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Between Dr Mahathir’s depar-
ture and Abdullah’s ascend-
ancy is a transition. It is transi-
tion of power and leadership
that has been the talking point

or some time now since
the fateful day of 2 Sep-
tember 1998 – let’s not
forget that date – many

of our citizens have wanted to see
the end of Prime Minister Dr
Mahathir Mohamad’s leadership
of this country. Undur Mahathir!,
many Reformasi people de-
manded.

Well, unless there’s a very deep
sandiwara going on that’s invis-
ible to me and you, I’m sure we’ll
see Dr Mahathir’s departure from
political office in two weeks.

Let me take this opportunity, on
behalf of Aliran, to assure Dr
Mahathir that we Aliran people
are not vindictive people. During
Dr Mahathir’s premiership and
his tenure in the Home Affairs
ministry, Aliran suffered many
kinds of harassments. Aliran was
the target of numerous lies spread
about us by the regime’s politi-
cians and servants.

Despite that, let it be recorded that
at our AGM today we sincerely
wish Dr Mahathir ‘Happy Retire-
ment’ – but, in fairness, we leave
it to him to see if he can, with good
conscience, retire happily while
his erstwhile friend, Anwar
Ibrahim unhappily languishes in
jail.

COVER STORY

“ N e x t  C h a n g e ”
Or Re-Run?
Will we get the transition we want to see?

FFFFF

Talking PointUnless there’s an even deeper
komplot afoot, completely un-
known to you and me, we can
be certain Abdullah Ahmad
Badawi will assume the pre-
miership of Malaysia after Oc-
tober.

Aliran's 27th AGM: 19 Oct 2003
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This month’s lead story by P Ramakrishnan takes a
look at the political transition in the post-Mahathir
era. Will the “next change”- the Barisan Nasional
under Abdullah Badawi - have a radically different
script or will it just be a re-run of the old “show”, he
wonders.

Author John Hilley follows this with a critical
anaylsis of Mahathirism, which he places in the
context of current global political trends - including
the crisis of confidence facing Messrs Bush and Blair.
Malaysians, he suggests, must work towards “new
politics” by comprehensively reforming - rather than
merely patching up - the existing corrupt and de-
caying system.

Aliran member Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj looks back at
Mahathir’s tenure, pointing out that outgoing pre-
mier has seriously undermined vital institutions
such as the judiciary and the police.

Another new book by former communist leader
Chin Peng has sparked renewed interest in this al-
most legendary figure, who remains in exile. S
Arutchelvan urges the Malaysian government to
allow him to return home to Malaysia as a gesture
of compassion and humanity.

Another controversy surrounds the excessive ex-
pense claims made by MPs. Ramakrishnan calls for
a full disclosure of the claims of all MPs including
the Prime Minister.

Look out for the statement by Anwar Ibrahim, who
slams the judicial system over the delays and in-
consistencies in his trial. Finally, don’t miss Think-
ing Allowed in which we take a thought-provoking
look at the cardinal virtues that have been the hall-
mark of Mahathir’s Barisan Nasional: patriotism,
gratitude and loyalty.
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for several months.

Since the transition is a signifi-
cant political development, they
talk about it in coffeeshops. Even
the international media love to
write about it.

For the record, we in Aliran have
also been talking about it. Indeed
the current issue of Aliran Monthly
is a special issue on the transition
and related matters.

But whereas certain people only
talk about how faultless and be-
loved a leader Dr Mahathir has
been, and how suitable and be-
loved a successor Abdullah will
be, Aliran has critically yet fairly
talked about Dr Mahathir’s lega-
cies, the transition, the new re-
gime, etc.

We hold that that’s the correct
way to keep an eye on the transi-
tion between Dr Mahathir’s soon-
to-be ‘old regime’ and Abdullah’s
soon-to-be ‘new regime’.

Maybe some people
praise this development
as a model of smooth
and non-violent ‘re-
gime change’. That’s
not something we
should sneer at when
we see the levels of po-
litical violence and
power struggles
around the world.

Yet sometimes I wonder
if the Mahathir-to-
Abdullah transition
will truly involve a
‘Next Change’, as our
cinemas used to adver-
tise new movies, or
whether we’re in for a
‘Second Run’ of an old
movie.

Of course, it’s hard to tell until
we’ve actually watched the movie.

At the very least, however, per-
haps even now we can at least
say, and say it loudly, what kind
of a movie we don’t want to see!

Is it true that Abdullah Badawi’s
regime will be new, fresh, clean,
kind and gentle, as some UMNO
and BN and mainstream media
people have been trying to tell us?

If indeed Abdullah has the hon-
ourable ambition of heading a
new, fresh, clean, kind and gentle
administration, let’s humbly tell
him he can’t attain it by being Dr
M’s clone – even if Dr M once said
the best person to succeed him
would be his clone!

For us, the transition would be
meaningless if it merely makes
way for a leader and another re-

gime preoccupied with setting
world records by indulging in
hugely expensive mega projects
and monuments.

We would rather see public funds
being wisely and properly spent
on directly and genuinely improv-
ing the lives of the Malaysian peo-
ple and the non-Malaysians who
live and work in our midst and
contribute to this country.

The transition would likewise
be meaningless if  it  doesn’t
bring significant improvement
in democratic practices, human
rights and civil liberties. Here
we should ask of the soon-to-be
new leader and new regime
some basic questions.

• Can Abdullah and his Cabinet
– mostly made up of members
of the old regime – demonstrate
that their watch will be more
democratic, fairer and more de-
cent?

• Can they demonstrate that
Suhakam’s decline can be pre-
vented?

• Can they stop penalizing whis-
tle-blowers, like Lim Guan Eng
and Mohamad Ezam before,
and like Irene Fernandez most
recently?

• Can they abolish the ISA?
• Can they treat a democratically

elected Opposition as a loyal
Opposition with an important
role to play in Parliament?

• Can they respect Opposition
representatives as genuine rep-
resentatives who are entitled to
funds and facilities and assist-
ance to take care of their con-
stituents?

For the moment I leave it to you to
ponder the likely answers to these
questions.

More World Records

Special issue on the transition
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posed on us, with the powers-that-
be hoping to continue with ‘busi-
ness as usual’?

Speaking for myself, I’d like to
imagine that conditions would
improve considerably after the
departure of a strong and wilful
leader who brooked little dissent.

Should that be the case, Aliran
people can just sit around twid-
dling their thumbs for want of
things to do in the near future!

But I’m old enough and, hope-
fully, wise enough not to pin my
hopes on particular individuals
when it’s the political system that
needs urgent cleansing and exten-
sive repair.

We must go on doing the things
we’ve done well in Aliran:

• speaking out against injustice
• speaking truth to power
• maintaining solidarity with the

meek and humble and
marginalized and oppressed,
and,

• striving for freedom and justice.

In other words, and with the co-
operation of like-minded
Malaysians, we in Aliran must
continue to work to repair the sys-
tem.

Via that way, and that way alone,
we might help to bring about the
kind of transition we all want to
see.

The transition from Dr
Mahathir’s leadership to
Abdullah’s leadership will be
meaningful for Malaysians in an-
other crucial way if it leads to a
more just sharing of resources and
wealth that directly and consid-
erably benefits the poor and the
needy who have been
marginalized over these past two
decades.

We need urgently to ask:

• Will the transition bring a real
departure from non-transpar-
ent privatisation practices?

• Will the transition stop allow-
ing the already rich and power-
ful to amass enormous pro-fits
in good times and pass enor-
mous losses to the public in bad
times?

On the whole, we don’t know yet
if Abdullah Badawi’s leadership
will bring about the things that
people in Aliran cherish – mate-
rial improvements to the lives of
ordinary people, most definitely,
but also marked improvement to
our social, environmental, politi-
cal, and moral well-being.

What we do know is that the so-
cial, environmental, political and
moral problems that we live with
today can’t be all blamed on one
person alone.

Were Abdullah Badawi and the
likely members of his ‘new’ Cabi-
net not members of Dr Mahathir’s
many Cabinets?

Where then were Abdullah
Badawi and the likely members of

Cleansing The System

The above was the presi-The above was the presi-The above was the presi-The above was the presi-The above was the presi-
dent’s speech delivered atdent’s speech delivered atdent’s speech delivered atdent’s speech delivered atdent’s speech delivered at
the Aliran's 27th AGM onthe Aliran's 27th AGM onthe Aliran's 27th AGM onthe Aliran's 27th AGM onthe Aliran's 27th AGM on
19 October 200319 October 200319 October 200319 October 200319 October 2003

Where Were They?

his ‘new’ team:

• when Anwar Ibrahim was im-
prisoned

• when Reformasi supporters
were attacked

• when marginalized ‘natives’
lost their access to forest re-
sources

• when estate workers were
evicted with force

• when unions were intimidated
and silenced

• when public funds were squan-
dered

• when huge projects wasted re-
sources with no public account-
ing

• when the judiciary went into
numerous crises

• when the media were muzzled,
and,

• when lawful dissenters were
detained under ISA?

When the transition comes so
close to the next General Election,
what we want to know is whether
the transition will truly be ‘Next
Change’ with a better plot for fairer
political competition on a level
playing field.

Or will we simply find a re-run
with the same lousy script of:

• a ban on political rallies
• a short campaigning period
• money politics
• phantom voters
• denial of facilities to the Oppo-

sition
• abuse of public resources, and,
• media biases.

Are we to hope that these things
belong to a pre-Abdullah past that
will disappear with the transi-
tion?

Or are we to expect that the tran-
sition that’s planned will be im-

T o w a r d s
Social Justice?

q
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nd so, Dr M finally steps
down.   Here, far re-
moved from the media
plaudits and sycophan-

tic testaments, I find myself some-
what detached from the great
‘legacy debate’, yet energised by
what the nature of the discussion
itself signals for our under-
standings of power and politics.
In particular - coupled with reflec-
tions on recent global happenings
- the ‘event’ helps illustrate how
the often incestuous trinity of gov-
ernment, media and academia
help set the agenda for our very
comprehension of political life.

Yet, perhaps the student of poli-
tics (in the widest sense of the
term) may find a more educa-
tional legacy to draw on from
Mahathirism and its place within
the prevailing global disorder:

namely, how this and other politi-
cal projects have all utilised ele-
ments of hegemonic persuasion
and coercive domination to sus-
tain them.

The wicked persecution, trial and
associated witch-hunts surround-
ing the Anwar affair gave the
Malaysian populace some rare
glimpse into the repressive ca-
pacities of the BN state.

Over in London, meanwhile, the
recent Hutton inquiry allowed
some notional insights into just
what Blair and the faceless civil
servants of death are capable of
when it comes to asserting British
corporate interests abroad, nota-

COVER STORY

M a h a t h i r i s m ,
other regimes and transcending mainstream politics

by Dr. John Hilley

AAAAA
bly in support of arms and oil.  In
true Whitehall style, even this
‘free-ranging’ investigation
looked more like the usual ‘gen-
tlemen’s inquiry’. It was a sani-
tised sham which pored over
every syllable and intonation of
the BBC reporter Andrew
Gilligan’s ‘45-minute’ account
and looked for a scapegoat within
the Ministry of Defence for David
Kelly’s suicide. But the inquiry
studiously avoided the real charge
of deception by the British state
and its wilful sanctioning of ter-
ror, including the dropping of clus-
ter bombs on a defenceless peo-
ple.

We should not be misled by sim-
plistic notions of Britain as some
supposed poodle in this and

Anwar debacle: Long term damage to UMNOFinally stepping down

D e c e p t i o n s ,
Imperialism And The
R i s e  O f  ‘ T h e  C r a z i e s ’

Web Of  Deceit
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other imperial adventures.  Read-
ers in any doubt about what I’m
saying here should find them-
selves a copy of Mark Curtis’s bril-
liant exposé, Web of Deceit: Brit-
ain’s Real Role in the World.  They
might then better understand
what this secretive, authoritarian
regime has been up to, not just in
its past colonial exploits, but in
spreading poverty, misery and
death around the globe today.
They can be in the guise of an ‘ethi-
cal foreign policy’, which arms
dictators and supports other re-
pressive regimes. Or it can be in
the form of an active lead in as-
serting neoliberal condition-
alities on poor developing coun-
tries under the pretext of a caring
aid agenda.

Drawing on recently declassified
documents, Curtis shows that the
level of British scheming and bru-
tality on behalf of colonial busi-
ness in, for example, Malaya,
Kenya, Iran, British Guiana (now
Guyana) and Indonesia was
much more serious than previ-
ously realised.

Likewise, he brings us up to date
with some of the UK’s more recent
interventions, such as the supply
of Hawk jets and other instru-
ments of death to Indonesia, thus
allowing its Kopassus special
forces to carry out their repression
in East Timor, West Papua and
Aceh.

Alongside this are the non-inter-
ventions, such as Britain’s lead in
seeking the removal of vital UN
peace-keeping forces in Rwanda,
a strategy which on-the-ground
NGOs and key military personnel
specifically link to the ensuing
genocide and deaths of a million
people.

And if Malaysians are rightly
sick and tired of what passes
for critical enquiry in their own
media, they might like to reflect
on the British media. Despite
the supposed standard-bearing
independence of the press here,
barely a single word of criti-
cism was offered in the main-
stream or ‘qualities’ over Brit-
a in ’s  complic i ty  in  the
Rwandan slaughter.

