. We did so, thereby removing another threat to Mahathir’s
law and order.
Needless to say, no mention of this
minor but significant episode appeared in the national dailies or
on TV the following day. q

With regard to the saga of human rights, part of a poem by our
Prime Minister, reproduced below, clearly states his own position on this issue
While the race remains lulled by tales
Of land, of gold and its distribution
Of crutches, disability and the poor man’s fishing line
Of rights and democracy
The waves keep coming and returning
As the lame and the poor continue to jest
Where are my crutches?
Where are my fishing lines?
Where is the gold for me?
Where are my rights and my democracy?
It’s been a long time since my land was taken
Through means that are easy and cheap
Coming with gold in their belly
The crutches are now broken
So are my fishing lines
Democracy and rights are yesterday’s tales….

A salutary reminder of what the
realities of Human Rights are was
Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 13

ISA
“Mala-Fide Campaign”

Violence

And

Misuse

Of

Power

Complaint Filed to SUHAKAM, 15 October 2002
n 6 September 2002, the
Federal Court ruled the
detention of Tian Chua,
Mohd Ezam Mohd Noor,
Saari Sungib, Hishamuddin Rais
and Raja Petra Kamaruddin under the Internal Security Act (ISA)
as unlawful and “mala-fide”.

O

On 1 October 2002, the Abolition
ISA Movement (AIM) was to
launch a new campaign on the
Federal Court judgment to demand the release of the ISA detainees in the evening at the Selangor
Chinese Assembly Hall. The organisers and the participants
reached the Selangor Chinese Assembly hall, only to find a heavy
presence of police, while the
whole Chinese Assembly Hall
was completely sealed off by the
police from public access.
Earlier at 6.30 pm, the police forcefully chased out the volunteers of
the organisers who were in the
Selangor Chinese Assembly Hall
decorating the venue. The volunteers left the hall on the promise by
the police that they will meet the
organisers and discuss the matter.
At about 8.00pm, the organisers
and about 200 participants were
all blocked at the front gate of the
Assembly Hall, which was locked
and guarded by the police. Despite repeated request by the organisers to meet with the officer-

in-charge and the Dang Wangi
OCPD, Hadi Ho, the police had
unprofessionally and arrogantly
refused to keep their promise to
meet with the organisers and rejected the request of the organisers outright. It was at this time
that the police light-strike force
charged with baton and shield
without any warning into the
crowd who were blocked at the
front gate of the Assembly Hall.
More than 10 people suffered minor injuries due to this brutal and
unbecoming act.
As the people were angered by the
brutality of the police and protested to the police, the police finally agreed to let one representative of AIM to discuss with the
police. Arul from Suaram went in
and met with OCPD Hadi Ho and
gave an assurance that the meeting would be held peacefully.
Again the OCPD rejected the request for the meeting to take place.
In the end, the launch of the
“Mala-Fide Campaign” failed to
take place at the Selangor Chinese
Assembly. We condemn the violence of the police force shown at
this event and the unprofessional
and arrogant conduct of OCPD
Hadi Ho. We consider the stopping of the launch a gross violation of freedom of assembly and
expression of the people and to be
political motivated.
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Points

Of

Complaints

We would like to file the complaint on the following points:
1 . The police said the organisers
did not apply for a police permit for the launching. We
maintain that the right to assembly and expression are
both enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights and the Fedearal Constitution of Malaysia and
should be respected. The role
of the police is to maintain
public order for the smooth
exercise of the right to assembly and the proceedings of the
assembly, not to clamp down
on the rights and stop the assembly.
2. The launching was to be held
indoors, in the private property of one of the members of
the Abolish ISA Movement,
namely the Civil Rights Committee of the Selangor Chinese
Assembly Hall. As it was not

held in a public place, the
question of police permit does
not arise.
3 . The allegation of the police that
the assembly might lead to
untoward incidents was also
unfounded as the launch was
to be held INDOORS on private
property. Moreover, this is not
the first time AIM has
launched a campaign in the
Selangor Chinese Assembly
Hall. AIM launched itself in
April 2001 and a support campaign for the detainees’ hunger strike was also held in
April 2002 at precisely the
same venue, the Selangor Chinese Assembly Hall. As there
was no problems with the previous events, AIM simply
doesn’t see why there is a problem this time.
4. The police should not prejudge that the assembly would
lead to untoward incidents as
this would not be fair to the organisers. The police should
come to the scene and judge the
situation objectively and professionally without prejudice
and bias. The event should be
allowed to take place with the
help of the police in preventing any untoward event happening at the scene during the
assembly.
5 . The organisers had showed
full cooperation with the police when the police asked to
meet with the organisers at the
eleventh hour, which was the
morning of the event itself. Despite the late notice, the organisers met with the police on 1
October 2002 and explained
the meeting to the police. The

organisers also told the police
that a registration counter
would be setup to prevent uninvited people from attending
the launching. The organisers
also sent an undertaking letter
dated 1 October 2002 (please
find attached) to the Chief Police of Kuala Lumpur by hand
ensuring that the event will be
organised in a peaceful manner. The organisers have not
received any reply of the letter.
Why was the police so afraid
when the organisers were
ready to take full responsibility of the launching?
6. At the meeting with the police
on 1 October 2002, the organisers explained to the police
the guidelines for assembly
suggested by SUHA-KAM.
The organisers told the police
that the event complied with
the guideline by SUHAKAM,
such as a declaration to assume responsibility, establishing lines of communication
with the police etc. The police
refused to accept the explanation of the SUHAKAM guideline. This is especially evident
when the police rejected the request of the organisers to meet
and negotiate with them.
7. As a responsible organiser,
AIM was always ready to discuss and negotiate with the
police before the event, during
the event and after the event.
Instead of engaging in discussions and negotiations, the
police chose to use brute force
in handling the event as if there
was no other way. The arrogance and brutality of the police is not just unnecessary, it
is unbecoming and unprofes-
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sional.

Conclusion
The police action in stopping the
launch is politically motivated to
clamp down on criticism of the ISA
and the government that misuses
it. Why didn’t the police stop
UMNO Youth when it demonstrated against Suqiu in 1999 at
the gate of the Selangor Chinese
Assembly Hall? Why wasn’t the
“Thank you Dr. Mahathir” gathering recently in Bukit Jalil Stadium stopped? Is it true that those
assemblies that are in line with the
interest of the government will be
allowed while those that are not
will be stopped?
The right to assemble should be
applied equally and without discrimination to all members and
sections of society and the police
should implement this policy impartially and professionally.
Once the police is seen acting biased and prejudice to those having different opinions from the
government, the whole institution
of the police will be downgraded
to a mere oppressive tool of the
government and will lose whatever credibility it has.
We request SUHAKAM to conduct an investigation into the
misuse of power and the violence committed by the police in
handling the launching of the
“Mala-Fide Campaign”. We request SUHA-KAM to do whatever necessary in this case to restore and uphold freedom of assembly and expression of the
people in this country.
Submitted by:
Abolish ISA Movement (GMI)

place. We understand that ten
people were even beaten by the
riot police.
In all this we can’t help but notice
the glaring contradictions in Dr
Mahathir’s recent stance. He
sounded incongruous when he
bitterly complained that there was
no democracy even in democratic
countries and that there was no
more justice in the world.

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

Breakup
Of
Anti-ISA
Gathering
Reveals
Hypocrisy

rule of law.

Five citizens detained illegally
under the Internal Security Act in
April 2001 are still languishing in
prison unjustly. They are being
held unlawfully.

It is this injustice that has outraged many and prompted the
family members of detainees,
former detainees and the representatives of the Abolish ISA
Movement (AIM) to gather at the
Selangor Chinese Assembly Hall
last night to launch the “ISA Mala
Fide” campaign. This campaign
was meant to highlight this flagrant violation of justice and secure the release of these innocent
victims of state tyranny.

It is not just human rights
actiivists who are saying that their
detentions are illegal. The highest court in the land has ruled that
their detentions were mala fide (in
bad faith). Their continued incarceration mocks our notion of justice and ridicules our concept of

To their horror and disbelief, a
large number of police and Federal Reserve Unit (FRU) personnel blocked their passage into the
premises and took up positions in
a threatening manner. They were
there determined to prevent this
peaceful gathering from taking

Aliran is appalled that concerned,
peaceful and justice-loving citizens could not meet last night to
address an issue of grave injustice perpetrated by the state.

IT’s

THE

ACTION

Aliran would like to ask Mahathir:
what democracy and justice is he
talking about? What democracy is
he practising when ordinary citizens cannot even discuss issues
affecting themselves? What justice is he screaming about when
justice is denied to those detained
unlawfully?
We must first honour the values
we clamour for before going on a
moral crusade to condemn others
of conduct that we ourselves are
grossly guilty of. It is high time
that Mahathir is reminded that he
sounds hollow and hypocritical
when he takes the moral high
ground that he is incapable of living up to.
All this “talk about fairplay, democracy and human rights” (in
his own words) is “sheer nonsense”.

NOT

P Ramakrishnan
President
2 October 2002

THE

FRUIT

It’s the action not the fruit of the action that is important. You have to do the
right thing. It may not be in your power, maybe not in your time, that there’ll
be any fruit. But that doesn’t mean that you stop doing the right thing. You
may never know what results come from your action. But if you do nothing,
there will be no result....
Mahatma Gandhi
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Help
Aliran:
Give A Gift To A Friend
Dear Fellow Malaysians
or 25 years, Aliran has
been a beacon for
Malaysian society in
many important ways.
Aliran provides a rallying point
for citizens and civic organisations concerned with freedom,
justice and democracy. Aliran
defends civil liberties and human rights, and promotes interethnic and inter-religious respect. More than that, Aliran
advances the
causes of
marginalised communities, disadvantaged groups and persecuted individuals who are too
often bereft of any opportunity
to speak for themselves.