In the face of intense public
hostility, the media’s view of
Blair’s recent Iraq actions may
have been more searching, but
the rationalisations and veiled
apologias are no less apparent.
It is a mark of the sustained and
entrenched notion of liberal de-
mocracy in the West, a set of ide-
als variously filtered through
the mainstream and liberal me-
dia, that most people could not
possibly countenance the idea
of Blair as a war criminal.

Yet, Curtis, among others, comes
to this and similar sober conclu-
sions in describing Britain as “a
single-ideology totalitarian
state”.  This was evident in the
past orchestration of the coup
against Sukarno and conniv-
ance in the murder of thousands
of innocent Indonesians. More
recently, the military
‘liberations’ in Afghanistan and
Iraq — or shall we use the sim-
pler and more humane term,
murder — only confirm that the
blood of empire is now dripping
from the hands of yet another
political generation.  One day,
hopefully, they will stand in a
fair and impartial dock for their
crimes.

Mahathirism has, likewise,
treated us to many such decep-
tions and hypocrisies in seeking
to legitimate its project. Examples
of these could been seen in the at-
tacks on IMF neoliberalism while
using all the opportunities of pri-
vatisation and deregulation to
entrench corporate wealth among
the favoured elite. Or witness the
cooperation with Bush to estab-
lish an ‘anti-terror’ centre in KL,
while claiming, that, under the
guise of a US security agenda, “our
culture, our religion and other
things will become the target”.

From the purges on Harakah and
Malaysiakini to the detention of
opposition dissidents and alleged
Islamic plotters, the list of repres-
sion and political malfeasance
goes on.  It’s all familiar practice,
though no less real or painful for
the brave people locked up in
Kamunting under the ISA for dar-
ing to question it.

Yet, at the same time, we have the
disgraceful spectacle of
Guantanamo Bay, a Nazi-style
concentration camp run by
strong-arm US soldiers; a place,
defended as morally justifiable by
the UK, where men (and even chil-
dren) are incarcerated, incommu-
nicado, without recourse to basic
human rights and legal conven-
tions.

Meanwhile in the UK, the Crimi-
nal Justice Act (2000) is being
used with impunity to detain and
harass Islamic citizens and peace
activists, while providing a con-
venient pretext for hounding, hu-
miliating and deporting desper-
ate asylum seekers, many here as

S i n g l e - I d e o l o g y
Totalitarian State

H y p o c r i s i e s
In Malaysia Too
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a result of Britain’s own foreign
policies.

There is also, of course, the fright-
ening spectacle of the Bush regime
itself, with its blueprint Project for
a New American Century (see
www.newamericancentury.org).
It is a game plan for unprec-
edented imperial expansion,
which has seen the loss of multi-
ple thousands of lives and a
world destabilised to the point of
nuclear confrontation.

Helped along by Bush’s invoca-
tions of homeland and Christian
righteousness, Sept 11 has created
the political moment for people
like Rumsfeld, Perle, Feith, Bolton,
Wolfowitz and others within the
PNAC cabal. This is a circle com-
monly referred to as “the crazies”
by Ray McGovern, a senior ex-CIA
adviser and friend to Bush the
elder, during his time in office (as
offered in a recent discussion with
John Pilger).  Accepting the nov-
elist Norman Mailer’s recent as-
sertion, McGovern also warns that
America may now, indeed, be
heading towards a state of “fas-
cism”.

My main point here is a simple
one: that all political elites are ca-
pable of deception, repression
and, ultimately, state-directed kill-
ing in defence of their regime in-
terests.

The primary purpose of the politi-
cal elite within the overall struc-
ture of power is to protect politi-
cal-corporate interests, including,
of course, their own, and to police
any emergent dissent.  Likewise,
the task of mainstream politics
and its media satellites is to man-
age the public, if not through
popular persuasive appeal, then
through outright deception and
the inculcation of fear.

Beyond tired liberal notions of
political pluralism and the more
artificial simplification of coun-
tries as either democratic or au-
thoritarian, there is a continuum
line between hegemony and domi-
nation. In its Gramscian sense, it
illustrates how power is actually
pursued and maintained, both
through the increasingly vital

space of civil organisa-
tion and the traditional
state apparatus.  The
more effective route, in
terms of legitimacy, is the
hegemonic one, a form of
social control based on
persuasion and consent.
This is more effective
than domination, which
involve more outright co-
ercion and repression —
the variable use of such
being applicable at both
domestic and global lev-
els of power.

Thus, we might note how

the US/UK multilateral
roadshow moved in persuasive
mode around the UN, the ASEAN
region and other locales in trying
to build its ‘coalition of the will-
ing’. Simultaneously, it worked on
finessing its pre-existing plan for
outright force and the invasion of
Iraq.

Similarly, while Howard was
pursuing a (largely failed) popu-
list war agenda in Australia, Can-
berra was already, like Blair, pro-
ceeding with deceptive intent in
support of the Bush war plan.
Here, in effect, supposedly ac-
countable and democratic states
have reverted to illegal actions
and outright force to impose their
interests.

And so it is with Mahathirism, a
project which has ably utilised
civil persuasion, a mediated re-
ward structure and other forms of
hegemonic inclusion. But it is
ever-vigilant with the big stick,
moving ruthlessly into domina-
tion mode when required.  Just as
would-be democracies have
shown their capacity for moving
along this spectrum, so too has
Mahathir and the UMNO/BN
network, both domestically and in
its negotiation of the changing in-
ternational climate.

Yet, if more qualitative legitimacy
is to be gained from a hegemonic
approach, the turn to domination,
domestic and global, is always a
more dangerous affair. This can
be seen in the deepening malaise
that Bush, Blair and Howard now
find themselves in.

Likewise for Mahathir. For beyondBush: Frightening spectacle

Cooercion And/
Or Consent

Project Riddled
With Contradictions
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the dynamic images of high-digit
growth and development, the in-
vocations of Bangsa Malaysia, the
Vision mantras, the tough-talk on
Islamic terrorism and the crafted
anti-US populism, this is a project
riddled with contradiction and
crises, leaving in its wake a
number of deeply problematic
legacies.

There is, firstly, the long-term
damage to UMNO from the
Anwar debacle.  UMNO/BN may
proceed towards a further term (or
terms) in office, but it has lost
much of the moral (i.e. hegemonic)
high ground, creating a more criti-
cal political generation in the proc-
ess.  The ruthless handling of
Anwar, complemented by police
intimidation, elite corruption and
judicial bias, will remain a stain
on the political elite’s character for
a long time to come. The Anwar
conviction may have served its
purpose in checking a dangerous
competitor and holding the ruling
bloc together.  But it has also al-
lowed Malaysians a new under-
standing of the repressive side of
the BN state.

The second unpalatable truth for

Mahathir is that for all his astute
leadership, defence of modernist
Islam and attempts to hold the
Malay vote, he is responsible for
the gathering shift of support to
PAS.  Indeed, interwoven with the
Anwar saga, this political and
ideological loss of ground to
‘PAS-Islam’ is probably the great-
est calamity in UMNO’s history.
Kelantan is unlikely to fall again
in the foreseeable future to UMNO
and Terengganu is likely to con-
tinue with PAS, while Kedah and
Perlis may well endorse the PAS
model in time.  By splitting the
Malays and allowing the emer-
gence of a northern PAS bloc, Is-
lam is now firmly implanted as a
major political force in Malaysia.

Thirdly, Mahathir’s exploitation
of September 11 has seen question-
able returns.  As noted, the ‘war
on terror’ has been used as a pre-
text for further clamping down on
the general opposition; Mahathir,
as with his Western political
peers, playing the fear factor to its
fullest advantage.  But while
Malaysians seem broadly sup-
portive, there is also growing re-
sentment at US presence in lands
where Bush and his corporate as-
sociates do not belong.  Mahathir,
of course, carefully articulates that
mood.

Yet, as the West’s wider repres-
sions continue, many Muslims,
particularly educated Islamic
youth, are also discovering new
forms of political awareness
through the mosque and other Is-
lamic organisations.  To a signifi-
cant extent, this and religious fra-
ternity with Muslims in other
countries is part of an external Is-
lamic politics that UMNO/BN
have little control over.  But, it is
also a radicalism being sustained

by Mahathir’s perceived
doublespeak over Washington,
just part of the difficult balancing
act Abdullah Badawi et al will
struggle with in carrying forward
the ideals of moderate Malaysia
and ‘Vision Islam’.

Besides the above view of power
and structure, I’m rather drawn
these days to the looser idea of
‘zenpolitics’; a kind of inner pal-
liative for channelling one’s emo-
tions and political anger in more
compassionate ways. It’s a par-
ticularly disciplined task, I feel,
when faced with evidence of what
the crazies at the Pentagon and
the neoliberal evangelists inside
the IMF, World Bank and WTO are
doing right now to our world and
its people.

Perhaps we might more optimis-
tically look towards the heroic
struggle of the Zapatistas in
Mexico and the profound asser-
tion of Subcommandante Marcos
that the very existence of the au-
tonomous zones in Chiapas is tes-
tament to the idea that another
world is not only possible, but is
already in a state of proto-forma-
tion.

This reflects the kind of non-main-
stream political thinking coming
out of anti-globalisation activism
at present — notably the World
Social Forum. It provides us with
the particular idea that while we
may welcome, for example, Lula’s
pledge to attack poverty in Brazil
and support Chavez’s struggle in
Venezuela against right wing un-
ions, media and White House-
backed School of Americas mili-
tia, we need to remain circum-

UMNO loses ground to PAS

Opposition And
Changing The Mindset
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spect. We should be wary about
trusting or placing all our tactical
energies in mainstream politics or
opposition politicians.

Never before has conventional
politics stood in such disrepute.
And for good reason.  In the West,
this has been variously peddled
by parties, parliamentarians, me-
dia scribes and career academics
as a ‘crisis of democracy.’  Yet, as
people, disillusioned by the
marketisation of politics, like eve-
rything else, disengage en masse
from the mainstream, their action
can itself be viewed as a political
statement, part of the growing re-
fusal to acknowledge its relevance
or usefulness.

For many Malaysians, the push
for even a modicum of democratic
reform will, no doubt, take prec-
edence over any such agenda.
Understandably so.  But, perhaps
the opposition in Malaysia might
also see this mood of discontent
as a key impasse. It provides an
opportune moment to move more
engagingly towards the ‘new poli-
tics’ noted, a transition perhaps
more worthy of discussion than
the supposed differences antici-
pated between Mahathir’s and
Abdullah Badawi’s versions of
BN rule.

In this regard, I sincerely wish the
new Parti Keadilan Rakyat (Peo-
ple’s Justice Party) good fortune
in their electoral endeavours and
struggles against a vicious if of-
ten subtly repressive system.
Alongside the courageous task
undertaken by Wan Azizah, I find
it gratifying to see a man of Syed
Husin Ali’s intellect and moral
stature at the forefront of a seri-

ous opposition grouping.  If only
the same could be said of what
passes for political intellectuals
here in New Labour Britain these
days.

Yet, as Syed Husin Ali might him-
self acknowledge, the idea of a
truly democratic, forward-think-
ing party needs to connect lead-
ers and led in ways that transcend
machine politics and party
managerialism. It has take on
board the new mood of political
thought now emerging.  Again,
removing the BN clique is a key
objective.

But there also has to be a new as-
sertion of the political; that which
taps into and complements the
desire for a more participatory and
qualitative politics. It is a politics
that is neither mired in ethnic ques-
tions, the BN’s discourse of
developmentalism or the minu-
tiae of facile policy debates over
relative tax adjustments and the
like.

This politics must instead be will-
ing to confront the big intellectual
issues of power, injustice and real
social change, domestic and glo-
bal. It must have a radical agenda
that - like the thinking now com-
ing out of the wider anti-
globalisation movement - can at
least make the conceptual leap
from seeking to modify and patch
up a corrupt, decaying system to
dismantling and rebuilding it
completely.

Wan Azizah: Courageous task undertaken

Syed Husin: A man of  intellectual and
moral stature

Badawi: A different version of BN rule?

Crisis Of Democracy
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he apparent contradic-
tions and paradoxes of
Mahathirism are ex-
plained if we under-

stand where Mahathir is coming
from. In “Malay Dilemma” writ-
ten in the 1960s, the doctor diag-
noses the backwardness of Malay
society as due to culture and biol-
ogy. His prescription was/is af-
firmative action to create a Malay
entrepreneurial class that will
modernize and uplift the Malay
community. “We must have as
many Malay businessmen and
millionaires as there are Chinese.”
This is the essence of Mahathirism
- the creation of a self-confident
Malay capitalist class!

The creation of a Malay capitalist
class needed firm government in-
tervention given the dog-eat-dog
environment of capitalist
economy. As this class would
have significant economic power
it was/is crucially important this
new class be closely tied to the
UMNO elite so that UMNO’s po-
litical dominance is assured. This
opened the gates to widespread
nepotism and cronyism, which
has benefited among others, rela-
tives of Mahathir!

If one accepts that the creation of
a Malay capitalist class is
Mahathir’s political mission, then
it is easy to understand his antipa-

thy to trade unionism and his fre-
quent exhortations for workers to
complain less and raise produc-
tivity, as well as his “recalcitrant”
stance vis a vis big international
capital. Quite rightly Mahathir
perceives them as predatory and
has attempted to play off the West-
ern capitalist with Japanese/Ko-
rean capitalists (the Look East
policy), as well as to try and shore
up a “South” coalition to fend off
the international predators. This
midwife-turned-nanny also
wants the emerging Malay bour-
geoisie to be strong and self sus-
taining - hence his occasional
admonishments to firm up and
not always depend on govern-
ment handouts.

Given this backdrop, the 1998 eco-
nomic crisis was a catastrophe!
The over-extended, flabby and
comparatively inefficient units of
Malay capital that government
largesse had built over the past 15
years was in danger of liquida-
tion! Mahathir’s life project was
threatened. The nanny had then
to turn protector, and anyone ob-
structing the defence of the nas-
cent Malay capitalist class had to
go, whether it be the IMF or a popu-
lar deputy who had not fully un-
derstood the overall game-plan!

Mahathir is no sycophantic capi-
talist stooge. He espoused a par-

ticular class interest long before
that class had emerged, and he
has been an important force in the
creation, nurturing and ulti-
mately the defence of the Malay
capitalist class. What pains many
thinking Malaysians is that some
of the means employed by
Mahathir in the pursuit of this
goal has seriously undermined
vital institutions such as the
Malaysian Judiciary and the po-
lice, cultivated money politics
and launched Malaysian society
down the slippery slope of priva-
tisation.

Midwife, Nanny,
Spokesman And Protector
by Jeyakumar Devaraj
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an veil wearing be en-
forced on Muslim
women?  First of all one
has to understand the

nature of the Qur’anic injunction
on veil wearing.  It is important to
note that there is no concept of
hijab (veil) that applies to all be-
lieving women in the Qur’an. In-
deed, what the Qur’an states
should be seen in the light of the
practices of women in the
jahiliyyah i.e. the pre-Islamic pe-
riod.

In the pre-Islamic period the tribal
Arab women did not cover their
breasts. Many of them would pub-
licly display their sexual charms,
zeenah; wear anklets and in the
market-place would beat their feet
to attract the attention of men.
Since Islam was basically a civi-
lising mission and gave greater
dignity to women  — lifting their
status from being mere chattels
and sexual objects to dignified hu-
mans enjoying equal rights with
men — it prescribed certain norms
of behaviour and style of dress-
ing. The Qur’anic prescriptions
should be seen in that light in or-
der to appreciate its main thrust.

The twenty fourth chapter of the
Qur’an deals with some of these
issues. Before Islam, it must be
noted, sexual relations were quite
lax. Men and women indulged in

free sex in many
cases. It was not
even considered a
social evil to in-
dulge in adultery.
Thus when
women em-
braced Islam the
Prophet would
require that these
women take an
oath  not to in-
dulge in adultery
again. Thus to remove this laxity
in sexual behaviour the Qur’an
prescribed punishment for adul-
tery in verse 24:2. There was no
such punishment for adultery in
the pre-Islamic Arab society.

Also, to deal with the problem of
displaying one’s sexual charms
(zeenah) publicly, the Qur’an said:
“And say to the believing women
that they lower their gaze and re-
strain their sexual passions and
do not display their adornment
except what appears thereof.”
(24:31) Thus what the Qur’an is
prohibiting is displaying one’s
adornment publicly. And here too
the Qur’an makes an important
exception i.e. “except what ap-
pears thereof”. Thus women are
not asked to hide everything pub-
licly. What should appear pub-
licly, should appear.

Most of the ‘Ulama and Islamic

jurists maintain that the phrase
“except what appears thereof”
means a woman can keep her face
and hands open and that she can
apply collyrium to her eyes and
can wear rings in her fingers and
bangles on her hands and display
the same. Tabari, an important
commentator of the Qur’an, main-
tains this in his commentatory on
this verse.

Other ‘Ulama also concur with
him on this issue and remind us
that any interpretation of the
Qur’an is mediated by sociologi-
cal and cultural factors. Had
those commentators lived in our
times, when social and cultural
changes have taken place, they
would have interpreted this verse
even more liberally in favour of
women. Thus even the medieval
commentators have permitted

RELIGION

Can Veil-Wearing
Be Enforced?
by Asghar Ali Engineer
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women to keep their faces and
hands open. Today women
should have even greater measure
of freedom. But even going by the
medieval interpretation and con-
forming norms laid down by me-
dieval jurists, Muslim women
should be allowed to move about
publicly without veiling their
faces.

In Iran, women do wear the hijab
but, in keeping with the above
verse of the Qur’an, are not com-
pelled to hide their faces and
hands. They wear an overall and
cover their heads. The women in
Iran enjoy a considerable degree
of freedom. They are far from con-
fined to the home. They are quite
active publicly, are members of
parliament and one of them is also
the  vice president of the Iranian
Islamic Republic.

The Qur’an, in another verse, also
prescribes that women cover their
breasts with the sheet of cloth
which they wear (24:31) Thus it
will be seen that when the Qur’an
is asking women to cover their
bosoms with their head-coverings
how can it ask women to cover
their faces? Covering bosoms is
much more dignified for a woman
and hence this is being prescribed
by the Qur’an. Maulana
Muhammad Ali of Lahore com-
ments on this verse as follows:
“Before Islam, women used to ap-
pear in public with their breasts
partly uncovered…and women
were thus required to cover their
breasts with a part of their head-
covering as worn in the East to
conceal the arms, the neck and the
bosom, as also the ornaments
worn in the ears or on the neck or
over the bosom…”

It should also be noted that the

Qur’an permits women to display
her adornments before her hus-
band, her parents, her other rela-
tives with whom she cannot
marry. However, more important
to note is that this prescription by
the Qur’an is not followed by any
punishment for not following the
Qur’anic prescription. Some even
maintain that the nature of verses
in this regard is recommendatory
rather than mandatory.

How  then can anyone enforce the
veil forcibly on women? The very
nature of threat is un-Islamic and
un-Qur’anic. If at all it is to be en-
forced,  it cannot be enforced by
any organisation on the road; it
can be enforced by the Islamic
state. India is a secular state and
in this country even the state can-
not interfere with one's personal
freedom. In the Shari‘ah legisla-
tion no punishment has been pre-
scribed for not observing the code
of dress prescribed or recom-
mended by the Qur’an.

It is strange that such organisa-
tions do not speak out against men
in any respect even if they violate
the Qur’anic prescriptions about
sexual morality. It is not that the
Qur’an does not prescribe any
code of conduct for men; it does. It
requires both men and women to
lower their gaze and restrain their
sexual passions. Thus the Qur’an
says in verse 24:30, “Say to the
believing men that they lower
their gaze and restrain their
sexual passions. That is purer for
them.”

Thus men are first exhorted to ob-
serve sexual morality before
women are exhorted. Yet every
time it is these male-dominated

and patriarchal organisations
that enforce sexual morality for
women and keep silent about
men. They never launch a cam-
paign even if men continue to
tease women on the road and
other public places or even molest
or rape them. So much for their
“Islamic morality”.

It is common knowledge that
Kashmiri women have been raped
by armed forces in retaliation for
what the jihadis do. Several in-
stances have been reported in the
media. When the houses of
Kashmiri people are searched for
hiding militants the women are
molested or even raped. The mili-
tants too hardly display exem-
plary sexual morality. They too do
not hesitate in abducting women
and either forcibly marry them or
even rape them. Also, it is
Kashmiri mothers who have lost
their sons, or wives their hus-
bands. Thus so- called jihad by the
militants has done the greatest
disservice to the women of Kash-
mir.

One should thus strongly con-
demn Lashkar-e-Jabbar for forci-
bly enforcing the veil on the Mus-
lim women of Kashmir. Even Is-
lam, let alone the secular govern-
ment of India, does not give them
any such right to enforce the veil.
Such threats have been con-
demned rightly by different sec-
tions of society in Kashmir.

In a secular country like India
even the Government cannot pre-
scribe any dress code. All citizens
including women are free to fol-
low their own choice in matters of
dress. The threats in Kashmir
have also emboldened some little

What About Men?

Freedom Of Choice
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known organisations in Mumbai
and Hyderabad to also threaten
Muslim women to observe veil-
wearing. And not to be left behind,
the Hindutvawadis have also is-
sued threats for the Hindu women
not to wear jeans and mini-skirts.
Where will democracy be if such
threats are made and women are
forced to wear this or that dress?

One is free to observe veil or not to
wear jeans but the freedom of
choice should be exercised by
women without any external co-
ercion. The Government should
also  see to it at that no  one, how-
ever militant, is allowed to take the
law into his or her own hands.
Otherwise it will lose its legiti-
macy to govern and people will
find it difficult to lead lives of their
choice. There cannot be democ-
racy without freedom and dignity.

The common citizens should also
see to it that women are not openly
coerced in this way. They will also
have to resist attempts by such el-
ements if they want to protect their
own freedom. One shudders to
think where this rot will stop if
we surrender to such forces. All
sorts of fanatics and religious fun-
damentalists will take the law into
their own hands and enforce anti-
diluvian laws, which have noth-
ing to do even with religion.  It is a
well-known fact of history that
there was no system of veiling the
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face during the early period of Is-
lam. It came from the Romans and
Persians i.e. Sassanids during the
Umayyad period. Many Islamic
scholars have pointed this out. It
is for the Muslim women also to
know the Qur’anic provisions first
hand rather than pitiably depend-
ing on the orthodox viewpoint in
this regard.q



Aliran Monthly : Vol.23(9) Page 15

ccording to former Communist Party of
Malaya (CPM) leader Chin Peng, history is
inevitably portrayed from the point of view
of victors. This propaganda, it seems to me,

has influenced many critics who regard Chin Peng
as an unworthy human being. This is not surpris-
ing as it has  been repeated all these years by those
in power.

The British first potrayed Chin Peng as a hero; later,
as a villain. This is a clear example as to how those
in power can interpret history as they wish. Some of
Chin Peng’s critics, I believe, are much influenced
by this later portrayal of Chin Peng.

I find that Chin Peng is courageous in admitting the
failures and weaknesses of the Communist Party
which he led. Till today, I have yet to hear the Japa-
nese or the British colonists ever admitting any
wrong-doings on their part during the war. Today
we welcome and embrace the Japanese and British
business class, forgetting all the atrocities and mur-
ders committed on the Malaysian people. It is sad
that we can have such double standards.

Chin Peng had waged a war against the Japanese
and British. His enemy was clear. In fact, what is the
difference in the killing of Sir Henry Gurney by CPM
as compared to the killing of JWW Birch in Pasir
Salak by Maharaja Lela. Today Maharaja Lela is a
hero but why is it hard to accept the fact that the
CPM was the first political party in the country call-
ing for independence and the first to wage a war
against the invaders.

There is a lot of misconception surrounding the Bal-
ing talks. The CPM never changed its stand from
1955 until the accord was signed in 1989. On both
occasions, it declined to surrender but agreed to lay
down its arms. In 1955, the talks failed as the British
were pulling the strings but a similar suggestion
was agreed to 34 years later. Therefore, who pro-

longed the war?

If the CPM did not have the support of the poor and
the rural masses, they could not have succeeded all
this while. It took very draconian laws and very un-
democratic measures adopted by the British to stop
popular support for the CPM. Rural dwellers were
put in so-called New Villages, which were in fact de-
tention centres. If the CPM was so unpopular, I am
sure the colonial authorities then would have had a
much easier task.

Nobody in his or her right frame of mind will wage
an armed struggle. Every armed struggle all over
the world is rooted in deep dissatisfaction arising
from the failure of the system we live in. It is impor-
tant to find answers to these fundamental questions.

VIEWPOINT

Let Chin Peng Come Home
by S.Arutchelvan
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By not addressing these questions,
we would be walking on a thin
line labelling every person a ter-
rorist.

On the killing of the European
planters, it appears that there
was no directive. But Chin Peng
was not against the killing ex-
cept for the killing of a 21-year-
old probationer who had just
started to work. It is said that
the planters killed were ruth-
less owners who brought great
hardship to the workers and
most workers were not sympa-
thetic about their deaths. A few
years ago, I had the opportunity
to talk to some estate workers
in the Sungai Siput area and
inquired about the Communist
Party and its role during Brit-
ish rule. To my surprise, the In-
dian workers whom I met said
they considered the commu-
nists as the “Jungle God” (Kattu
Perumal). “They only helped us
and did not do any harm to us,”
they revealed. I was surprised
with their views.

Chin Peng has many a time re-
marked that if we lived in his era,
we might have done the same:

“ ...if you had gone through the...if you had gone through the...if you had gone through the...if you had gone through the...if you had gone through the
ghastly period of the corrupt Brit-ghastly period of the corrupt Brit-ghastly period of the corrupt Brit-ghastly period of the corrupt Brit-ghastly period of the corrupt Brit-
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pitulation and seen the wholesalepitulation and seen the wholesalepitulation and seen the wholesalepitulation and seen the wholesalepitulation and seen the wholesale
poverty that pervaded after yearspoverty that pervaded after yearspoverty that pervaded after yearspoverty that pervaded after yearspoverty that pervaded after years
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watched how the administrationwatched how the administrationwatched how the administrationwatched how the administrationwatched how the administration
worked in Malayan towns and vil-worked in Malayan towns and vil-worked in Malayan towns and vil-worked in Malayan towns and vil-worked in Malayan towns and vil-
lagers, you could not be quick tolagers, you could not be quick tolagers, you could not be quick tolagers, you could not be quick tolagers, you could not be quick to
say that I should have been cool-say that I should have been cool-say that I should have been cool-say that I should have been cool-say that I should have been cool-
headed and taken the easier road.headed and taken the easier road.headed and taken the easier road.headed and taken the easier road.headed and taken the easier road.”