F

To carry out these tasks, Aliran
depends on limited financial resources derived from Aliran
Monthly subscriptions and sales

as well as donations made by our
members, subscribers and other
well-wishers. Our writers, members and other supporters receive
no payment for their tireless services.

of funds in a few months.

For our operational expenses, we
receive no funding whatsoever
from any government or opposition political party, corporation or
foreign source. We intend to keep
things that way to safeguard our
autonomy.

• Make a donation to Aliran.
Send a cheque or draft made
payable to Aliran Kesedaran
Negara or directly transfer
your contribution to our account no. 507 246 118 995 with
Malayan Banking Berhad,
Green Lane branch, Penang.

The cost of producing Aliran
Monthly, disseminating information and publications, networking
with other civic organisations,
and organising public talks and
forums has risen considerably. In
truth, we are incurring deficits
every month and we will run out

To maintain our crucial public
service, we sincerely appeal to you
to respond in any of the following
ways:

• Take out or renew a two-year
subscription
to
Aliran
Monthly (see reverse page).
• Take out a gift subscription for
someone close to you (see reverse page).

We, the trustees of Aliran, appeal to you to respond generously in our hour of need.

…………………………….
P Ramakrishnan
(President, Aliran)

………………………………
Datuk Dr T P Devaraj
Chairman, Aliran Trust

……………………………….
Tong Veng Wye
Secretary, Aliran Trust

…………………………….
YM Raja Aziz Addruse

…………….…………………
Dr Johan Saravanamuttu

……………………….………
Joan Shori

……..…………………….
Datuk Dr R S McCoy

……………………………….
Dr S P Subramaniam

…….…………………………
Tommy Thomas
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No Entry
For
Reformist
Talking about the immigration
department, an item written by
Malaysiakini analyst James Wong
caught my attention. It seems that
the Malaysian immigration authority recently stopped Indonesian lawyer, Dr. Adnan Buyung
Nasution from entering the country. He was simply ordered to
leave upon arrival at the Kuala
Lumpur International Airport.

Terror

Month

Hate to be so glib about it, but what
else can one say about this October. It was a real “terror” month!
No need for me to repeat the horrific international events in Bali,
Zamboanga, Manila, Washington
DC, Moscow, et cetera. Those were
real events involving real terrorists. What may be more interesting for us would be the kind of
incredible things that have been
happening in our beloved country in October – really terrorlah!
Let’s start with the government’s
handling of the 13-year old girl
who was allegedly raped in a detention camp for illegal immigrants. Stung by the Filipino government’s protest over the alleged
rape of this girl, our blundering
authorities proceeded to deport
her without ascertaining her nationality. As it turns out, she is really a Malaysian! Now, the proper
thing to do would be to bring the
girl home and try the rapist and
let the Philippines sort out their
mistake. Nope. The PM mounts
his high horse and demands an

apology from the Philippines!
Has the man lost his marbles or
what? Not a word is said about
apprehending the rapist. And
shouldn’t we haul on the carpet
the officer in charge of the camp
and the buffoons at the immigration who mucked up the case? As
far as we can tell, not a single bungling Malaysian has yet to be reprimanded nor any action taken
against any person.
This is truly a case of Malaysia
terrorlah! Only in Malaysia can
one get raped in a detention camp,
and under the eyes of the police
and the perpetrator gets away scot
free; only in Malaysia can its citizens be deported to another country without good cause; only in
Malaysia will you get jailed for
exposing corruption while the
accused gets away with not
enough evidence; only in Malaysia can you be removed as deputy
prime minister after being accused
of being a homosexual but get
elected unanimously as a woman
leader when accused of being a
lesbian; should one go on?

Q Q Q Q Q
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Now, who is Dr Adnan Buyung
Nasution? An Islamic fundamentalist? Potential terrorist? No sir!
Those who follow contemporary
Indonesian politics know that
Adnan Buyung is not only a leading Indonesian constitutional
scholar and human rights lawyer
as well as a member of the Genevabased International Commission
of Jurists (ICJ), but was also one of
the leading Reformasi figures of
Indonesia.
He was invited by KeADILan to
speak on the condition of jailed
ex-deputy premier Anwar
Ibrahim. He also came with a petition signed by several key Indonesian politicians, academics and
representatives from non-governmental organisations urging the
Malaysian government to allow
Anwar to seek the treatment of his
choice.
A little more about the man from
Wong:
“Although a pious Muslim and a
legal defender of many Indonesian Muslim opposition leaders
and activists, Adnan believes
that, ultimately, no one can “unify
the country based on religion”
and national unity ‘must be based
on sameness of citizenship, re-

gardless of religion’ (quoted in
Douglas E. Ramage, Politics in Indonesia — Democracy, Islam and the
Ideology of Tolerance (London,
Routledge, 1995: p.156)
However, Adnan also observed
that because Indonesians found
it difficult to participate effectively
in the restrictive political system
of Suharto, they often turned to
religious and ethnic issues for
political mobilisation.
Moreover, despite his consistent
and vocal rejection of theocracy in
Indonesia, Adnan also warned
that the exaggeration of the hypothetical choice of only between an
Islamic state and secular autocracy backed by the armed forces,
could frighten people away from
democracy.
In his view, although Suharto and
the Indonesian Armed Forces were
opposed to the establishment of an
Islamic state, they were also not religiously neutral vis-à-vis other religions because all they wanted
was no challenge to their undemocratic rule from any quarters.
In the final analysis, Adnan is a
genuinely moderate Muslim
whose idea of universal human
rights and democracy threatened
‘Suhartoism’ in Indonesia before
1998 ….”
When our immigration authority
can act in such a high-handed
manner with respect to an unimpeachable citizen of a neighbouring country, do we have a right to
complain when another immigration authority demands that we
remove our shoes for inspection?
BN cannot loselah!
B.K. Ong of SOS! Penang made a
cogent point in an e-mail recently.

Ong argued that the by-elections
in Gaya and the earlier one in
Likas, caused by a PBS petition
that the SAPP candidate violated
election rules, could have been
avoided if the Election Commission had taken a fairer course of
action to the election violations namely, it should have just nullified the victory of the offending
candidate, rather than nullify all
the candidates who took part in
the election.

candidate who won the second
highest votes. The Election Commission, following its own precedent, should have done the same
and given Likas to Christine Liew,
who won the second highest vote,
when the ‘old Turk’ Yong was
found ineligible for his seat. Instead Yong, who was disqualified,
was allowed to run again.

I find his argument quite watertight. Averred Ong:
“It may be raised that the phantom voters found in the electoral
roll could be a good excuse to nullify the entire election. But this
should not be the case if we consider that, again it is the non-offending party who would then be
penalised! The fault lies with the
Election Commission and any
correction to this should not give
any advantage or second chance
to the candidate who had been
found out to have played with foul
means. Nor should it disadvantage the candidates who played
by the rules. If anybody were to be
penalized, it should be the relevant personnel in charge of the
specific electoral roll. As it happened the laws are changed so
that the roll cannot be challenged
after it is gazetted but what happens if frauds were to be found
out later? The Election Commission is supposed to uphold election rules, not to exempt itself from
upholding the laws, nor from being penalised for offences committed by itself as a neutral referee for
the elections!”

Q Q Q Q Q

Ong went on to point out that, in
the case of former DAP man Wee
Choo Keong in the Bandar KL constituency, who was found to be
ineligible, his seat went to the BN
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Well, well, it looks like the BN cannot ever lose. Really terrorlah!

Outdoing

Saddam

It’s not only Saddam Hussein of
Iraq who can get a 100 percent
endorsement from his people. The
newly annointed Puteri UMNO
head Azalina Othman Said has
done better. She got the job without contest when 100 percent of
the 160-odd Puteri divisions
nominated her for the job and no
one else got a single nomination.
Mind you, there were at least five
candidates who had offered themselves, including Ummi Hafilda,
whose fame even failed to secure
her a single nomination. Some
political heavyweights must have
leaned very hard on the divisions.
In offering herself for service,
Ummi didn’t mince any words nor
bother with any of Azalina’s alleged misappropriation of funds
and the like. She went for the jugular (or so she thought) and
claimed that Azalina was a lesbian and was thereby unfit for
high office. Ummi forcefully argued that if a deputy prime minister could be brought down on
charges of homosexuality, why
should Azalina be exempted. It
seems no one bought her argument and the prime minister himself came out in Azalina’s defence
to state that the lesbian claim re-

mains unproven. Moral of the
story; chose the right patron and
all will be yours. Hmmm… I seem
to recall Dr. Faust’s pact with the
devil was sort of similar.
But the controversy over the new
chief of the UMNO ‘princesses’
seems destined to prolonged. At
the point of writing, an anonymous critic has attacked former
Azalina detractor, Mastina Abdul
Hamid, one of the five erstwhile
contenders for the top post, for
obsequiously becoming a “turncoat” in her call to all members to
now fully back the new leader.
Now, it will just be a matter of time
before we get a broadside from the
volatile Ummi.

Q Q Q Q Q
T h e M o s t ‘ Te r r o r ’
Terror
Expert
We reserve this Malaysian accolade to Rohan Gunaratna, the terrorist expert who has earned the
wrath of virtually the whole country, including all the Malaysian
political parties, who have condemned his book Inside Al-Qaeda
for being the source of a UN allusion to Malaysian organisations
with terrorist links.
My sympathy, strange as it may
seem, is with Rohan, a mere ambitious academic trying to make
his mark in this dog-eat-dog
world. Who is this Rohan
Gunaratna? Piecing together information from the internet, here
is thumbnail sketch of the
Malaysian
Public
Enemy
Number One.
Rohan Gunaratna, we understand is a research assistant at St.
Andrews’ University in Scotland,
which according to Rohan (from

his webpage) is an “acknowledged expert on terrorism in South
Asia”. As a Sri Lankan, his expertise is derived originally from
his area of expertise in the Tamil
Tigers, the militant Tamil separatist group.
Despite that, since September 11,
he has been one of the most prolific commentators on global terrorism, being courted by the media and by governments. He recently visited Australia, where he
made a number of widely reported, but unchallenged, claims
that there were several “child-killing terrorist groups” operating in
Australia, hiding behind community and humanitarian fronts,
whilst manipulating the Australian government through powerful lobbying of politicians.
In an early media appearance in
1997, Rohan made the amusing
claim that the Tamil Tigers had
developed a high-tech bodysuit to
wear during their suicide bombings that would ensure the head
is not destroyed but rather is transformed into a “lethal projectile sometimes traveling as far as two
hundred yards”. He declared this
body suit “more advanced than
the body suits used by any other
groups”, and warned of “technology transfer” to the Middle East.
No evidence was given to support
his claims, and the media ran it
on the basis of him being an “expert”.
Rohan’s claims naturally attracted widespread criticism. His
book, “International & Regional
Security Implications of the Sri
Lankan Tamil Insurgency” (privately published), was described
by the Australasian Federation of
Tamil Associations as, “a book
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replete with factual errors and
devoid of indexes, footnotes, or
any evidence to substantiate the
claims made”.
On that note, we confer the title
“The Most Terror Terror Expert”
on Rohan and, assign him forever
to the rubbish heap of failed academics posing as dubious experts
of some new-fangled field or other.

Q Q Q Q Q
Number 110 –
Terror
Sekali!
Our final tribute must go the
Malaysian media. They have surpassed our wildest expectations
in performance!
In a new worldwide press freedom
index published last week by an
international media watchdog,
Reporters San Frontiers (RSF), Malaysia secured the 110th spot out
of 139 countries surveyed.
Indonesia performed the best
among Southeast Asian countries,
coming in at 57, while Thailand
was ranked 65, Cambodia 71 and
the Philippines 89. Countries
which performed worse than Malaysia are Brunei, Vietnam, Laos
and Burma. Singapore was not
ranked. In a class of its own?
The index, reflecting the state of
press freedom in the ranked countries between Sept 2001 and Oct
2002, measured the amount of
freedom that journalists and the
media had in each country and
the efforts made by governments
to see that press freedom was respected.
Malaysia terror sekali!
D.L. Daun

HEART TO HEART :

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

I Can No Longer
Be With You
A painful message to all my friends
from Yayori Matsui
oday I have to send a
painful message to all
my friends who have
been my support in life
in many ways and at different
times. When I was visiting Afghanistan early this month, I felt
anomaly in my body and I returned to Japan on October 7, earlier than scheduled, to be examined at a hospital. There, I was diagnosed with liver cancer in the
advanced stage and informed that
it was not curable.

T

This summer I attended several
international meetings and conferences in various countries. I
was as energetic as I enjoyed
horse riding in the grasslands in
Mongolia in August and swimming in Islamabad on my way to
Kabul early this month. I felt no
symptom, but my liver had been
silently affected by this disease
over the years.
I wished to live at least 10 more
years, and I feel really unfortunate
to have to leave you in the midst
of struggle. I feel as though I was
abruptly hit by a natural disaster.
However, I try to maintain serenity and accept this fate as divine
providence caring to give me a little early rest in sympathy for my

68 years of intense life.
I can stay calm because I feel that
I have been able to lead a meaningful life thanks to the support
of all of you. It is my great comfort,
in particular, that the Women’s International War Crimes Tribunal
2000 of which I was one of the initiators was successfully carried
out and that it handed down its
judgment of historic significance
at the Hague in 2001. I sincerely
ask all of you to make the best use
of the judgment and promote the
tribunal’s message across the
world.
The Japanese media not only ignored the historical event of this
tribunal and its judgment, but also
NHK, the public TV station,
broadcasted a programme on it
that distorted the meaning of the
tribunal. As you may know, we
sued NHK to hold it accountable
for falsification of the tribunal’s
message. I deeply regret that I will
not be able to fulfil my responsibility as a plaintiff in this litigation. I wish for your continuing
support of our NHK lawsuit to
seek a just judgment.
I look back on my three decades of
involvement in Asian issues, as a
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journalist at the Asahi Shimbun
and as a women’s movement activist throughout the decades, and
I realize anew how greatly I have
been encouraged and inspired by
encounters with powerful women
of many Asian countries I visited.
I can think of my life positively
when I hear young Japanese
women working in different
Asian countries telling me that my
books or speeches motivated and
inspired them to get involved in
what they do. I would feel rewarded if my trajectory of life as a
feminist and independent woman
has encouraged and stimulated
many women to fight to change
this sexist society.
I admit there were moments when
I felt deeply hurt and agonized by
betrayals, misunderstanding, persecution, and violence. Now,
those days seem far away in the
past. I feel most proud of having
always been on the side of “the
least important” underprivileged
people and resisted those in
power. I used to write a newspaper column using “Flame” as the
pen name, and signed my magazine articles as Suga Akiko, an
amalgam name made from two
rebellious Meiji women, to express my commitment to fight dis-

crimination, exploitation, and injustice. My life has been a life of
action propelled by outrage and
anger against injustice. I have
been offered no official or social
status of power, and I take that as
an honor.
Aside from the four years of illness in my high school years, I
have been always blessed in my
life. I grew up in a warm family,
received much love and affection
from many people, and enjoyed
the friendship of a number of
wonderful friends. I have lived
freely, traveled to so many countries, and enjoyed movies which I
love so much.
However, I am profoundly concerned about the current global
situation. Many people are affected by armed conflicts and the
“war on terrorism” is expanding.
Having lived through the 20th
century which was filled with violence and war, I am hoping for a
peaceful, non-violent 21st century. I regret that I can no longer
be with you in the struggle for this
goal, but I am sure that you will
carry on this struggle and will
achieve the peace that is my
dream.
I am sorry that I cannot pursue
any more the various kinds of activities to which I have been committed. Especially, as Director of
Asia-Japan Women’s Resource
Center (AJWRC) and Chairperson of Violence Against Women
in War Network, Japan (VAWWNET Japan), I want to extend my
deep appreciation to their members and I wish for further development of their activities. I ask
you all, my friends, to provide

continued support for AJWRC
and VAWW-NET Japan. I will
also leave to all of you the dream
that I have shared with my
friends – the establishment of a
“Women’s Museum on War.”
I cannot help feeling uneasy,
though, anticipating physical
pains and psychological fears
that I must have to endure from
now. I will do my best to live as
long as possible, by a day or even
an hour. Please save a place in
your prayers for a miracle. During the time that is left to me, with
my last physical and mental
strength, I will try to write and
speak what I want to tell.

any trouble to. Friends, I ask for
your forgiveness for having not
been able to make time to talk more
personally with you due to my
extremely busy life. Once again,
please accept my heartfelt gratitude to all of you for giving me
such a wonderful life. I am truly
thankful.
Please forgive me that I surprise
you by this e-mailing. If you
kindly send me your words,
please do so by fax or e-mail.
With many thanks from the bottom of my heart,

Now, I want to apologize to those
whom I may have hurt or caused

Yayori Matsui
October 14, 2002
e-mail: yayori@jca.apc.org
fax: +81 3 3412 2765

ONE
One song can spark a moment,
One flower can wake the dream.
One tree can start a forest,
One bird can herald spring.
One smile begins a friendship,
One handclasp lifts a soul.
One star can guide a ship at sea,
One word can frame the goal.
One vote can change a nation,
One sunbeam lights a room.
One candle wipes out darkness,
One laugh will conquer gloom.
One step must start each journey,
One word must start each prayer.
One hope will raise our spirits,
One touch can show you care.
One voice can speak with wisdom.
One heart can know what’s true.
One life can make the difference,
you see it’s up to You!
— Unknown
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RULE OF LAW

Policing

The

Police

Human rights, politics and the police
by G Lim
he idea that police force
should be the protectors
of the innocent received
a massive blow in September 1998 when Anwar
Ibrahim was assaulted under police custody.

T

Yet in many ways, Anwar was
one of the lucky ones. He had the
position and the media attention
to ensure that his assault was noticed. He was also educated
enough to know his rights and
how to defend them.
His assailant, IGP Rahim Nor,
was thus brought to book, although many feel that he got off
lightly.

Tharma Rajen, who had been detained for sixty-six days, found
that his body was ‘malnourished
and emaciated’.

Aug 2000).

These two cases are just the latest
in an alarming string of deaths of
suspects in police custody.

Two months after the death of
Woo Boon Leng, another suspect
died in police custody.

Woo Boon Leng, a fifteen year old
boy, was detained in March 1995
by four policemen, accompanied
by a civilian. What happened next
has never firmly been established,
but it ultimately led to the death
of this young man.

Lee Quat Leong, a 42 year old
mechanic with no previous criminal record, was arrested in April
1995 in relation to a bank robbery.

The policemen first claimed he
was the victim of a traffic accident,
and then said he drowned trying
to escape custody.

If the head of the country’s police
force can beat up the country’s
former deputy prime minister in
custody and receive only a short
prison sentence, what is happening in the rest of the police system?

At the coroner’s inquest into the
death, however, the pathologist
testified that there was no water
in Boon Leng’s lungs, so he could
not have drowned.

Deaths In Police
Custody

The court also heard a catalogue
of non-compliance with police
procedures, including transporting the boy in a civilian’s car.

In the past few months, two suspects have died at the same lockup in Putrajaya.
One of them, M Ragubathy, had
had a heart condition since age
11. Despite this, police allegedly
ignored his complaints of chest
pains for six days. By the time he
was taken to hospital, it was too
late.
The post-mortem on the other, S.