I think it is time to welcome back
Chin Peng. I feel the Government
is more worried of Chin Peng’s
popularity upon his return. After
all, the Government has acknowl-
edged that the CPM did play a
part in hastening the independ-
ence of Malaysia. This is an his-
torical fact.

Chin Peng said he is unrepentant
as to his beliefs and he is entitled
to this view. We are doing injus-

tice by not allowing him to visit
the county of his birth. Whatever
is said, Chin Peng and the CPM
played an important role in our
country’s history. Today Japanese
and British companies continue
to exploit our workers while the
United States goes on killing thou-
sands of innocent people all over
the world. Yet, we still give them a
red carpet welcome.

We talk about a borderless world
and yet we build fences all round.
Let Chin Peng come home. Allow
him to visit his ancestral home to
pay homage to his family and to
settle in peace in his old age. Let
him live out the remaining period
of his life with his memories and
friends, if any are still alive. This
gesture will highlight our human-
ity and compassion.
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ivil society representa-
tives from across Asia
and the world urged the
Prime Minister of Malay-

sia Datuk Seri Dr. Mahathir
Mohamad to cancel the controver-
sial mega-incinerator project in
Broga, Selangor.  In an Open Let-
ter signed by over 230 NGOs and
individuals from 39 countries, Dr.
Mahathir was exhorted not to
close his eyes to the many scien-
tific studies linking incineration
to ill health and environmental de-
struction and pay attention to
what the rakyat are saying.

Reacting to his censure of local
anti-incinerator groups, they
asked the Prime Minister, who is
a medical doctor, these questions:

• Do you mean to say that it is
tolerable for the rakyat to suffer
from a health-threatening and
wasteful disposal method
since Malaysia is “still a de-
veloping country”?

• That the rakyat, at this stage of
national development, do not
deserve to enjoy the benefits of
clean, healthy and sustainable
alternatives to incineration?

• That the cancers and other dis-
eases being suffered by com-
munities hosting incinerators
in developed countries are ac-
ceptable to Your Excellency?

“It is unfortunate that the
Malaysian government is
favoring a costly and deadly tech-

nological non-solution for its
waste problems instead of adopt-
ing proven, safe and sustainable
discard management systems.  By
pushing this incinerator, the gov-
ernment is guilty of imposing a
mistake of Western industrializa-
tion on the people of Broga. This
is truly regrettable considering
that the developing world has of-
ten looked up to Malaysia and the
Prime Minister for leadership on
environmental issues,” according
to Von Hernandez, Co-Coordina-
tor, Global Alliance for Incinera-
tor Alternatives (GAIA), a coali-
tion of more than 380 public in-
terest groups and individuals
from 67 countries working to
phase out all forms of waste in-
cineration and to promote clean
production, zero waste and envi-
ronmental justice.

The 1,500-tonne incinerator using
fluidized bed gasification tech-
nology, purportedly the largest of
this type in Asia, will cost 1.5 bil-

lion ringgit (about US$395 mil-
lion) to build and 200 million
ringgit (about US$53 million) to
operate per year.  Residents of
Broga and adjacent communities
and public interest groups have
asked the government to cancel
the project, citing critical public
health, environmental, socio-eco-
nomic and financial risks.  The
project environmental impact as-
sessment (EIA) is pending ap-
proval from the Department of En-
vironment.

Affected residents are disap-
pointed and distressed with the
blatant refusal of the authorities
to discuss and dialogue with the
Broga/Semenyih No Incinerator
Protem Committee (www.no-
incinerators.com), which repre-
sents community members from
25 housing estates and several
villages in Broga and surround-
ing areas.  “Residents feel that the
government is going for a solution
that is not sustainable, is out-

ENVIRONMENT

PM urged to back sustainable waste management systems

CCCCC

Scrap Broga Incinerator

Deadly Technology
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moded (as more and more coun-
tries are moving away from it), is
not economically justified but
rather will become an economic
burden for residents and most
importantly will pose critical
health hazards in the form of in-
creased risk of cancers, infertility,
birth deformities and abnormal
child development,” reported
Prof. Ramasamy, Chairperson of
the Committee.

“We cannot understand why the
authorities are insisting on going
ahead with this discredited solu-
tion of incinerating municipal
waste when other sustainable al-
ternatives have not been seriously
implemented.  It is very frighten-
ing that the authorities are experi-
menting with the world’s largest
gasification plant in Malaysia,
which is only in the pilot stage in
Japan,” added Prof. Ramasamy.

The costly project, stipulated to be
designed and built by Ebara Cor-
poration and financed through a
yen loan package, has drawn criti-
cism from Japan itself, the most
incinerator intensive country on
earth. Noted Junichi Sato,
Greenpeace Toxics Campaigner:
“Putting so much money for in-
cinerators to pollute the environ-
ment and destroy the resources is
not simply the way to solve the
waste problems. It only creates
other grave life-threatening prob-
lems, which Japanese incinerator
companies don’t have the solu-
tion yet.”

S. M. Mohamed Idris, President,
Consumers’ Association of
Penang, commented that, “Build-
ing an incinerator in  Broga or
anywhere else offers no lasting
solution to our waste problems.
What the country needs is a ho-

listic, community-driven ap-
proach that focuses on waste pre-
vention, reduction, segregation at
source, recycling and composting.
With the active participation of the
rakyat, the government and the in-
dustry, we can put a stop to wast-
ing, conserve our resources and
safeguard public health.”

The groups called upon the Gov-
ernment of Malaysia to abide by
the goals of the Stockholm Con-
vention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants (POPs), which it
signed on 16 May 2002 and im-
plement alternative non-burn
technologies that will not result
in the formation of new POPs,
particularly dioxins and furans,
which are toxic by-products of
waste incineration.  The Conven-
tion seeks to rid the global envi-

World's Largest

For more information,
please contact the Broga/
Semenyih No Incinerator
Protem Action Committee
(Prof. Ramasamy, 012
3804022, Mr. Segeran 012
2777217, Mrs Tan 019
3667409), the Consumers’
Association of Penang
( M a g e s w a r i
Sangaralingam, +604-
8299511) or the GAIA Sec-
retariat (manny.gaia@no-
burn.org, +632-9290376
phone, +632-4364733 fax).

ronment of 12 cancer-causing
pollutants (four of which are
linked to incinerators). q
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Of late, newspapers and televi-
sion news broadcasts have been
full of calls by government minis-
ters and officials for greater patri-
otism in the country.  Malaysians,
it seems, do not love Malaysia
enough.

To instil patriotism, our youths
will now undergo a three month
‘national service’ course.  Quite
what this course entails remains
to be seen, but it is likely to consist
of endless lectures on the proper
meaning of patriotism.  So what
is the proper meaning of patriot-
ism?

In Louis de Bernieres’ first novel,
set in an unnamed civil war-torn
Latin American country, there is
a character called General Fuerte,
commander of the country’s army.
General Fuerte knows two types
of patriotism: The patriotism of a
man who loves his country and

thus unflinchingly supports
whatever his government does;
and the patriotism of a man who
loves his country, but also sees its
failings, and wants to make it a
better place.

General Fuerte believes that his
country’s problems stem from too
many of the first type of patriot,
and not enough of the second.  It’s
not hard to work out which type
of patriotism the BN is trying to
instil, and which other type might
indeed make Malaysia a better
place.

‘My country, right or wrong’ was
the patriotic cry of colonial Eng-
land. The massacre of civilians in
Amritsar?  My country, right or
wrong!  The handing over to Sta-
lin of Cassock refugees, who were
promptly massacred?  My coun-
try, right or wrong!

Thankfully, that attitude has died
today in England.  In March this

year, two million people flooded
the streets of London, and more
in other cities, to protest Blair’s
war in Iraq. These people were pa-
triots, but patriots who believed
that their country was setting off
down a dangerous and wrong
path.

Patriotism in this country has a
whole different meaning.  Today,
there are Malaysians who perform
genuinely outstanding feats of
endurance and perseverance, sail-
ing round the world single-
handedly and swimming the Eng-
lish Channel.  Are we exhorted to
emulate their levels of dedication
and self-discipline, their desire to
excel in their chosen area? No, we
are exhorted to emulate their pa-
triotism. Our universities are
charged with winning Nobel
prizes and other international ac-
colades.  Producing high-quality
and innovative research is irrel-
evant – just get those prizes!

This bizarre twisting of patriotism
reaches its apogee in the laugh-
able Malaysian Book of Records.
Compared with the more rigor-
ously documented Guinness
Book of World Records, the oldest
person in Malaysia is older than
the oldest person in the world, go
figure.  How patriotic he must be
to have lived so long!  I myself am
considering demonstrating my
patriotism by submitting myself in
the category ‘Tallest Person in
Malaysia Born in April 1971 with
a Name Beginning with G’.

Satire aside, we must seriously
think about what, exactly, patri-
otism is supposed to achieve.  The
tallest building in the world is
one thing; would it not be more
patriotic if every Malaysian were
to strive to make themselves, and

Patriotism, Gratitude & loyalty
The Cardinal Virtues According to The Barisan Nasional

P a t r i o t i s m
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their country, a better place?

In December 2001, Kelantan
Menteri Besar Nik Aziz Nik Mat
complained that the federal gov-
ernment had delayed disburse-
ment of its annual grant to the state
government, causing the state
government financial problems.

The amount of the federal grant to
state governments is stipulated in
the Constitution, as is the date of
its disbursement.  One might thus
feel that Nik Aziz had a right to
complain.  Not so, said umno liai-
son officer for Kelantan,
Mustapha Mohamad.  Indeed,
short of complaining, ‘the pas-led
government should be thankful
for the grant as it had enabled the
State administration to fulfil its
responsibilities to the rakyat’.
(NST, 18/12/2001)

Mustapha’s retort seems bizarre
in the extreme.  The federal gov-
ernment is obliged to distribute
this money to Kelantan, yet
Mustapha feels that the state gov-
ernment should be grateful, even
if it’s late.  It’s a bit like a company

director expecting his employees
to be grateful for getting their
wages late.

Neither is it just the Kelantan state
government that apparently owes
its gratitude to the bn.  Wearing
his other hat as Advisor to the Fi-
nance Ministry, Mustapha has
also claimed that all Malaysians
should be grateful to the govern-
ment for ‘benefits received’ (NST,
27/10/2000).  Mustapha’s com-
ments are not occasional faux pas,
nor the raving of a maverick poli-
tician.  They are symptomatic of
an emerging political discourse in
the country: The politics of grati-
tude.

The basic principle of democracy
is that ultimate sovereignty – that
is the right to wield political power
– lies with the people.  In most de-
mocracies, the government thus
expresses gratitude to the people
for allowing it to govern.  Here in
Malaysia, however, the reverse is
true.  Instead, the government ex-
horts the people to be grateful to
it.

Mustapha is not the only govern-
ment figure urging us to greater
gratitude towards the govern-
ment.  From municipal council
members up to the DPM and the
PM himself, the message is clear:
We owe what we have to the gov-
ernment, and we should express
our gratitude in the most obsequi-
ous terms.

What, it might be asked, is wrong
with gratitude?

Gratitude is, of course, a virtue.
Many of us are grateful to our par-
ents, to our God, to the person in
the street who gives us directions

when we are lost.  So why should
we not be grateful to the govern-
ment?

There is nothing wrong with
gratitude for good governance.
The problem here is the way in
which the BN regime demands
gratitude and in doing so tries to
inculcate certain attitudes and un-
questioning loyalties in the rakyat.

To illustrate my point, consider
this comment from Noh Omar,
parliamentary secretary in the
Prime Minister’s Department:

‘The Opposition is educating the
young not to be thankful for the
things done for them, claiming
that it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to do so.  If this not corrected,
then in the future we will have a
generation who feels that parents
should not be thanked for their
deeds as it is their responsibility
to raise their children.’  (NST, 8
March 2000)

This comment, although from a
relatively junior member of the
government, is notable in that it
conveys the essence of the govern-
ment’s discourse on gratitude.

Noh makes it clear that the gov-
ernment does not consider itself
as having any ‘duty’ towards the
people – such an idea is the scur-
rilous propaganda of the opposi-
tion.  Instead, the government con-
siders itself as the ‘parent’ who
has to ‘raise’ us, the rakyat.

Such a view of themselves is com-
mon amongst Third World dicta-
tors and this is the essence of the
government’s discourse on grati-
tude.  Gratitude means the shirk-
ing of the government’s responsi-

G r a t i t u d e

Complained  federal government
delayed disbursement
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bilities towards the rakyat.

Development is also apparently
down to the benevolence of the
government.  The fact that billions
of ringgit of public money is
poured into supporting UMNO
politicians’ ailing cronies is irrel-
evant.  The fact that disastrous
industrialisation programmes
such as HICOM and the ‘e-village’
have robbed the country of further
billions is irrelevant.  The fact that
every cent that the government
spends has come from our pock-
ets in the form of taxation is irrel-
evant.

Not only should we apparently be
grateful to the government for
what it does, we should be grate-
ful for what it doesn’t do.

According to Dr Fong Chan Ong,
‘the people should be grateful to
the Government for ensuring their
freedom of speech and religion
and the independence to practise
their own cultures and traditions’
(NST, 24 May 1997).

Fong seems to forget that such
freedoms are enshrined in the
Constitution – the ultimate law of
the land, which legally super-
sedes any minister or government
that might come or go, including
Fong and even the BN.

Presumably, then, we should be
grateful to the government for not
contravening the Constitution.