Although the court was unable to
determine the exact cause of the
boy’s death, it left little doubt that
the policemen and the civilian involved were responsible both for
his death and for attempting to
hide the cause of his death.
Newspaper reports at the time
suggested that the policemen involved were to be charged following the coroner’s decision (NST
Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 24

Two years later, however, no
charges have been made.

He died two weeks later, on May
12, after being assaulted in custody.
The death certificate stated cause
of death as ‘haemorrhage consistent with blunt trauma to most
parts of the body’.
In other word, he was quite literally beaten to death.
Internal police inquiries were apparently unable to indentify Lee’s
assaulters.
The Attorney-General thus ordered a judicial inquiry, which
found eleven policemen responsible for his death.
Only two of them were ever
charged, however. They were
found guilty of ‘causing hurt’ to
Lee and sentenced to eighteen
months.
The sentence was subsequently
doubled by the High Court, after
the mechanic’s brother applied for
the sentence to be reviewed.

At the High Court hearings, the
public prosecutor actually argued
against an increased sentence,
noting that the policemen had
also lost their jobs.
In a similar case, two detectives
were found guilty in May 2000 of
‘causing hurt’ to an Indonesian
robbery suspect, who later died.
The two were given three years
jail, stayed pending appeal. A
third officer was cleared.
In these three cases, justice has at
least partially been done.

Something
Amiss
In The Police System

police custody that we do not
know about?

Victims

Survived

There have been many more cases
of alleged assault in custody,
where the victims survived.
The case of How Soon Hock is one
horrifying example.
Arrested on a robbery charge in
October 2000, How was shot in
the head and blinded by a policeman during a remand interview
four days later.

But there are many more cases
where the complete facts have yet
to come to light.

How alleged that the policeman
was ‘playing Russian roulette’,
shooting at How with one bullet
in the chamber. He also claims
that he was electrocuted and
beaten on the soles of his feet.

In 1997, a man whose son apparently committed suicide in custody was only informed a month
later, by letter.

The policeman involved denied
the charge, claiming that the gun
simply ‘exploded’ as he was
putting it in his holster.

In 1999, a Keadilan activist was
arrested apparently without
charge. Eight days later, police
‘left a note’ at his wife’s house to
say that he had died.

In recent months, two victims of
police brutality have successfully
sued the police and the Government for damages.

Also in 1999, the father of a man
who died in custody was apparently informed by police that he
had died from HIV.
His death certificate, however,
stated meningitis as the cause of
death, and the father alleged that
there were injuries on his body
and face.
Most of those who died were poor
young men, who probably did not
know their rights. A large proportion of them were also foreigners.
Cases such as these must raise the
suspicion that there is something
serious amiss in the police system.
How many more people have
been beaten, starved or tortured in

In July, a golf caddy was awarded
RM9,334 after being assaulted in
August 1994, while on remand for
arson charges – for which he was
given a discharge not amounting
to an acquittal.
The following month the Sessions
Court found the police and the
Government liable for the assault
of a hotel worker whilst detained
in November 1997, and awarded
him RM14,042 in damages.
During the trial, the court heard
that the victim had been beaten
over 200 times with a hosepipe,
had newspaper shoved into his
mouth, and molten wax dripped
onto his private parts.
Other cases have been settled out
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of court. In 1998, a Kedah farmer
was paid RM30,000 by the Government to settle a civil suit claiming police brutality.
Such settlements are convenient
for the Government and the officers involved as they avoid an official court finding of liability.
There are an estimated 15-20 such
civil suits relating to police brutality waiting to be heard in
Penang and Kedah alone.
One such case in Langkawi relates to a contractor allegedly shot
in the leg and kicked in the head
by police.

635 Killed In 10 Years
And some suspects do not even
make it as far as the police lockup. Over the ten years until May
1999, 635 people were killed by
the police, prompting accusations of a ‘trigger-happy’ police
force.
In 1999, headlines were made
when a young doctor suffered
‘accidental’ death from a police
bullet. In another incident, a bank
clerk was shot by police who mistook him for a robber.
In an important case last year, the
Government also admitted liability for the death of a boy shot by a
policeman who apparently ran
amok.
These are the cases where we
know the victims were innocent.
But the truth is that all six hundred were legally innocent, because they had not been proved
guilty.
Consider the recent death of Malaysia’s ‘most wanted man’,
Ahmad Mohd Arshad a.k.a. Mat
Komando.
Ahmad was killed in a shoot-out
with police.

Whilst Ahmad may well have
been responsible for the string of
crimes attributed to him, it is nonetheless disturbing to read in the
newspapers that police apparently consider his death as having ‘solved’ over fifty cases.

In 1996, a number of NGOs tried
to organise a public forum on police brutality. After criticism from
many government quarters, the
forum was cancelled when the
Home Office threatened to arrest
participants under the ISA.

A trigger-happy police suggests a
force that has no respect for the
legal system and the due process
of law.

Later, when Raja Aziz Addruse,
the president of the Human
Rights Association (HAKAM)
suggested that the police might be
‘trigger-happy’, he was publicly
criticised by Mahathir.

Such an attitude is also demonstrated in the appalling practice
of rearrest. On numerous occasions, suspects found innocent by
the Courts have immediately been
rearrested by the police.
Only recently, ten men found innocent of murder were rearrested
while leaving the court under detention without trial laws, making a mockery of judicial process.
Incidentally, these ten men had
earlier complained to a magistrate
that they had been beaten and
forced to eat human faeces whilst
in custody.

The

Government
Response

The government response to this
growing crisis in the police force
has been woefully inadequate.
Anwar received a Royal Commission into his injuries because his
battered face was seen on televisions around the world. But this
was the exception, not the norm.
The normal response to allegations of human rights abuses by
the police has been an outright
denial followed immediately by
no action whatsoever.
Indeed, simply raising the possibility that the police might abuse
their position has frequently
brought the full weight of the government to bear.

Suhakam also came in for widespread criticism from ministers
following its inquiry into the
Kesas Highway demonstrations. Dr Mahathir himself accused the Commission of ‘not
acting in the interests of the nation’ and urged its members to
After this report was completed,
an important decision was
made in the High Court relating to the case of six men, including four Rela members and
an MIC politician, shot dead in
a van by police in 1998.
The policemen involved, acting on a tip-off that the van
was involved in arms smuggling, claimed that the men
had fired first and that they
had been acting in selfdefense.
At the original inquest into the
deaths, the magistrate had
found that the ‘police had acted
in a reasonable manner and in
self-defense’. On September 17,
however, a high court judge reversed this decision.

‘think as Malaysians’.
In its findings, Suhakam reported
that abuse of human rights by the
police was due to their attitude of
‘total denial and domination’. The
same phrase could be used for the
government’s response to allegations of police brutality.
Something is seriously amiss in
our police force. Fifteen year old
boys are beaten up and die in custody. A pregnant woman is shot
by police. Yet the government’s response is to berate and accuse
those who dare raise these issues.
Our democracy will be destroyed
if we do not uphold the rule of the
law. The police, as guardians of
the law must observe this principle. q
addition, there were no bullet
holes in any police cars, nor
were any of the policemen involved injured.
Photographs of the dead men
taken at the scene did not show
them holding any guns, nor
were there any guns near their
bodies.
The police fired a total of 47
bullets in 20 seconds, most of
which hit the victims in the
head, even though police mobility should have been impaired according to the police
version of events.

The facts of the case speak for
themselves.

The High Court judge said that
he was ‘quite stunned’ by the
magistrate’s decision and recorded a verdict of death by
misadventure, opening the
way for the case to be investigated further.

Damage to the van demonstrated that shots were coming
from outside the van only. In

Whether any further action is
taken, we will have to wait and
see.
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Theft

2 7 Feb
1998

3 6 March Rioting
1998

Kasim Buadi

T. Singaravalu

Dec
1997

Othman
Hashim

Theft

Robbery/
Narcotics

3 1 Aug
1997

R Shanmugam 2 9 Aug
1997

Unidentified

Liver failure
due to alcohol

Heart attack

Hanging

Asphyxiation

Head injuries
caused by fall

Internal
bleeding

Break-in

Official Cause
of Death

Lee Quat Leong 4 2 May
1995

Reason for
Detention
Unascertained

Age Date

Woo Boon Leng 1 5 March
1995

Name

Remanded by police and was expected to be charged for rioting with a dangerous weapon. Family claimed that his body was bruised and that the police
had delayed informing them of the death.

Seven witnesses saw Kasim being assaulted by plainclothes police detectives
when he was arrested February 1, 1998. Kasim, an Indonesian national, died
in custody 3 days later. Indonesian Embassy questioned how a man who was
“healthy and used to hard work” could have a heart attack at age 27.

Detained December 16, 1997 and died the following day, having apparently
hanged himself with a towel. Father informed of death a month later in a letter
dated January 21, 1998.

First detained under suspicion of robbery June 25, 1997. Released and
rearrested twice, the final time on drug charges. Found hanged in cell August
31. Family question whether he committed suicide.

The deceased, an Indonesian, was arrested in relation to the theft of wristwatches. According to the policemen, the man fell over whilst resisting arrest.
Taken to hospital, he later died from head injuries.

Arrested April 27 in relation to a bank break-in, died May 12 from multiple
injuries. Death certificate stated cause of death as “haemorrhage consistent
with blunt trauma to most parts of the body”. Inquiry find 11 policemen criminally responsible for his death, but only 2 charged, who receive 18 month
sentences, later increased to 36 months.

Arrested March 1995. Police informed hospital that Woo was found near a toll
plaza and was believed to be an accident victim. Police subsequently claim
that Woo drowned trying to escape, but post-mortem shows the boy died
elsewhere and was placed in the water after death. In June 2000, a coroner’s
court finds 4 policemen responsible for his death.