Dr Mahathir himself has pro-
vided the most torturous epitome
of BN reasoning on who owes
gratitude for what the government
has not done.  The opposition, he
says, should be grateful to the gov-
ernment because the government

has maintained the democratic
system that allows them to exist.

Drs Fong and Mahathir concur.
We should be grateful to the gov-
ernment because it hasn’t robbed
us of all our fundamental human
rights and because it hasn’t com-
pletely destroyed the democratic
system that validates its own con-
tinued rule.

And so finally, we turn to the last
of the cardinal virtues according
to the BN: Loyalty.

Academics and political com-
mentators alike have often com-
mented on the ‘tradition of loy-
alty’ in Malaysia, dating back to
the Melaka Sultanate and the ‘so-
cial contract’ whereby the Sultan
was given unconditional author-
ity and loyalty on condition that
he abided by a few simple rules,
including not publicly humiliat-
ing his officials. (Ring any bells?)

As a foundation for demanding
unquestioning loyalty today,
however, the Melaka tradition is
doubly flawed. Firstly, not all
Malaysians trace their cultural
heritage to the Melaka Sultanate.
Even amongst the Malays, there
are many who feel greater kinship
with the ancient kingdoms of
Pattani than Melaka.

Secondly, the bottom line is that
the Melaka tradition, as epito-
mised in the Hikayat Hang Tuah,
simply does not promote unques-
tioning loyalty.  The beauty of the
tale of Hang Tuah and Hang Jebat
is its moral ambiguity: Is Hang
Tuah really the hero, or is it Hang
Jebat?  As a source for helping our

children think through issues of
morality and loyalty, there is
surely no better candidate than
the Hikayat Hang Tuah.  To bastard-
ise it into a simplistic tale of ‘good-
ness and loyalty’ (Tuah) against
‘disloyalty’ (Jebat) is to destroy the
very substance that makes the leg-
end so appealing.

Of course, demands for loyalty to
the head of state are the norm in
monarchies and republics across
the world, particularly amongst
the armed forces.  What is inter-
esting here in Malaysia, however,
is the way in which demands for
loyalty to the monarch have been
transferred into demands for loy-
alty to the BN government.

The transfer of loyalty from the
Rulers to the government is well
demonstrated if we compare the
way loyalty is demanded in the
Rukunegara with the treatment of
loyalty in Mahathir’s ‘Vision
2020’.  These two documents are
comparable in that they both rep-
resent general, idealistic frame-
works for development (both so-
cial and economic), which are
supposed to guide the creation
and implementation of more spe-
cific policy.

The Rukunegara, which was de-
vised following the 1969 racial ri-
ots, pledges ‘Loyalty to King and
Country:  The loyalty that is ex-
pected of every citizen is that he
must be faithful and bear true al-
legiance to His Majesty the Yang
di-Pertuan Agong’ and to the flag.

Vision 2020, however, which
presents nine ‘central strategic
challenges’ for Malaysia, deals
with the issue of loyalty as follows:
‘The first of these challenges is the

L o y a l t y
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challenge of establishing a united
Malaysian nation…  with politi-
cal loyalty and dedication to the
nation.’

Somewhere along the line, ‘loy-
alty to the King’ in the early 1970s
has been transformed into ‘politi-
cal loyalty’ in the 1990s.   ‘Politi-
cal loyalty’ is an ambiguous
phrase, but with the King gener-
ally considered to be above ‘poli-
tics’, it can only really mean loy-
alty to the BN government.

In the BN regime’s modern
reimagining of the Melaka con-
tract, responsibility and political
awareness are required of the
masses, but this is to be exercised
through loyalty and trust in the
leaders.  An interesting insight
into the mechanisms of this
reinvented tradition is given in
the preface to Hasan Hamzah’s
obsequiously loyal biography of
‘Mahathir: Great Malaysian
Hero’:

The Malaysian should not ask
whether or not “Dr. Mahathir is
doing the right thing,”...  Those
who condemn should first look
deep inside of themselves.  Are
you better?...  I’m not saying Dr.
Mahathir has “done nothing
wrong.”  But, as nobody can
avoid not making a mistake [sic], I
think Dr. Mahathir is “our great
leader,” who is working towards
a greater Malaysia.

Patriotism, gratitude and loyalty
for the BN, it seems, all boil down
to the same thing.  As Mahathir
might himself say, paraphrasing
his favourite song:  My way, right
or wrong!

G Lim

Georgetown’s  City Fathers,
who were elected in the hope
that they will always act in the
best interest of the public, have
disappointed us yet once
again.  Their contention that
a columbarium can be built
anywhere and everywhere in
the city defies logic.

Following their arguments, I
have this proposition: let us
make the Komtar tower a
columbarium.  Let’s face it, the
tower is indeed a white el-
ephant, a “sore thumb”, stick-
ing out in the city centre.  If
not for the government de-
partments occupying the en-
tire building, it would be a tes-
timony to how not to spend
public money.

There can be nothing but huge
benefits accruing from such a
move.  Just imagine millions
of small cubicles (6 inches by

8 inches) containing urns oc-
cupying all of the 60-plus
floors.  Given the current mar-
ket rate of about RM10,000 per
cubicle, literally billions can go
into the public coffers.  Those
with a greater intensity of filial
piety will surely pay more to
put their loved ones on the
upper floors, nearer heaven.
What’s more, the money will
be paid up-front.

Traffic congestion in the city-
centre will ease greatly ex-
cept for a week or so during
the Cheng Beng.  Such a
move will also be welcomed
by our moral guardians for
the columbarium   will be no
place for the young to lepak,
to hold hands and to whis-
per sweet nothings.  And, be-
sides, now that Penang has
produced the longest popiah
and pulut udang , wouldn’t it
be a tribute to our outgoing
PM to have the tallest
columbarium in the world?  It
might even turn out to be a
tourist attraction.

Think about this seriously,
Penangites.  The only demerit
is that those who make the
“Jalur Gemilang” with putu
mayom will have to find an-
other venue. Moreover the
Penang state government is
already making plans to move
out of Komtar to its mini
Putrajaya, so this proposal for
a columbarium would cer-
tainly be timely.

Mohan

Tallest Columbarium?
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he recent controversy
over the mileage claims
of certain MPs has un-
derstandably hogged

the headlines. This has infuriated
some MPs and has left the man in
the street aghast with disbelief.

There is no doubt that a mileage
claim of RM132,335.40 for the
year is excessive and exorbitant
by all counts. It is, in fact, mind-
boggling. If you compare this mile-
age claim with the meagre earn-
ings of a rubber-tapper or a street
sweeper or a daily-rated worker,
their entire earnings for twenty
years will not come anywhere
near to this colossal sum. Or for
that matter, a person earning
RM1.000 a month would have
only earned RM120,000 after hav-
ing slogged for ten years. It is re-
ally scandalous.

That aside, the claims are obvi-
ously legitimate under Statute Pa-
per 235/8 which provides the ba-
sis for such claims. If so, what
then is the fuss?

But according to the Minister in
the Prime Minister’s Depart-
ment, Datuk Rais Yatim, “large
and unexpected “ mileage
claims submitted by MPs must
be investigated to ensure that
such claims were justified as

public funds are involved.

The mileage claims may be
“large” but are they “unex-
pected”? Surely there must be a
basis for this! Is there a celing lim-
iting the amount that one can
claim in a month?

Rais further states, “It is not an
offence, although such claims
must be verified. We need to de-
termine under which allocation
the claims are being made.”

Surely, there must have been a ba-
sis for these claims to be approved
and subsequently paid? Other-
wise, how could claims be made?
There must be a vote for this pur-
pose; there must be clear guide-
lines spelling out the conditions
under which claims can be filed.
Obviously, there must have been
a huge vote for the claims, if not,
the MPs would not have been paid
their mammoth claims.

The question is: “Were these
claims vetted, verified and sanc-
tioned before the MPs were paid
their claims?” This is something
that is observed as a matter of rou-
tine for accounting purposes. No
claim is simply entertained with-
out careful scrutiny.

Adding to this mystery, the

Dewan Rakyat Speaker, Tun Zahir
Ismail, revealed, “These MPs
made claims when the House was
not in session. We do not know
the nature of their claims…”

This is really baffling! Are we to
understand that there might have
been an element of dishonesty in
the claims made by MPs? Is it then
possible that fraudulent claims
have been made? Is it conceivable
that the approving authority for
these claims could have colluded
with those making the claims?

But perhaps Rais may not be all
that well-informed as the Speaker
who seems to know more regard-
ing this affair. Rais is of the view
that “mileage claims exceeding
RM10,000 were out of the ordi-
nary”. The implication is that any-
thing less than RM10,000 is nor-
mal and ordinary and not a con-
cern to raise eyebrows.

We are just curious why this has
suddenly become a contentious
issue. There is evidence that simi-
lar claims were also made for last
year. Why was this not high-
lighted and investigated then as
“public funds were involved”?
Has this new outrage against
these outlandish claims anything
to do with the forthcoming gen-
eral elections?

If we read carefully the Speaker’s

ACCOUNTABILITY

Exorbitant & ExcessiveExorbitant & ExcessiveExorbitant & ExcessiveExorbitant & ExcessiveExorbitant & Excessive
by P Ramakrishnan
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MP’s Mileage Claims:

Large And Unexpected
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statement, it might shed some light
on this question. He stated, “The
Federal Constitution is clear that
convicted MPs can be disqualified
as elected representatives if they
are fined more than RM2,000 or
jailed more than a year after all
avenues of appeal are exhausted.”

Not only that. They will also be
barred from contesting as candi-
dates for five years after they have
served their sentence. Lim Guan
Eng’s case is a recent example of
this consequence.

As to Rais’ statement that “his
mileage had not exceede RM5,000
on each occasion from the time he
had become a MP…(and) that
many ministers did not also ex-
ceed this figure” gives the impres-
sion that if the claim is small then
it is reasonable. But what is rea-
sonable need not necessarily be
justifiable. Sometimes there have
been cases of people who just cart
away a little at a time without
arousing any suspicion. This
must also be taken into considera-
tion when the ACA is called in to
investigate.

It is not acceptable that only the
claims of these 14 MPs be investi-
gated. To convince Malaysians
that this is a genuine exercise to
combat corruption and curb abuse
of their position for personal gains,
let the investigation involve every
MP and their claims from the time
they were elected in October 1999.

Instead of selectively releasing the
claims of certain MPs, let the pub-
lic be aware what are the claims
of every cabinet minister. After all,
they traverse the country ever so
often and travel to different parts

of the world as a matter of rou-
tine. How are they paid and what
is the rate of payment? And what
is the quantum of payment per
year per minister?

Ministers are known to have
had official functions lasting a
couple of hours in the day but
had stayed on for party func-
tions at night. Are they paid
lodgings on those occasions
when they could have gone back
the same day but didn’t? Under
the circumstance, could a civil
servant dare question the min-
ister when he submits his claim
for lodgings?

We are only too familiar with the
fact that at most times, official func-
tions of ministers and party activi-
ties strangely seem to coincide.
Sometimes we wonder whether
the ministerial functions are
thrown in so that party activities
are taken care of at public ex-
pense. It could also be that party
activities are so arranged so that
the minister when he is in town
can fulfill his responsibility to the
party without the party incurring
any cost.

Our retiring Prime Minister has
traveled at will all over the world
on numerous occasions all these
22 years – at times even skipping
parliamentary sessions and in-
deed absenting himself on two oc-
casions when the Agong officially
visited the Prime Minister’s office
and the Ministry of Home Affairs.
On another occasion he did not
even attend the Conference of Rul-
ers, a duty which requires him to
accompany the Agong to the
Rules Conference.

How much did his claims
amount to? It must surely have run
into millions.

If we want to conduct a through
investigation, then the ACA
must not have any role in this
matter People are simply disap-
pointed and frustrated with the
performance of the ACA. There
are so many glaring examples of
unfinished business; too many
instances of foot-dragging. To
top it all, it can even be directed
to drop its investigation. Re-
member the infamous case of the
head of EPU, Ali Abul Hassan
Sulaiman who was caught with
drawers full  of unexplained
cash in his office in 1998? In
open court, the former former
Anti-Corruption Agency head
Shafee Yahya - under oath - had
stated that the Prime Minister
had interfered with his investi-
gation and had directed him to
drop the case.

People no longer have any confi-
dence in the ACA’s ability to dis-
charge its duty without fear or fa-
vour. What we need is a Judicial
Commission to get to the bottom
of this problem. What we have
witnessed so far is perhaps only
the tip of the iceberg.

Members of Parliament who feel
outraged over this matter and
who are concerned with their dig-
nity and integrity must support
this call for a Judicial Commission
to clear their name and uphold the
sanctity of Parliament. No other
investigation can restore their
pride and dignity.

Taxpayers have a right to know
the truth, the whole truth, and
nothing but the truth regarding
these claims.

Investigate All MPs
What About PM's

C l a i m s ?

q
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he 19th century English
poet Shelley said that
“hope springs eternal in
the human breast”.  But

United Nations envoy Razali
Ismail’s empty-handed return
from Rangoon - without the re-
lease of Nobel peace laureate Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi - has been fol-
lowed by her non-release after the
summits of the Association of
South East Asian Countries
(ASEAN) in October 2003 and the
Asia Pacific Economic Coopera-
tion (APEC) in October 2003.