Circumstance of Death

TABLE 1: SOME RECENT DEATHS IN POLICE CUSTODY
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S. Vivashanu
Pillai

2 4 Aug.
2002

July
2002

2 0 June
2002

Tharma Rajen
Subramaniam

3 1 Aug
1999

2 1 Oct
1999

M. Ragubathy

Narcotics

HIV/
Meningitis

Theft

Robbery

Drowning

Gangsterism Pneumonia/
Tuberculosis

Narcotics

Unknown

March Robbery
1999

2 7 Aug
1998

Francis
Nathan

Anuar Sharip

Sariman Rashid

Roflee Bakar

Vivsshanu arrested with seven others on Aug. 1, but was reported to have
escapted custody the next day. Body found in the river on Aug. 4. Mother lodges
police report, claiming ‘there was something amiss’ with his death.

Ragubathy had a heart condition since age 11. Arrested July 18, started complaining of chestpains July 20. Police finally took him to a clinic on July 26,
died the following day. His cousin, who was detained at the same time, claimed
that both he and Ragubathy were beaten on their body and the soles of their
feet.

Detained without charge under the Emergency Ordinance for involvement in
gangsterism in April 2002. Sent to hospital some time around 16 June, died 21
June. Initial burial certificate recorded pneumonia as cause of death; subsequent postmortem found that he had died of TB. Postmortem also noted “malnourished and emaciated” state of body, and abrasions on wrists. Family members claim that Tharma Rajen was beaten in custody, and had bruises and cuts
on his body. Investigating magistrate refuses to accept complaint of mistreatment, and refuses to allow family to photograph body.

Police tell father that cause of death was HIV, but father reports bruising and
lacerations on the body and face. Death certificate states meningitis as cause of
death.

Arrested August 10, died eight days later.Family not informed of reason for
detention or how he died. Lawyers have cited a death certificate saying that the
body had severe bruising and “multiple lacerations and lesions” on the neck,
chest and abdomen.

Sessions Court finds 2 policemen guilty of assaulting Sariman whilst in custody in order to extort a confession. Sarinab died the same day. One other
policeman cleared. The 2 policemen were sentenced to three years jail, stayed
pending appeal.

Detained August 25, 1998 after plain clothes policemen raided his house. Roflee,
a drinks and rojak seller, is alleged to have already been ill when detained and
is claimed to have been beaten up both on arrest, and later in the lock-up. Roflee
died three days later.

RULE OF LAW

Molten Wax And
Hosepipe
Beatings
Torture in relation to the existing culture of violence in society
by Prema Devaraj
ccording to a newspaper
article “Hotel Worker
Wins Suit Against Cop”
(STAR 9/8/02), a young
man was tortured in police custody – molten wax was dripped
onto his private parts, newspapers shoved into his mouth, and
he was beaten with a hosepipe
156 times by one person and 54
times by another person. He filed
a brutality suit against a police officer and the federal government.
The court found both defendants
liable for assault and awarded
him a total of RM 14,042. This article discusses torture in relation
to the existing culture of violence
in society, the use of it by state
authorities (the police) and court
awards in brutality suits.

batons. It would seem that the only
way to get what we want or to
have our instructions followed is
to inflict pain on the other person.

A

i) Torture And The
Culture
Of
Violence
As defined by Article 1 of the UN
Declaration Against Torture 1975,
torture means “any act by which
severe pain or suffering, whether
physical or mental, is intentionally
inflicted by or at the instigation of a
public official on a person for such
purposes as obtaining from him or a
third person, information or confession, punishing him for an act he has

committed, or intimidating him or
other persons”.
Torture is a gross violation of human rights and a severe affront to
human dignity.
So how does this happen? In a
society where violence is often
used to exert power and control
and has become an acceptable
form of behaviour, torture is just a
step away. Violence actually begins with our own attitudes, the
way we are brought up, the way
we look at things. For instance, a
child gets smacked at home for being naughty, a teenager gets
slapped for being out late, a student gets caned in school for disobeying a school rule, gangs beat
each other up over territory, a husband slaps his wife for answering back, people come to blows
over a parking space or the riot
police beat the crowd with their

Aliran Monthly : Vol.22(9) Page 29

Violence has become so acceptable
that sometimes people may even
feel that when a suspect is caught
he or she deserves what they call
“knocking a little sense into
them” or “shake them up a bit”.
The trouble is when such attitudes
are tolerated or even encouraged
it actually encourages the police
to use violence. From here, it is not
such a huge step for them to use
torture.

ii)

Torture
Police

And The
Force

Nobody denies that police work
and detective work is hard and
very often goes unappreciated.
There are no short cuts. It takes
time and patience to build up a
case. But no matter how terrible
the crime committed it does not
justify another crime, that of torture, to find evidence to convict a
suspect. Professional police personnel do not have to use torture
to do their work.
Torture in police custody is in direct violation of the Article 3 of the

UN Declaration on the Protection
of All Persons from Torture and
Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment
1975 which states, “No State may
permit or tolerate torture or other
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. Exceptional circumstances such as a state of war or a
threat of war, internal political instability or any other public emergency
may not be invoked as a justification
of torture or other cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment.”

lice detention centres between
1997 and May 1999. Have we already slipped down the slippery
slope with regards to human
rights abuses by the police?

A website search for “torture and
police” produced over several
hundred thousand sites. Allegations of torture have been made
against many governments, including USA, United Kingdom,
China, Russia, Bosnia, India and
Turkey. There have often been rumours of ill treatment in
Malaysian police lock-ups. Apart
from the particularly high profile
case of the ex-DPM, the rest remain largely unclear. Hard questions need to be asked. Is torture a
standard practise in lock-ups? Is
it taught during police training?
Is it only meted out to those who
have little social or financial
standing? Is it dependant on ethnicity? Is it authorised? How
much covering up goes on?

According to a web-site (http://
news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/
americas/1338417.stm)
americas/1338417.stm), the
Mexican Government is trying
to tackle its reputation as one of
the world’s worst human rights
abusers by holding a “countertorture” course for police. The
course is targeted at officials
who deal with alleged offenders
after they have been arrested
and the basic aim is to stop the
police from using torture as one
of their main tools for investigation. The course content covers
the limits of what is and is not
appropriate in the treatment of
suspects and how to recognise
the signs of abuse when police
have gone too far. In addition,
the course notes cover the legal
definition of torture, the international conventions concerning
torture, and the physical and
psychological symptoms of torture. Police officials are made
aware that “the phenomenon of
torture runs counter to the procurement of justice”. Simply put,
the ends do not justify the
means.

Recently, over a period of 6 to 7
weeks, there have been 3 deaths,
all allegedly in police custody.
The persons who have died are
19 year old Ragubathy a/l
Muniandy,
20
year
old
Tharmarajen a/l Subramaniam
and 24 year old Vivashanu Pillai.
The Malaysian Human Rights
Report 1999 (SUARAM) estimate
293 individuals were killed in
Malaysian immigration and po-

While not expecting things to
change overnight with a single
course, an acknowledgement of
police brutality by the government
and an attempt to address the
problem, are at the very least, steps
in the right direction. Amnesty
International has a 12 point program for the Prevention of Torture
by Agents of the State, which includes condemning torture, ensuring access to prisoners, no secret
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detention, providing safeguards
during interrogation and custody
and prohibiting torture in law. See
http://www.amnestyusa.org/
stoptorture/12pointpro
gram.html for details.

iii) Torture And
Court
Awards
People generally go to the courts
to get justice. When a court
awards damages to a victim in a
brutality suit, the award must
compensate for the pain, suffering
and humiliation undergone by
the victim, as well as send a message to the torturers and the organisation they represent that
their actions are wrong and unacceptable. The amount of the
award should reflect the seriousness by which the court views the
offence. It should reflect the recognition of the violation of a person’s basic human rights as well
as the serious abuse of power that
took place in police custody, a
place where people are technically meant to be safe.
Tackling police brutality is not an
easy task. Nevertheless as a start,
our government must acknowledge its existence and take the
necessary steps to curb such
abuses. There needs to be widespread education of the public of
what goes on in our police cells.
There also needs to be a culture
which clearly says that such conduct is not acceptable. For this we
must be willing to confront our
own attitudes towards violence so
that the culture of violence in our
society is no longer acceptable. It
is a long journey and through it
all justice must be properly served
when such abuses are highlighted. q

RULE OF LAW

What To Do If
Stopped By Police
he next time you are
stopped by persons who
claim they are plainclothes police, you are
under no obligation to answer
their questions or follow their orders, lawyers told Malaysiakini
today.

T

“A policeman who is not wearing
his uniform does not have the authority to stop anyone,” lawyer
and human rights activist
Sivarasa Rasiah said.
Sivarasa was commenting on the
alleged gang-rape of an 18-yearold University student by four
men claiming to be police officers
on New Year’s Eve.
The girl said that her car was
stopped in Taman Tun Dr Ismail
in Kuala Lumpur and were asked
by the men to open the car bonnet.
She was then told that she had
committed an offence and ordered
to follow the men to a police station. The girl was driven in her
car along the North-South expressway to the Tapah-Cameron
Highlands road before she was
raped in an oil palm estate.
This incident, and many others,
have sparked confusion over the
procedures which motorists must
follow when flagged down by the
police. "The most common problem is that most people take instructions without determining if
the other person is really a cop,”
lawyer Annie Santiago said.