While Razali was in his 11th visit
to Rangoon, UN Secretary-Gen-
eral Kofi Annan stated in effect
that the “transformation of
Myanmar into a democracy”
should take place “by the year
2006” - when the country (or
should one say almost certainly
the current regime in power) is
scheduled to take over as the chair
of ASEAN.

As the cliché goes “time will tell”
whether these speculations mate-
rialise.  Or should one say that just
as there was a “Buckley’s chance”
of Daw Aung San Suu Kyi being
released by the time of the 2003
ASEAN summit, the Secretary-
General’s target date of 2006 as
“Myanmar Democracy Year”
would continue to be – yet again -

pious hopes.

It is mathematically, politically,
more probable that the only serv-
ing UN Secretary-General to re-
ceive a Nobel Peace prize would
be re-elected for an unprecedented
third-time as Secretary-General
than for “Myanmar to become a
democracy” by the year 2006.

 The story of missed deadlines and
dashed hopes in Burma can be
traced back for decades -  virtu-
ally since military rule began on
an early March day in 1962. When
the late Prime Minster U Nu was
arrested in the early morning
hours of 2 March 1962, he was not
aware that there was a coup and
that his Chief of Staff, General Ne
Win, had taken over the reins of
power.

Since U Nu slept through most of
the day of the coup, it was only in
the evening of that day when
“President” (by then he no longer
was) Mahn Win Maung informed
him of the takeover that U Nu
came to learn what had tran-
spired. (See U Nu’s memoirs Sat-
urday Son).

Still, U Nu thought that he would
be released soon and he vowed to

keep the (Buddhist) Sabbath until
the day of his release which, one
military officer assured him,
should take place in the next sev-
eral days (that is some time in
March 1962). At a press confer-
ence held on the day of U Nu’s
(eventual) release on 27 Oct 1966,
U Nu recounted that story and
stated that he had just ended his
“sabbath”.

In Feb 1969, U Nu managed to
leave the country and in a press
conference held in London on 27
Aug 1969 proclaimed himself the
“legal Prime Minister”. In the lat-
ter part of 1969, U Nu went to vari-
ous places such as Hong Kong
and Japan in his “campaign” to
oust what he then called “the cruel
and sadistic government of Gen-
eral Ne Win”. News items of that
time indicated that U Nu said he
intended to “return” to Burma in
one year (that is by 1970).

Over a year later, in early Decem-
ber 1970 Time magazine ran a
news item about Burma under the
title “Voice from the Jungle”. Time

REGIONAL

Missed Deadlines
Too many times, hopes for freedom in Burma
have been raised only to be cruelly dashed
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stated that U Nu had broadcast
from an exiled radio station based
at that time near the Thai-Burma
border and that U Nu’s voice had
not been heard in Burma “for
eight long years”. In the 1970 Time
article, U Nu or his followers
claimed that “final victory”
would be achieved by 1971.

U Nu did return to Burma in re-
sponse to an Amnesty granted by
Ne Win and the then Burma So-
cialist Programmed Party (BSPP)
government on 29 July 1980 but it
was a very different return from
what he had envisaged and pre-
dicted in 1969 and 1970!

During what came to be known
as the 8888 pro-democracy upris-
ing the students and the student
leaders who were in the forefront
of it gave the BSPP government
until 8 pm, 7 September 1988 to
announce its “resignation” and to
hand over power to an interim
government. The (demanded) an-
nouncement of the BSPP govern-
ment’s resignation did not come.
Instead at 4 pm on 18 September
1988, after a brief playing of mar-
tial music, the new military coun-
cil State Law and Order Restora-
tion Council (SLORC) announced
on radio and television that it had
taken over on a very different form.
It was a very long-lasting “interim
government” indeed!

But hope continues to rise peren-
nially not only among Burmese in
and out of the country but even
among seasoned Burma experts
and academics. In an interview in
early 1992 a well-known aca-
demic on “Burma studies” pre-
dicted that 1992 would be the
“last year for SLORC”.

Around mid-2001 one journalist
writing for the now defunct
Asiaweek was so sure that Aung San
Suu Kyi and SPDC would come to
a comprehensive agreement at the
end of 2001 that he reminded his
readers that when  - “not if” he
strongly inferred -  that event took
place they should remember that
they read it “here first”.

Around July and Aug 1998, Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi and the Na-
tional League for Democracy
(NLD) gave the State Peace And
Development Council (SPDC) a
21 Aug 1998  “deadline” to con-
vene the Parliament that was
elected in the 1990 elections. More
than  five years later the “recogni-
tion” of the results of the 1990 elec-
tions, far less the “convening” of
the elected Parliament  is but  a
mirage – and a very faint and if
not already totally faded one at
that - in the Burmese political
landscape.

It is true that the SLROC/SPDC
had in the past also missed some
“deadlines” as well. Some time in
early 1992, the then SLORC (it
might have been the current Prime
Minster General Khin Nyunt) an-
nounced that the government in-
tended to “capture” Manerplaw,
the headquarters of the then
strongest armed opposition
group, the Karen National Union
(KNU). The target date: on or be-
fore Armed Forces Day 1992 (that
is 27 March 1992).  Manerplaw
did not fall to SLORC on Armed
Forces Day 1992 but it did fall less
than three years later in late Janu-
ary 1995.

Even the UN Secretary-General
has currently joined the “hope-
raising exercises” by stating an-
other deadline of 2006 as the “tar-

get year” to achieve “democracy
in Myanmar”.

Yet notwithstanding these series
of bitter disappointments, those
inside and outside of the country
who continue to hope for positive
change in the golden land of
Burma should not despair.  I re-
call hearing some predictions that
the year 1978 “would (have)
be(en) the last year of the  Suharto
regime” in Indonesia. It took an-
other 20 years for Suharto to be
ousted in May 1998.

And contrary to what some peo-
ple had feared Suharto – unlike
the late Ne Win who  for about a
decade after his “retirement” in
1988 was a power or at least a “fac-
tor” behind SLORC - did not “pull
the strings” of his successors. Be-
fore Razali’s visit, Ali  Alatas, the
wily (okay, suave)  Indonesian
politician who had served
Suharto also  came back from
Rangoon empty-handed..

It is perfectly understandable for
hopes to be raised and for specu-
lation to be made in the context
of Alatas’ and Razali’s (eleven,
in the latter case) visits to Ran-
goon - especially so since the UN
Secretary-General himself has
raised the stakes and “hoisted”
yet another deadline. Still, the
many “missed deadlines” and
“crushed hopes” of the past sev-
eral years, nay decades, should
compel one to be cautiously pes-
simistic regarding the continu-
ing Burmese saga.

Famous Last Words
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“In his newly published book,
Speaking Truth to Power, chest
physician and activist Dr
Jeyakumar Devaraj, share’s his
groups’ experience of working
with the marginalised – estate
workers, the peneroka bandars, fac-
tory workers, the orang Asli, veg-
etable farming communities….
His book takes readers through
not only problems faced by the
marginalised communities but
also ways they have come together
to change their world. He clearly
outlines their struggles and their
persistence. He documents, inves-
tigates problems, be they land is-
sues or medical (reflective of his
medical training) in a way that lay
persons can follow.

Readers will be challenged by
the action taken by communi-
ties and the process by which
these actions are arrived at. He
takes the reader from the micro
scene – the estate, the peneroka
bandar, kampungs – to an analy-
sis of these circimstances.”

“Kumar has documented the
exploitat ion of  people .  The
words used by Kumar in the
book may take different forms
l i k e  ‘ p o v e r t y ’ ,
‘marginalisation’, ‘elections’,
‘ e s t a t e  o w n e r ’ ,  ‘ m e n t e r i
b e s a r ’ ,  ‘ p o l i c e ’ , ’ j u d g e ’  a n d
maybe  even  you  and  me .
…Kumar dissects  the power
structures and nakedly con-
f ronts  the  oppress ion .  The
problem is not a material one;
it is social in nature, and po-
litical in practice. It is the re-
sult of the barbaric priorities
of a system founded on eco-
nomic competition.

The solution also remains the
same. The democratic and social-
ist restructuring of society re-
mains, as it was in Marx’s day,
the most pressing task confront-
ing humanity. And such a reor-
dering of society can only take
place on the basis of the princi-
ples of socialism from below. Now
more than ever.”

“In all these different communi-
ties and strata, Kumar has docu-
mented the hardship that the or-
dinary people of Malaysia have
to endure – hardships brought on
by a form of development that
worships power and profits, a
form of development that com-
pletely ignores the contributions
and sacrifices that ordinary work-
ers and farmers have made to the
development of this country, a
capitalist system that leads to im-
poverishment of communities and
the destruction of the environ-
ment. Woven into the narrative of
the case studies are concrete ex-
amples of what ordinary people
can achieve if given the right
analysis and some democratic
space.

These examples show that once
people are given the space to ver-
balise their woes, analyse their

BOOK REVIEW
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and age that beri-beri (thiamine
deficiency) can exist in our soci-
ety. Socialism should neither be
seen as a dirty word nor should
the Soviet bloc be used as the only
face of socialism. Socialism is
about social justice.”

“This book is a documentation
of what a group of us in Alaigal
found. We are just ordinary
people  but  we  have  come
through a process of listening
to  the  people  and  learning
from each other’s experiences.
We have learnt now not to be
afraid of being arrested, some-
thing which is  understand-
ably frightening to many peo-
ple. Through a combination  of
working together with the peo-
ple, activism and people power,
change to occur.

experience and translate this into
community action, they become a
powerful force that their oppres-
sors cannot brush off lightly.
Kumar’s book demonstrates to us
that the call to struggle for a better
society is not a conjured dream or
an abstract idea in the minds of
romantics. It is a reality that is tak-
ing place right now in our midst
wherever activists with the correct
ideology align themselves with
marginalised communities and
strata, enabling these communi-
ties to demand a process of dia-
logue with the forces oppressing
them.”

“Kumar’s insistence on uncov-
ering the roots of economic
deprivation and his refusal to

rationalise away the causes of
social  injust ice  supply the
radical edge to his writings.
Above all, it is Kumar’s will-
ingness to do something about
the injustices he encounters,
and to do so here and now, that
is the hallmark of his blend of
personal conviction, intellec-
tual crticism and activist inter-
vention.”

“Kumar’s book simply states
what the problems are in each
community and what needs to be
done. The chapter on beri-beri
among immigrant workers is a
story which is especially poign-
ant. It is shameful that in this day

Dr Khoo Boo Teik
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Aliran is deeply concerned that
the BN government has once
again demonstrated its indecent
haste in reprimanding messen-
gers of bad tidings. The recent
police questioning of Harakah
editor-in-chief Zulkifli Sulong
over the Election Commision’s al-
leged plan to hire Puteri Umno
members is a case in point.

Instead of probing the allegation
in the letters, which were pub-
lished in the Harakah, the au-
thorities chose to penalise those
who revealed the letters under the
cover of the obnoxious Official
Secrets Act. Such curiously quick
action by the police only rein-
forces the suspicion that the gov-
ernment is not really serious about
transparency in governance and
public accountability.

The serious allegation made in the
letters demands an open public
inquiry as it suggests impropriety
in the conduct of Puteri Umno and
the Election Commission. Equally

at stake are the integrity and in-
dependence of the Commission.

Armed with the OSA, the govern-
ment can easily dissuade well-
meaning, concerned Malaysians
from coming forward to expose
wrongdoings of the powers-that-
be - misdeeds that could harm the
common good.  This episode also
shows that the OSA can be an ef-
fective deterrent to investigative
reporting, which is sorely needed
within a media industry that is
generally known for its acquies-
cence. The mandatory one-year
imprisonment may well serve as
an albatross over journalists and
the public.

We call upon the government not
to abuse the OSA and not to make
scapegoats out of the Harakah edi-
torial staff and possible whistle-
blowers within the Election Com-
mission. Instead, we reiterate our
demand for the abolition of the
OSA, which should be replaced
by a Freedom of Information Act.

Aliran Executive Committee
 20 September 2003

Aliran views with deep concern
the various official reactions to the
Election Commission’s call for a
lifting of the ban on public rallies.
The response from government of-
ficials - from the Prime Minister
downwards  - indicates reluc-
tance, if not downright opposi-
tion, to the idea.

To suggest, as Dr Mahathir did,
that the approval for public ral-
lies be left entirely to the police –
and not the Election Commission
– is to make further mockery of the
Commission’s independence. It
also reinforces the suspicion - go-
ing by experience - that the police
would be partial in their deci-
sions.

It is true that the existence of pub-
lic rallies isn’t the only gauge of
democracy. Democracy also in-
volves other elements such as the
people’s participation in the de-
cision-making process, public ac-
countability by the government,
and freedom of expression and
the media, among other things.
Nonetheless, public rallies are still
a vital part of the democratic proc-
ess. Parties should have a right to
communicate with the citizens
and citizens should have a right
to be aware of the various parties’
platforms.

National security should not be
used as a convenient pretext to
impose unnecessary restrictions
on public rallies. Apart from the
presence of the police, there are
enough laws in the land to ensure
the security of the Malaysian citi-
zens. How is it that the Prime Min-
ister and the Barisan Nasional
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can have massive rallies without
a squeak from the police about na-
tional security?

Furthermore, public rallies in a
country like Malaysia would pro-
vide much-needed space for po-
litical parties and candidates who
do not even have little access to
the mainstream media. Without
such access, they have difficulty
in publicising their respective
policies and programmes among
the public.

Public rallies are also a necessary
platform where candidates can be
put to the test in terms of their ora-
tory skills, intellectual alertness,
and rapport with the ordinary
people.