However, if you are stopped by a
uniformed policeman, then you
are required to stop. But you need
not get out of the car because you
are not expected to do so, Santiago
said. The other rule to follow is to
provide your identity card only
when you are asked to do so.
“Even then, you should get his ID
first to confirm if he is a cop. There
is no harm in calling the relevant
police station to verify if he is supposed to be on duty that day,”
Sivarasa said.
Both lawyers said that motorists
should never follow an officer to
the police station unless one is
under arrest. “If you are not sure,
and your instincts tell you that
something is wrong, then drive off
to the nearest police station and
lodge a report,” Sivarasa said.
In response to the alleged gangrape of the 18-year-old, Women’s
Aid Organisation executive-secretary Ivy Josiah called on the police to launch an education program to teach the public about their
rights to prevent them from being
victimised by bogus police officers.
Procedures to follow in the event
you are stopped by uniformed
police officers while driving:
• Stop the car and wind down
your window.
• If the police officers ask for your
documents, request to see their
IDs first.
• If you are satisfied about their
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identity, ask them if you are
being summoned, and for
what offence.
• Produce your identity card and
driver’s license and wait to
collect your summon ticket.
In the event that the police officers ask you to follow them to the
police station:
• Ask if you are under arrest and
for what offence.
• If you are not under arrest, you
have the right to leave.
In the event you are flagged down
by persons you believe could be
plain clothes police:
• Do not stop because plain
clothes police officers do not
have the authority to stop you.
• Drive to the nearest police station and lodge a report. (The
same procedure applies to pedestrians)
In the event the police come to
your house:
• Do not let them in before checking their IDs.
• If you are not satisfied, phone
the nearest police station and
confirm if they had been sent
to your house.
• You are under no obligation to
allow them into the house if
they don’t have a search warrant.
• Do not go with them if you are
not under arrest.
In the event persons who claim to
be plain clothes police come to
your house:
• Do not let him in because they
do not have the authority to do
so.
• Lodge a report at the nearest
police station. q

ENVIROMENT

The

Dangers

Of

Smoke

Haze

Mortality in Malaysia from Indonesian Forest Fires
etween April and November of 1997, a
widespread series of forest fires in Indonesia—particularly in the provinces of
Sumatra and Kalimantan—threw a blanket of thick, smoky haze over a large portion of Southeast Asia. As shown on the map, the smoke from the
forest fires traveled hundreds of miles across the
Southeast Asian region, reaching all the way to the
southern parts of Thailand and the Philippines;
however, the most severe effects were felt in Singapore, Malaysia, Brunei, and, of course, Indonesia
itself. All told, about 70 million people lived in areas affected by the smoke haze.

B

An important research and policy concern is
whether the smoke haze caused by the forest fires
had significant health or mortality effects. Unfortunately, appropriate data are not available to examine these effects in Indonesia, the country most affected by the fires and smoke haze. As a result,
Narayan Sastry assembled data from Malaysia to
study the mortality effects in that country of smoke
haze from the Indonesian forest fires. In particular,
he used mortality data from Malaysian vital statistics records; air quality information on the capital
city, Kuala Lumpur (from daily measurements made
by the Malaysian Meteorological Bureau); and climate data from the U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s Global Weather Station
Database.

What Measures Are Used
In Studying Air Pollution
And
Mortality?
In studying smoke haze and mortality, two different
measures of air pollution were used. The atmospheric pollutant that most consistently increases
with biomass smoke is suspended micro-particulate
matter under 10 microns in diameter (referred to as
PM10). Thus, the first and best measure uses PM10
and is based on a high air-pollution day (defined as
PM10 > 210 micrograms per cubic meter). The second measure, visibility, provides two extra years of

data; a low-visibility day corresponds to a day when
visibility is down to .91 km.

How Much Does A High Air-Pollution
Day Affect Mortality In Malaysia
The significant results from the two measures are
shown in the first bar chart (see reverse) for different
age groups. For the “All ages” group and for mortality overall, the PM10 and visibility measures show
a 19 and 22 percent increase in mortality after a highpollution day, respectively. The increase in mortality from nontraumatic causes (shown in the black
bars), which is the best overall measure because it
excludes traumatic deaths (i.e., accidents and injuries), is about the same. Percent increases in overall
mortality for those age 65-74 (who are among the
most vulnerable) are substantial for both PM10 and
visibility measures—56 and 69 percent, respectively—and for nontraumatic mortality the increases
are even greater.
The results shown so far have looked at the one-day
lagged mortality effects of high air-pollution levels,
which represent the immediate consequences of exposure to smoke haze. The larger question is whether
there is a longer-lasting effect on mortality. The burden of premature death depends on effects beyond
those simply due to “harvesting”—in which a pol-
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lution event increases mortality among the frail but
not the nonfrail, thus leading to harvesting during
the event and fewer deaths during subsequent days
but not in the more distant future.
The second bar chart investigates the harvesting issue by showing the cumulative percent increase in
nontraumatic mortality for the PM10 measure for
the 65-74 age group. (No long-term effects are present
for other age groups.) It shows the cumulative effects at the longest possible lag times that were statistically significant at the .05 and at the .10 significance levels. The figure shows that for the 65-74 age
group in Kuala Lumpur, the mortality effects are persistent, with a cumulative increase in nontraumatic
mortality of 95 percent over a five-day period. And
the effects are almost as large and even more persistent at the .10 level of significance—93 percent
over 18 days.
Except for mortality among the elderly age 65-74 in
Kuala Lumpur, the effects of a high air-pollution
day are short-lived. For all-age mortality, higher mortality one day after a smoke-haze episode is offset
by lower mortality on the following day, indicating
that for other age groups the frail are, indeed, being
“harvested.”

Implications
The 1997 forest fires in Southeast Asia were an environmental disaster, in terms of their intensity, ex-

tent, duration, and the number of people affected.
The results of this study show that the smoke haze
significantly increased the mortality burden for the
population in Malaysia, having large effects for seniors, the most vulnerable members of the population. And although the mortality burden was very
short-lived for most age groups, it was more persistent (up to 18 days) for those age 65-74.
Bad as the mortality results are, they are sentinel
indicators and are thus suggestive of wider shortterm health impacts, particularly with respect to
acute illness. There may also be long-term health
effects associated with exposure to elevated levels
of air pollution over an extended period.
Moreover, while the effects in Malaysia are large,
those in Indonesia itself are likely to have been tremendous. Unfortunately, as noted earlier, there are
no appropriate health or mortality data available to
study the issue directly.
Finally, Indonesia has a poor record in enforcing
existing policies to prevent forest fires and an absence of new policy initiatives. These problems, combined with major and continuing economic and political upheaval, suggest that the recent disasters
will probably be repeated. Despite this, there is a
clear need to develop successful efforts to prevent
and contain forest fires; such efforts will have important economic and health benefits throughout
the region. q

RAND research briefs summarize research that has been more fully documented elsewhere. That work is described in detail in
Narayan Sastry, “Forest Fires, Air Pollution, and Mortality in Southeast Asia,” Demography, Vol. 39, No. 1, 2002, pp. 1-23,
and reprinted by RAND as RP-998, available from RAND Distribution Services (Telephone: 310-451-7002, or toll free 877584-8642; Fax: 310-451-6915; E-mail: order@rand.org; or the Web: www.rand.org/publications/order). The preparation of
this brief was supported by the Center for the Study of Family in Economic Development within RAND’s Labor and Population
Program. Abstracts of all RAND documents may be viewed on the World Wide Web (http://www.rand.org). RAND® is a
registered trademark. RAND is a nonprofit institution that helps improve policy and decision making through research and
analysis; its publications do not necessarily reflect the opinions or policies of its research sponsors.
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lah s.w.t and is created with utmost perfection. Let Malaysians
(Muslims and non-Muslims)
show to the world that they can
respect the wishes of the majority
(the Muslims) and the majority
with the minority (non-Muslims)
can live in peace and harmony in
a theocratic state which does not
discriminate against any of her
citizens. Let us take the first step
in creating such a state. After all,
with all the demographic reports
by the ‘Bancian’ department,
Hudud laws is inevitable come
2020-2030.

Letters must not exceed 250 words and must include the writer's
name and address. Pseudonyms may be used. Send letters to :
Editor, ALIRAN MONTHLY, 103, Medan Penaga, 11600 Penang,
Malaysia or e-mail to : aliran_letters@hotmail.com Views
expressed need not reflect those of Aliran. If you are sending
by e-mail please include your message in the e-mail body itself.
We do not open attachments to avoid viruses.

On
And

Hudud Laws
Islamic State

I have read your article with
1
great interest.AM22:6). I am not
an expert in legal matters, and I
am also not an expert in religious
matters. But I do have one opinion on the matter in your article.
The problem with this matter is
that there are too many opinions
and too many interpretations.
Since we are living in a democratic
state, why don’t we just take this
matter to be discussed among the
parties involved (and let it be an
open discussion and with experts), and if there are some points
which any party does not agree
please come up with a suggestion
in order for the discussion to become fruitful (but, do not forget
what ever the suggestion is, it
should not turn away from the
ultimate goal that is to implement

Muhammad Rezal
via e-mail
2 Why do your references for
your article lack any reference
from Islamic sources? Instead, all
of them come from those who are
known to reject the Hudud law.
Where is the fairness here?