We call upon the Malaysian gov-
ernment not to belittle this impor-
tant aspect of democracy.
Malaysian citizens have come a
long way; they are mature and
more than ready for public rallies
- even during elections!

Aliran Executive Committee
23 September 2003

Kuala Lumpur City Hall’s pro-
posal to impose guidelines for the
arts fraternity is nothing but an
effort to further curb the civil lib-
erties of Malaysians. Aliran de-
plores City Hall’s latest move be-
cause it clearly goes against its
mayor’s earlier promise of politi-
cal liberalisation and artistic free-
dom.

The guidelines imposed are so
strict that they leave no room for
people of creative imagination to
motivate Malaysians to think and

laugh at the parody of Malaysian
life. It doesn’t take an expert in
theatre to tell us that political sat-
ire, for instance, often depicts,
comments on and critiques politi-
cal life in a hilarious manner that
is both informative and instruc-
tive. If this freedom is taken away
from such creative people, then
you’d have the kind of plays that
were once the staple of people be-
hind the Iron Curtain - plays that
only glorified the leadership and
the party in power.

It is also downright patronising
and insulting of City Hall to dic-
tate what should and should not
be in a script - an act akin to
breast-feeding the artistes con-
cerned. A City Hall-censored play
would amount to a theatre of the
absurd - next to which a
schoolplay would seem like a cul-
tural paradise

What is perhaps not realised is the
subtle way in which City Hall is
going about in deciding what
Malaysians can see and enjoy.
This is another form of thought
control. Is City Hall instituting
this thought control on its own or
is it acting on behalf of the Barisan
Nasional? After all, aren’t these
councillors appointed by the BN
to do, as some would claim, their
dirty job? In the process, the May-
or’s sensible sentiments were
over-ridden without a second
thought. This reminds us of inter-
rogation under the Internal Secu-
rity Act where two groups take on
two different roles: ‘the good cop’
and ‘the bad cop’.

Such a scenario doesn’t do justice
to the government’s endeavour to
attract more tourists to the coun-
try and to project Kuala Lumpur

as a vibrant cultural city.

We call on City Hall to drop its
crazy guidelines and save itself
from becoming the laughing stock
of the world.

Aliran Executive Committee
4 October 2003

Aliran is horrified that Irene
Fernandez, who was charged un-
der Section 8A(2) of the Printing
Presses and Publications Act 1984
for maliciously publishing false
news, has been convicted despite
the overwhelming evidence ad-
duced during the course of her
trial. The defence witnesses giv-
ing evidence in open court af-
firmed graphically what Irene
had stated in her memorandum.
Malaysians were shocked beyond
belief that such horrendous and
barbaric treatment could be meted
out to helpless human beings.

The evidence produced in court
proceedings clearly revealed that
the migrant workers were sub-
jected to inhuman treatment. Un-
der the cover of law, sadists in
uniform had a field day vilifying
and violating the dignity of hu-
man beings. According to the tes-
timony of witnesses, the torture
that was inflicted on the detain-
ees also resulted in a few deaths.
How on earth this was possible is
beyond our comprehension.

These perpetrators ought to be in
the dock - not Irene who had ex-
posed their dastardly deeds. They
are a disgrace to the nation. Why
does this country criminalise
whistle-blowers discharging their
patriotic duty by exposing wrong-

Licence To Snip?

Justice Denied
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doings? Why must misdeeds be
harboured and sheltered by law?

And why was the magistrate in
such a hurry to conclude the case
so abruptly? If she was due to re-
sign, she should have been al-
lowed to leave without rushing
the case through. What is the prob-
lem? What happens when a judge
dies before a case is concluded?
Isn’t there a provision to overcome
such sudden departures? Can’t
we resort to the same provision in
this case?

Why the indecent haste to con-
clude the case after dragging it on
for so long? By bringing forward
the submission date, the magis-
trate deprived Irene of the services
of her lead lawyer, M Purvalen,
who is currently abroad. Surely
the court could have waited for
him to return as he was the one
who had been preparing Irene’s
submissions. It was totally unjust
to call for submissions when he
was away.

The protectors of law and order
and the dispensers of justice must
realise that they bear a heavy bur-
den of duty that requires them to
be responsible and God-fearing in
whatever they do. When they fail
to observe this, they ultimately
shame us as a nation and con-
demn us to the dark ages when
reason and logic and justice did
not matter.

Some time ago we posed the ques-
tion, “Is there hope in our judici-
ary?” Today we have to sadly con-
clude that there is none.

P Ramakrishnan
President

16 October 2003

The verdict on Irene
Fernandez is another in-
stance of the judiciary
losing its direction and

bearing.

The trial  has been followed
closely by human rights activ-
ists in this country. Those who
have read in media reports of
the evidence which had been
adduced during the trial will
find the decision of the Magis-
trate quite incredible.

Her reasons for disbelieving the
Bengladashi witnesses who had
been called by the defence in 2001
to recount their harrowing expe-
rience at the hands of the police
(while they were in the detention
camp some five years before) are
difficult to accept, especially by
lawyers. The conclusion that
what Irene Fernandez had alleged
in her Memorandum to the gov-
ernment was false by reason that
the Magistrate had not seen such
things when she visited the deten-
tion camp, is highly absurd. Her
rejection of the allegation that
there had been a lack of food and
water available to detainees in the
camp during the material time
(made in the Memorandum), on
the ground that the police wit-
nesses had testified to the con-
trary, borders on the naive and
disregards established principles
for evaluating evidence.

It would seem from the Magis-
trate’s reasoning that the only
way to make her believe that
there had been acts of police
brutality and misconduct, as al-
leged, was if she had seen them

herself or if the police witnesses
had admitted to them.

When a decision, such as this de-
fies the common man’s sense of
justice, public confidence in the
judiciary is bound to be further
undermined. Then there was the
Magistrate’s decision to suddenly
bring forward the date for decision
from March 17 2004 to October
2003. This had made it impossi-
ble for Irene Fernandez’s counsel,
who was away overseas, to ap-
pear in court on the 14th. The fact
that Irene Fernandez was thereby
being deprived of her right to coun-
sel at such a crucial stage of the
proceedings did not seem to be re-
garded as important. As a result
she had herself to make the sub-
mission in her own defence.

In saying that the allegations
made in the Memorandum had
brought disrepute to Malaysia
and that the sentence of one year
passed was to set an example, the
Magistrate seemed to have set her-
self up as the public regulator of
the citizens’ right to freedom of
speech. Setting deterrent sen-
tences, other than in cases of
prevalent crimes, is not her func-
tion. But that is but another regret-
table aspect of the case.

There have already been a number
of cases of deaths in police cus-
tody and cases of police brutality
and misconduct. The Magistrate’s
decision will further encourage
official lawlessness.

Executive Committee
Hakam

17 October 2003

The Irene Fernandez Verdict

Incredible Decision
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Let us stop for a moment con-
demning the suicide bomb attack
of the UN Headquarters in Iraq
and start analysing the cause of
that heartbreaking tragedy. While
expressing his feelings of shock
and sentiments of sympathy, Dr
Mahathir Mohamad called upon
the UN to take full control of Iraq.
Numerous articles and opinions
have appeared in the world me-
dia expressing the same view as
that of Mahathir. It must be recog-
nised and emphasised that the
United Nations is a world body
consisting on 191 nations. It is
unthinkable and unacceptable
that such an organisation should
function as a stooge to two das-
tardly world famous liars – Bush
and Blair. They lied to the world
and then killed Iraqis and devas-
tated their motherland. The inva-

sion of Iraq was illegal and hence
its occupation by America and
Britain is unlawful. They have no
right to indulge in the game of re-
gime change. The governments of
the US and the UK are not only on
record to have collaborated with
dictators, but they have even set
up dictatorships in several coun-
tries.

The people of Iraq want Bush and
Blair to get out.  And they will
wholeheartedly welcome the sup-
port of the UN to restore peace and
democracy in their country. UN
Secretary General Kofi Annan is
on record as having vehementally
opposed the war on Iraq. A few
weeks ago Iraqi representatives
sent by Paul Bremer, Iraqi’s US in-
terim governor, were rejected by
the Security Council.

How then did Annan agree to
work under Bush? Has he become
another ‘poodle’ of Bush, the glo-
bal  bully, the world’s No 1 terror-
ist?  Annan, I think has lost his
credibility.

K. George
Klang

I just want to express my disap-
pointment with parts of an article
written by “NNP”, Thinking Al-
lowed in 1997-Issue 17(9).  There
is a side comment, when referring
to Sarawak Chief Minister Taib
Mahmud fleeing the country dur-
ing the haze of 1997, that goes like
this, “He must think that all of us
are as innocent and trusting as
some of the natives in Sarawak’s
outbacks”. 

What’s wrong with that sentence,
you ask?  Plenty.  As one of those
“natives in Sarawak’s outbacks”,
I find it offensive that you would
make a sweeping judgement about
us being “innocent and trusting”. 
The tone smacks of superiority on
the part of the writer.  What you
think as “innocent and trusting”
- because we don’t make a lot fuss
when the government(s) or the
three main communities (Malay,
Chinese, Indians) throw rubbish
our way - is actually our lack of
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political clout and our being
among the most marginalized of
Malaysian groups. This in turn is
due to our small number, lack of
access to a lot of the privileges that
others have, and of course the sys-
tematic oppression by the haves,
politicians, and the majority
races.

I should think that Aliran, which
aims to be a proponent of justice
and equality within Malaysia,
should not view Sarawak “na-
tives” in the “outbacks” that way. 
You guys need some serious edu-
cation about all the peoples in
your very own country and soul-
searching about the -isms (racism,
sexism, classism, etc.) that you
have within yourselves.

Lina Jau
Kayan woman & proud to be

“native of Sarawak’s outbacks”

Editor's note:Editor's note:Editor's note:Editor's note:Editor's note: There was no malice
intended in describing the natives as
“innocent and trusting”, neither was
it meant to be derogatory.

Ahmad Fauzi’s view about PAS
not giving dakwah activities pri-
ority is not really true. Since Dato’
Fadzil Noor became PAS Presi-
dent, dakwah activities have in
fact been given such priority.In
fact, most of the Ustazs when giv-
ing their lectures at the mosques
and suraus are indirectly spread-
ing the teachings of Islam, which
are in line with PAS' struggles.
Due to the constant monitoring by
UMNO, they have had to perform
their activities creatively.

Lately PAS has given additional
priority to social and welfare ac-
tivities. This new additional ap-
proach has panicked UMNO. Dia-

logues, dinners and gatherings
with the non-Muslims are most
welcome. Personally, I feel that
PAS is indeed going for better re-
forms under the present leader-
ship, which is more open, dy-
namic and proactive in meeting
future challenges.
 

Al Khairi

I would like to respond to the state-
ment/article  “There are now open
debates and even confessions
among pious Muslims that they
would much prefer that the sys-
tem be secularized than
“theocratized”(!) by Maznah
Mohamad. If that is true, why
does PAS have 1 million members
and control two states, with the
distinct possibility of adding at
least one more very soon. Why do
its leaders such as Nik Aziz and
Haji Hadi command respect even
from UMNO supporters?

The truth of the matter is that the
article is more a product of the
writer’s and hence Aliran’s
wishes and desires, rather than
facts.
 
I would appreciate a reply.

Fong Sai Yuk

Maznah Mohamad responds: Maznah Mohamad responds: Maznah Mohamad responds: Maznah Mohamad responds: Maznah Mohamad responds: The
statement in my article was made
based on a series of debates on the is-
sue of the Islamic State that went on
among readers of online newspaper
Malaysiakini in June and July this
year. The views expressed by some of
the letter writers were that establish-
ing a secular system does not mean
that one is against using Islam as a
guiding principle in governance.
There were also opinions stating that
one cannot be branded anti-religion

just because a secular system is pre-
ferred. In fact it was asserted that
many other religions thrive as a way
of life, culture and philosophy in so-
cieties that have been so-called
“secularized”. The statement in the
article in no way suggests that PAS
as a political party is not popular
anymore. As to the fact that PAS has
a large membership and growing at
that (according to letter writer), one
should perhaps try to find out what
are the many reasons behind the sup-
port. There are many factors that have
drawn people to support PAS; for ex-
ample because of their abhorrence of
corruption and injustices in society.
PAS’s leaders are considered modest,
humble and clean. However, even in
Iran today the religious leaders have
to be responsive to a growing dissat-
isfaction among a section of society
who want more openness, democracy
and the lessening of control by reli-
gious authority.

After reading about the PM’s re-
cent plan to send Malaysians to
space, I am convinced he deserves
yet another grand title: Father of
Kiasu-ism (Singaporeans are no
match for once)! While I agree
such activities will certainly make
Malaysians stand out among the
developing countries, does it
make sense at the moment (con-
sidering we have to spend billions
of dollars just to buy a seat in the
Russian rocket …(refer to an arms
purchase from Russia recently)?

Probably not a very logical move,
certainly not when the country is
doing so badly in terms of social
and economic development. It is
so obvious Mahathir wants to be
a “star” PM. He wants to be re-
membered as the one who brought
us to space, the one that built the
world’s tallest tower etc. but alas,

PAS On
The Right Track

A l i ran ’ s  Wishes
Rather Than Fact

PM: Father Of
K i a s u - i s m ?
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he is spending our hard-earned
(taxpayers’) money to buy “glam-
our” for himself.