Hudud and Qisas).
We shouldn’t just say that it cannot be implemented because of
some reason which is inevitable.
We should gather all our resources and think of the ultimate
goal and structure our own methods in implementing these laws.
The capital punishment cannot
be reduced, but the structure of the
legislation can be created as long
as it does not discriminate any
party involved (Muslim and nonMuslim alike). As a Muslim I
would like to see Hudud laws being implemented in Malaysia,
and I think I speak for a majority
of Muslims (UMNO members and
PAS/Keadilan/PRM members
alike).
But after reading this article I do
think that it is high time that everybody sits down and discusses after all, this is the law set by Al-
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Abdul
via e-mail
3 Your Q&A on Hudud is referred. I note the article was written without having the responses from the Kelantan or
Terengganu state government
for their side of the story. For a
body like Aliran, I believe it is
important for a balanced view
to be sought before any views or
opinions are made, especially
on an issue like Hudud where it
involves the faith of the majority of the population of this
country. Even in Islam, learning
through pure reading, without
having the benefit of a teacher,
one would expose onself to the
risk of mis-understanding or
mis-interpreting the issue.
Nik Hasyudeen
via e-mail

4 I attended a session on “Is
Malaysia an Islamic State?” in
Kuala Lumpur recently. The
whole setting was weighted heavily on one side. The main speaker
and the two commentators and
the chairman were all Muslims.
The general trend that emerged
was that Malaysia was already an
Islamic State based on the fact that,
historically, when the states were
ruled by the sultans, the land was
declared “Darul Islam”. Thenceforth and forever, Malaysia is an
Islamic State. They already take
the Islamic State concept as a status quo and ask where do we go
from here. Yet nobody could come
up with a clear definition of an
Islamic State.
There was no in-depth probe into
the constitution except it was
pointed out that there are provisions for other religions to be tolerated. Members of other religions
referred to as “non-Muslims” are
told not to take the Hudud too seriously because it is only a small
matter.
These are professionals and academics and not PAS who are talking like that. My personal reaction
is it is rather scary.
David Anthony.
via e-mail
5 Thank you for giving a very
insightful account of Hudud, its
various implications and effects
on a multi-racial and multi-religious nation like Malaysia. I hope
every Malaysian, Muslim, as well
as non-Muslim, will read it and
ponder deeply Hudud’s dire consequences. It is clear from what
you have published in the Q & A
that Hudud will bring nothing but
utter misery to both moderate
Muslims and non-Muslims as it
is a gross violation of human dig-

nity and human rights in the name
of religion. The frightening example of countries which implement
Hudud, like Pakistan, Nigeria or
Sudan, is enough to make us
shudder as to what will happen
in Malaysia, irrespective of
whether we have a PAS or UMNO
Hudud.
Both PAS and UMNO are utterly
irresponsible in politicizing and
exploiting the primordial forces
like religion and race to achieve
their selfish motives at the expense
of moderate Muslims and nonMuslims alike in the country.
While such tactics as invoking the
name of God to justify imposing
the will of the zealots may have
been relevant in the Middle Ages,
UMNO and PAS have conveniently forgotten (or maybe choose
to ignore) that the world has progressed from the Industrial Revolution and democracy to the 21st
century and the era of globalization where human dignity and
human rights are cherished as
inalienable rights of social justice.
They want to continue to keep the
country cocooned in the backwaters of the Middle Ages. There are
enough moderate Muslims and
non-Muslims who can be mobilized to uphold the 1957 social
contract, when the country first
became independent, and reject
both the Hudud of PAS and
UMNO.
David Chew
via e-mail
6 I find the criticism of the
Kelantan Menteri Besar, Nik Aziz,
over the “samseng” issue amusing - especially when it was said
in jest to demonstrate why it is
necessary for Muslims in Malaysia to learn Arabic as some words
that appear in the Quran are beyond translation.
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I find it appalling that RTM only
shows a few seconds from Nik
Aziz’s speech, thus quoting him
dreadfully out of context. Anyone
who has watched American late
night shows hosted by David
letterman or Jay Leno know that
by quoting public figures out of
context, you can make them to be
perceived as daft or stupid.
If RTM lacks a sense of humour
and takes what everyone says
quite literally, I suggest that RTM
should study a statement made by
Malaysia’s Culture, Arts and Tourism Minister, Abdul Kadir Sheikh
Fadzir. Recently, he said that taxidrivers who cheat tourists should
be shot dead. Using the same
standards that RTM imposes on
Nik Aziz, we have to conclude
that Abdul Kadir is of unsound
mind, is instigating violence and
should resign from his ministerial
post without delay.
Arbibi Ashoy

Modern-day
Imperialism
On July 19 in the year AD64, a
great fire broke out in Rome and
burned for six days and seven
nights. Hundreds of building
were razed, thousands of people
killed or made homeless. The capital city of the great Roman Empire
was devastated. It was believed
that the Emperor Nero was responsible for the fire. It was recorded that he watched the fire
from the Tower of Maecenas and
declared himself “charmed with
the flowers and loveliness of the
flames.” It was also claimed that
when the fire showed signs of
dying down, Nero’s men were
seen rekindling it with burning
brands. Nero was said to have a
passion for building, and it was
believed that he had deliberately

set fire to the city so that from the
ruins he might build a new and
nobler Rome. So Rome went up in
flames, so that Nero could achieve
his ambition as the builder of a
new glorious Rome.
Whether the allegation that Nero
was responsible for the great fire
of Rome was true or not, one outstanding historical fact stood out
prominently — Nero pushed the
blame of the fire to the Christians
of the time and started a mass persecution of the Christians, burning many of them on stakes,
throwing hundreds of them to the
lions. The Christians were the
scapegoat of the disaster.
On Sept 11, 2001, the great city of
New York was hit by a disaster
almost of the same proportions of
the great Roman fire. Thousands
perished. And the great United
States of America, which was
founded on the great belief in God
with its motto “In God we trust”,
must find a scapegoat. The Muslim community made a very attractive scapegoat. So, Emperor
Bush declared war on the Muslims.
What happened to Rome? The empire has disappeared from the face
of the earth. Perhaps, our American friends should do something
about their war-mongering president before he, like Nero and their
types, destroy the great nation, the
so-called land of the free. May God
have mercy on the United States.
Thomas S.H. Lee

Comments
For

On
Budget
Education

The 2003 budget for education
which amounts to RM29.6bil
(27% of the budget allocation) is

the highest in history. In the past
education has been receiving only
18-20% of the annual budget. The
huge allocation for 2003 is for the
implementation of some new initiatives as well as for the recurrent cost incurred by the education system. The new educational
initiatives include:

of return. In other words, graduates would be able to finance their
own education in view of their
future income. That is the reason
why the government is making
sure that more loan schemes are
available for the pursuit of higher
education instead of offering more
scholarships.

• Teaching of science and mathematics in English in schools
which has been allocated a
sum of RM5bil for a period of
seven years from 2002 to 2008.
• An allocation of RM850mil to
implement the single-session
schools.
• RM1bil as an initial allocation
to set up an Education Savings
Fund to finance higher education
• An annual expenditure of
RM87.8mil as financial aid to
pupils from poor families.
• RM979mil to be spent to equip
teachers with notebook computers, projectors and related
equipment.

It is heartening to note that a sum
of RM87.7mil has been allocated
to help pupils from poor families
for this sum of money will go directly to those who needed it most.
This sum will only benefit 730,000
students but there may be more
students who need such financial
aid. As for the single-session
schools initiative, it is about time
for the government to take concrete action to make it a reality.
Definitely more money will be
needed to convert all schools into
single-session schools.

In this budget, RM14bil was allocated for primary and secondary
education and only RM8bil for
tertiary education. Channeling
more resources to primary and
secondary education is a move
towards the right direction for
various reasons. First, there are
more students in the schools than
in institutions of higher learning
and so more people will benefit
from taxpayers’ money. Second,
to ensure that students have an
opportunity to gain access to
higher education it is imperative
that they have a good foundation
in primary and secondary school.
Third, the global trend is to practise ‘user-pay’ policy in higher
education because the private rate
of return to tertiary education is
much higher than the social rate
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The allocation of RM979mil to
spend on notebook computers and
other ICT equipment looks very
impressive. It is always much
easier to purchase the hardwares.
But unless the teachers are properly trained to incorporate these
educational technologies in their
teaching, unless there are adequate and relevant softwares and
coursewares available to meet the
diverse teaching-learning needs,
and unless this equipment is
maintained properly, the money
spent on this initiative would not
have the desired impact. Therefore, it is imperative that a substantial portion of the RM5bil
budgeted for the teaching of science and mathematics be spent on
teacher training and on the development of teaching-learning material and courseware.
Dr. Molly N.N. Lee
Penang

LABOUR

Tony
Mazzocchi,
‘Labour Guy’
Don’t Mourn, Emulate! And, yes, organise
by Jim Highttower
ut in the countryside is
where you’ll find America’s true leaders—the
gutsy, scrappy, sometimes scruffy and always ingenious grassroots agitators and organisers who go right into the face
of the powerful elite, not merely
speaking truth to power but kicking Old Mr. Power right in the butt.
It’s from such people that the progressive movement gets the innovative strategies that allow We the
People to advance our democratic
ideals of fairness, justice and
equal opportunity for all.

O

Tony Mazzocchi was one of these
leaders. He never sought the spotlight, always deferring to someone
else to get credit and media attention—”I’m just a labour guy,” he’d
tell you in his blunt Brooklyn accent. But what a labour guy! Tony’s
the epitome of what labour can be,
the kind of labour guy you wish
was in charge of every labour union, from the locals to the internationals. Now Tony is gone—On October 5 he died of cancer at 76. This
column, however, is no obituary;
it’s a rallying cry. To paraphrase
the last words supposedly uttered
by Joe Hill: Don’t Mourn, Emulate!
And, yes, organise.
Organise is what Tony did. Wiry

and fiery, he was of, by and for the
working class—a lifelong dedication that came to him not through
intellectual study but experience.
Son of immigrants from Naples,
he grew up poor. “I didn’t discover until after I went to the Army
that people don’t normally sleep
three to a bed,” he said. He learned
the union gospel from his father,
a garment worker who became
shop steward and was in several
tumultuous strikes.
At 16 Tony dropped out of school
and lied about his age to enlist in
World War II, fighting three combat campaigns and ending up at
Buchenwald just as it was getting
liberated, giving his young mind
a horrifying lesson in the human
capacity for inhumanity.
Back home Mazzocchi went to
technical school on the GI Bill, after which he worked several jobs
before landing at a Helena
Rubenstein plant on Long Island,
making cosmetics. Most of the
workers there were women, who
got less pay than the men and
were the first to go in layoffs, regardless of seniority. So in 1953
he ran for president of the local
union on a pledge of equal pay
and equal treatment. Elected at 26,
he not only delivered on that
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pledge but he built union loyalty
by negotiating a health plan, including the first-ever dental insurance coverage in private industry.
While unions at the time focused
almost strictly on wages, hours
and job security, Tony began to
talk about the workers’ health and
safety. He realised shortly after
coming to Helena Rubenstein that
it wasn’t a cosmetics plant, it was
a toxic chemical factory. Day in
and day out, workers were handling lead to put in lipstick, breathing asbestos that went into talc
and so forth—all without any
protections or monitoring of their
health. By the mid-1950s, this stillyoung agitator had helped amalgamate the Oil, Chemical and
Atomic Workers union(OCAW),
and he led the first-ever strike in
the United States over issues of
health and safety.
In the late 1950s he learned that
some OCAW members and their
families were being exposed to
strontium 90 from nuclear tests.
The industry claimed that no one
was getting enough exposure to
be hurt, but Tony met with scientists who said the deadly isotope
accumulates in bone tissue. So he
asked members in various plants
to collect the baby teeth of their

kids and grandkids. “My union, 85 percent of which was
women, really got into it,” he said. “Every day they would bring
into the shop steward baby teeth. The study became the definitive proof that strontium 90 was being taken up by humans.”
Mazzocchi’s greatest contribution to the movement was his
understanding that none of our groups can win alone—we
have to forge coalitions. In the mid-1960s, then serving as
OCAW’s legislative director in Washington, he reached out to
environmentalists and public interest groups, which labour
mostly had been treating with hostility. He helped pull them
together behind a bill that he and Ralph Nader were cobbling
together—the bill that ultimately created the Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA), in 1970. As part of that
effort, Tony backed Earth Day, serving as chair of the April
1970 rally in New York City. With millions of Americans responding to Earth Day’s call for action against toxics, the OSHA
bill quickly began to move, even getting sudden support from
none other than Richard Nixon, who wanted to appeal to bluecollar workers for his re-election bid. “[It] shows that when you
build a big movement from down below,” Tony said, “regardless of who’s in the White House, you can bring about change.”
There’s so much more: In 1974 he was the one who worked
with Karen Silkwood to expose safety violations and a corporate cover-up at Kerr-McGee’s nuclear plant; then, after Silkwood
was killed (apparently forced off the road to keep her from providing evidence of the cover-up), Tony kept pushing to bring
the truth of her story to the general public. In 1991 he established Alice Hamilton College, specifically designed for union
members. Last year, he initiated the wildly successful Labour
Film Festival at the Kennedy Center. He also created an innovative medical-student internship so budding healthcare professionals could work on job sites and learn up close and personally about workplace health problems. And he devoted his last
decade to founding and building an independent political voice
for workers, the Labour Party, created to advance a workingclass agenda of universal healthcare and higher education for
all (www.thelaborparty.org).
In July, at the Labour Party’s convention, Tony said in his opening speech, “I am both afflicted with an incurable disease and
blessed with an incurable optimism.” That was him to the
core—a labour guy who could see the rapacious greed of our
society’s elites so clearly, which causes many to despair, yet
what he saw was the uplifting opportunity to reach more people and build a movement to defeat the greed. Don’t send
flowers...become flowers, nourished by Tony Mazzocchi’s example. q
Source: http://www.thenation.

SATISFACTION
The most beautiful thing
for those who have fought a whole life
is to come to the end and say;
we believed in people and life,
and life and the people
never let us down.
Only in this way do men become men,
women become women,
fighting day and night
for people and for life.
And when these lives come to an end
the people open their deepest rivers
and they enter those waters forever.
And so they become, distant fires, living,
creating the heart of example
The most beautiful thing
for those who have fought a whole life
is to come to the end and say;
we believed in people and life,
and life and the people
never let us down.

BEFORE
THE
SCALES,
TOMORROW:
And when the enthusiastic
story of our time
is told,
who are yet to be born
but announce themselves
with more generous face,
we will come out ahead
—those who have suffered most from it.
And that
being ahead of your time
means much suffering from it.
But it’s beautiful to love the world
with eyes
that have not yet
been born.
And splendid
to know yourself victorious
when all around you
it’s all still so cold,
so dark.

Otto Rene
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A DECLARATION OF EMPIRE Continued from page 40
Treaty on Strategic Offensive Reductions, signed by Presidents
Bush and Putin last May, as heralding ‘an historic reduction in
the nuclear arsenals on both
sides’. In reality that simple 500word agreement, following on the
US withdrawal from the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty in 1999,
gives the US the flexibility to develop its nuclear arsenal as and
how it wishes. While Washington
claims for itself the right of total
flexibility in its future nuclear programme, the NSS proclaims that
the US will pursue a policy of
‘proactive counterproliferation’
and ‘strengthened nonproliferation’ towards ‘rogue states and
terrorists’. Although the Bush administration has not yet included
China on its list of rogue states,
the NSS strikes a threatening tone
toward the rising Asian power, ‘In
pursuing advanced military capabilities that can threaten its
neighbors in the Asia-Pacific region, China is following an outdated path that, in the end, will
hamper its own pursuit of national greatness’.
The tearing up of the nuclear test
ban treaty, the abandonment of
disarmament through the treaty
with Russia and the pursuit of its
own National Missile Defence
system are ultimate expressions of
unilateralism that will undermine
future efforts to pursue non-proliferation.

Iraq Is The Test Case
As the Bush administration beats
the drums of war, Iraq is a test case
both for Washington in the implementation of its new strategy and

for those who hope to pursue a
multilateral approach to governance of the world community. Few
would argue that Saddam
Hussein is a tyrant at home with
aggressive ambitions in his region. This has been known since
the US and Britain supported
Saddam in his war against Iran
in the 1980s. The problem for the
international community is how
to, on the one hand, ensure the
enforcement of UN resolutions to
rid Iraq of weapons of mass destruction and, on the other, encourage the emergence of a less repressive political regime.
The evidence of the need to move
immediately towards massive
military intervention to accomplish these goals is simply not
there, while the argument in favour of exhausting a renewed UN
sponsored arms inspection effort
is overwhelming. Three factors
must be considered: the death toll
of military action will be enormous for an already beleaguered
population; the political alternatives within the country are almost entirely unknown; the risks
posed by military action for provoking political instability in the
region and far beyond, like in Pakistan or Indonesia, are enormous, especially when placed beside western complacency towards Israeli defiance of UN resolutions and its aggressive posture
toward the Palestinians. If Tony
Blair’s dossier published in September, which offers no hard facts
of any kind that might warrant
such a destructive course, is an indication of the kind of evidence
needed for the pre-emptive action
called for by the NSS, then we are
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indeed living in a dangerous
world.

Britain’s

Posture

The British Prime Minister makes
much of the influence he has had
since September 11 in getting the
US to act with the international
community, first in Afghanistan
and now in preparations to force
Iraqi compliance with UN resolutions demanding its disarmament. While there is little doubt
that Britain has helped to delay
US unilateral military action
against Iraq, the publication of the
NSS demonstrates the Republican administration’s determination nevertheless to move in a more
unilateral direction.
What the Prime Minister should
realise is that there is a great deal
of support within the US for multilateral means of dealing with
Iraq and other threats to international security. In the wake of the
tragedy of 9/11, the Republican
right has stifled those voices. A
strong and unified European
voice opposed to unilateral action
could do much to bolster the
multilateralists in the US. The
BritishPrime Minister will be
missing an historic opportunity if
he eventually goes along with US
action against Iraq without the
sanction of the UN. q

Dr. James Putzel is the
Director of the Crisis
States Research Centre
at the London School of
Economics

INTERNATIONAL
Bush’s National Security Doctrine:

A

Declaration

Of

Empire

by Dr. James Putzel
hen former President Bill
Clinton addressed the
British Labour Party
Conference in early October, we had a small glimpse of
what sort of leadership the United
States might have brought to a post
September 11 world if the Democrats had been returned to the
White House in the last election.
Clinton’s internationalism and
professed commitment to
multilateralism stood in sharp
contrast to President George W.
Bush’s vision of US supremacy as
expressed in his “National Security Strategy” (NSS) dated 20 September 2002 recently sent to Congress.

W

The new NSS is a declaration of
US intentions to use its overwhelming military supremacy to
rid the world of threats from
“rogue states” and their “terrorist clients”. In this document, the
White House, appropriates to itself the right to attack anyone,
anywhere at anytime – whether a
state or non-state organisation that in its estimation poses a potential threat to US national security. While the US has always prevaricated around treaties and international laws that might constrain its ability to act alone, the
Bush strategy represents a qualitative shift away from multilateral
governance of the international
system.

Pre-emptive
Action
Free Of Constraints
In the world as defined by the
NSS, the US will determine who
is friend and who is foe, which
states are ‘rogue’ and which are
‘civilised’, who is terrorist and
who a freedom fighter. The doctrine puts aside a central emerging principle of international law,
which justifies military action primarily in defensive terms (Article
51 of the UN Charter), when it proclaims that the US will ‘act
against such emerging threats before they are fully formed’. Although
the US will consult its allies in
identifying potential threats and
will ‘strive to enlist the support of
the international community’, the
NSS states, ‘we will not hesitate
to act alone’.

US is dead-set against subjecting
its interventionist actions to scrutiny by international organisations. While the Clinton administration actively contributed to the
birth of the International Criminal
Court, the Bush administration
has made it absolutely clear that
it will not subject its citizens to
this instrument of international
law. The NSS reiterates US determination to withdraw military
aid from any country unwilling
to exempt US personnel from the
jurisdiction of what an aide to the
Republican majority whip in the
US House of Representatives last
August called a ‘rogue court’ .

To

US
Freedom
Develop Its Own
Nuclear
Arsenal

The NSS celebrates the Moscow
In carrying out its responsibilities
to define and defend freedom, the
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