Personally, I would have no re-
spect for the “glamour” pursued
unless he is spending his own
money. Take this as a challenge to
yourself, Mr. PM. Also, the PM just
reminded me of the typical “Of-
fice-boy Syndrome” - earn RM300
a month but wear a brand new
“Nike” that cost RM300. Com-
pare this scenario to the space
pursuit. Isn’t it “lapar tidak apa,
muka mesti mau jaga”?

Mr. Kiasu

I am giving a gift subscription to
my friend because I just could not
find any other magazine of equal
quality.

However, I must add that it does
not mean I agree with everything
written.  Especially so, when Is-
lam is concerned.  I notice that
non-Muslim writers love to write
on Islam and Muslims.  That is a
healthy sign in that it shows in-
terest in the official religion of this
country.  Would it be also worth-
while for the writers to stretch
their research in future a little bit
more by going through the Quran
and the Sunnah; study them well
and then only write your pieces
and generalise if you wish.  The
same goes to Dr. Maznah.

I read with contempt some of your
articles with regard to issues con-
cerning Islam and wanted to ter-
minate our subscription. However,
we would end up with less to
read.

I respect the different religions in
this country and I urge you to have

some respect for Islam.

K A
Kuantan

Editor’s Note: Editor’s Note: Editor’s Note: Editor’s Note: Editor’s Note: We try to provide
space for alternative views. Most of
our articles on Islam and politics are
written by Muslims themselves, who
are highly regarded in their areas of
expertise. Rather than attempting to
interpret the holy books, their arti-
cles focus more on the interplay of
forces at work in Islam and politics -
and the implications for democracy
and civil society. Needless to say, we
have the highest respect for all the
religions practised in Malaysia.

Malaysians are in a flap again.  We
effervesce when foreigners praise
us even if praise comes from no-
bodies but take umbrage when the
comment is unpalatable.

The Business Week or the Economist
are part of a myriad of journals
that report on Malaysia.  Why
should we act as if they have
threatened to bomb us when all
they seek is to shoot their mouths?

Haven’t we learnt that the truth
will prevail, ultimately?

Were we not promised cheaper
cars with the arrival of the AFTA
only to be disappointed by our
Trade Minister that it will not be
so.  Now with AFTA knocking on
our front doors the earlier prom-
ise seems closer to the truth.  See
the truth will prevail.

So let them speak after all it is the
readers who will be the final arbi-
ter of the truth in these matters.
We should stop throwing tan-
trums every time somebody de-

cides to take a dig at us, legitimate
or otherwise.

Was KLIA a waste, did the
Petronas Twin Towers bleed the
national coffers or did buying a
used submarine burn a real hole
in our pockets.  We’ll know ulti-
mately.

RJ Noel
Kuching

It was indeed premature for the
Barisan Nasional to celebrate its
50th anniversary at Stadium
Merdeka on 20 September 2003 for
the following reasons:

a) 50 years ago Malaya, Sarawak
and British North Borneo (now
Sabah) were still ruled by the
British Colonial Government.

b) Malaya achieved its Independ-
ence 46 years ago on 31August
1957 .

c) Sarawak and Sabah became
component States of Malaysia
in 1963.

d) The Barisan Nasional was
formed by Tun Abdul Razak,
the second Prime Minister of
Malaysia, in 1971 i.e. only 32
years ago.

Tunku Ismail Jewa
Penang

I refer to your monthly magazine
Vol. 23 No. 8 under the Reflection
Section, “A Goodbye Letter” in
which Andrew Aeria mentioned
on page 17, “I think you are now
proven right about the N-S High-

Have Some Respect Truth Will Prevail

BN's Premature
C e l e b r a t i o n

Goodbye Letter
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way and the Penang Brideg.” To
me this sentence needs to be cor-
rected.  Both these projects were
conceived, studied, investigated
and designed by Consulting En-
gineers long before the present PM
took over the post.  I remember that
the Penang Bridge, after being
changed from steel to concrete
structure, was approved by the
late PM Tun Hussein Oon.  Part of
the N-S Highway investigation,
preliminary design etc. was car-
ried out by the same consulting
engineering firm at about the
same time as the one doing the
Bridge.

A Reader of Aliran
Penang

Sometimes we used to ask our-
selves “What’s there in a name?”
After all a rose by any other name
smells just as sweet.  Can we all
agree?  No!  Sometimes it is not
the same.

Now let us have a look at Parti
Keadilan Nasional that has ap-
pealed to the Home Minister
against the Registrar of Societies’
(ROS) decision to reject its pro-
posal to use the shortened
“Keadilan” to refer to Parti
Keadilan Rakyat.  ROS has stated
on 15 September 2003 in a letter to
Keadilan that the shortened name
was not suitable.

Sometimes we just wonder what
kind of mentality and brain the
ROS possesses as from my own
observation it definitely does not
adhere to specified guidelines nor
resort to fair play and thus delib-
erately delays the registration of
Keadilan for some unknown rea-
sons.  This discriminitory behav-
iour is uncalled for.  Apparently

ROS being a mere government
agency knows which side of the
bread is buttered.

Now, let us go back to 4 February
1988 when the controversial
judge, the late Harun Hashim de-
clared UMNO unlawful.  He dis-
missed the suit against UMNO
brought by 11 members and in his
decision declared the party was
an unlawful society when its 38th
General Assembly and election
took place on 24 April 1987.

Overnight all the UMNO mem-
bers went berserk followed by
uncontrollable wailing and
mourning the “death” of UMNO.
Then out of the blue a clever doc-
tor by the name of Dr Mahathir
Mohamad devised a clever scheme
together with the co-operation of
the equally clever ROS managed
to manipulate and prop-up the
“dead” UMNO on its feet again
and had it resuscitated.  The new
party was registered by ROS with
no fuss and assumed the name of
UMNO Baru.  The top UMNO lead-
ership convinced all the UMNO
members it was the same UMNO
- the old wine only in a new bot-
tle.  All the wailing stopped; tears
dried up and everyone was happy
again.  UMNO must be fortunate
to have a good doctor to attend to
all emergencies.

Recently UMNO celebrated its
57th Anniversary.  How come?  If
the old UMNO died on April 1987
followed by the birth of new
UMNO it could only mean that
UMNO Baru is just sweet sixteen!
Therefore, it would be absurd to
celebrate the 57th Anniversary.

Its rival, Parti Semangat 46 was
born almost at the same time as
UMNO Baru but died prematurely
just before the last General Elec-
tion.  Anyway, Tengku Razaleigh,

the founder of Parti Semangat 46
was no doctor to revive it.

The attitude of ROS and the supe-
riority complex of the ruling party
prove to be irksome lest they
should forget that the survival of
BN depends on the rakyat when
they go to the poll who could de-
cide the fate of the various politi-
cal parties in the coming General
Election.

ROS must realise that it has to be
fair and unbiased in its decision
irrespective of parties, opposition
and all.  Perhaps to Keadilan
there is a lot in a name.

T Yusuf Jewa
Kota Bharu

The letter “A Caucasian Re-
sponds to Mahathir’s UMNO
Speech”  (AM Vol23-5) is unfor-
tunately rather typical of a
white European’s complacency,
and reflects the system of brain-
washing otherwise known as
the Teaching of History. The fel-
low is not only offensive in his
remarks about colonialism but
also blind to the decadence of Eu-
ropean society.

Firstly on Colonialism:  ”Europe
has an imperialistic past” and
 ”Today (Colonialism) is re-
garded as a rather dark, arro-
gant and regrettable part of Eu-
ropean History”. Does he not
realise it is still going on? The
Northern/Western Nations still
hold on to the lions’ share of the
world’s wealth. Take the GNP
per capita of Western European
countries compared to those of
South East Asia. Indonesia’s is
about 1 per cent of Germany ‘s
in this league and similarly for

There Is Much
In A Name Domination And

D e p r a v i t y
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India and China.

The fact is colonialism ceased be-
cause it was realised it was too
expensive to keep an army and
administration in remote parts of
the world, and it was not neces-
sary to oppress and exploit these
nations: you only needed to gain
control of their finances to keep
them in permanent bondage. Mr.
Pantera your high standard of liv-
ing is entirely due to the exploita-
tion of what used to be deroga-
tively referred to as the “Third
World”.

Secondly, you say that Europeans
are “not afraid” to admit they
have sexuality. I suppose this
means that Asians and Africans
are all sexually repressed. Per-
haps the fact is that in these non-
European parts there is still cul-
ture and dignity and a sense of
transcendent values whereas Eu-
rope and US are rapidly sliding
down the path of enslavement to
appetites and material self-inter-
est, obsessed with competition
and egotism.

This is the world they are with tre-
mendous energy succeeding in
exporting to the East and South.
So no wonder all the evils of  this
non-culture like drugs, depres-
sion, gratuitous violence and
sexual depravity are now lurking
in Asia. I learned on the BBC
World Service that the latest fash-
ion amongst youth in Britain is for
boys and girls to go out to parks
or wasteland in their cars and
have sex while everyone else
watches them through the car
window!

But Mr. Panthera is willfully
blind to all this. He thinks it is all
about individual freedom. But the
freedom to “do what thou wilt”
means the environment is being

destroyed through the doctrine of
“economic growth”, which will
lead to the death of the Earth and
all its inhabitants.

As a Caucasian myself (although
I do not come from Georgia or Ar-
menia but United Kingdom), I
profited from this privileged up-
bringing.  But later the ugly truth
of white domination of the world
dawned. Countries were given
their independence but now they
are far less independent than they
were in the 1960s.

This is due to the relentless and
destructive influence of capitalism
and foreign investment. Factories
are built in these countries be-
cause labour costs are low. Even
children are put to work as vir-
tual slaves. Industries and serv-
ices that belong to the people are
privatised so those who are
wealthy can make even more
wealth.

Gratuitous violence is put on the
screen - like Tarantino movies just
to make money and enhance the
ego of Hollywood stars. Filth is
created and marketed because it
is easy to sell anything through
the temptation of sexual gratifica-
tion.

The result: the erosion of the fam-
ily and family values and the de-
generation of human relation-
ships.

At least Mahathir stands up for
decent values and has the cour-
age to speak his mind. Even
though he has made some mis-
takes, on an international level, he
has spoken up for the down-trod-
den nations of the world and had
the guts to criticise the US.  Let us
not take any notice of “Cauca-
sians” who wouldn’t recognise
the truth if they fell over it in the

street.
Hasan Abdullah

via e-mail

Keep up the belief and hope. In
time, all things change. As a great
thinker once said, there comes a
point in our lives when all the bad
things can be forgotten and then
good happens.

Silenus
via e-mail

Good article - Dr Mahathir And The
Public Sector Unions, AM Vol23(8)-
but all of us have been saying that
all along, which is to say, union
officials are too dumb to do any-
thing else except fight among
themselves.

Radha
via e-mail

It has been 15 years (1987) since I
last read an Aliran magazine,
which cost only RM1. This and
the very fact that it could be folded
and tucked nicely into my pocket
explained this long withdrawal.
Nevertheless, after such a long
time, I still find Aliran today re-
freshing as ever - though not as
witty as before but still passable.

Please do keep up the good work.
By the way, maybe you could ini-
tiate a blog-like environment in
your website for prompt feedback.
This I believe will make the differ-
ence in capturing the right audi-
ence quicker during these coming
elections.

Yusuf
via e-mail

Keep Hoping

Union Officials
Too Dumb

Create Web-Blog
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P. Ramakrishnan was re-elected
president of Aliran at the 27th an-
nual general meeting of the hu-
man rights group today.

The AGM also elected Dr. Francis
Loh as honorary secretary, Dr.
Mustafa K. Anuar as honorary as-
sistant secretary and Dr.
Subramaniam Pillay as honorary
treasurer.

Also elected to the executive com-
mittee were Gan Kong Hwee, Dr.
Prema Deveraj, Andrew Wong, Dr.
Maznah Mohamad, Dr. Yeoh Seng
Guan, Dr. Andrew Aeria, Dr.
Molly Lee, Sarajun Hoda bin
Abdul Hassan, Dr. Khoo Boo Teik,
Anil Netto and Ong Eu Soon.

The AGM also reiterated its stand
that the ISA be abolished and that
all the ISA detainees — including
the nine allegedly involved in the
so-called Islamic militant organi-
sation, whose detention orders
were recently extended without
just cause — be released or brought
to trial immediately.

P. Ramakrishnan
President

19 October 2003

Al i ran ’ s  New Executive
Committee Elected
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“Liberty
of thought

means
liberty

to communicate
one's thought.”

AM 2003: 23(9)

Send this form and
payment to

ALIRAN DISTRIBUTION
BUREAU

103, MEDAN PENAGA,
11600 JELUTONG,
PENANG, MALAYSIA

Salvador  de  Madariage
1886 - 1973

Spanish diplomat, writer, critic

Please send this gift subscription to :

Mr./Ms.

Address

Occupation Tel. No.

SubscriptionSubscriptionSubscriptionSubscriptionSubscription 1 year1 year1 year1 year1 year AIRAIRAIRAIRAIR
for 11 issuesfor 11 issuesfor 11 issuesfor 11 issuesfor 11 issues 2 years2 years2 years2 years2 years SEASEASEASEASEA

I enclose money order / postal order / cheque for the above order

amounting to RM           payable to Aliran.

This gift subscription is paid for and presented by:

Mr./Ms.

Address

Date Signature

ONE YEARONE YEARONE YEARONE YEARONE YEAR
RM25.00

S $ 2 8
AIRAIRAIRAIRAIR

US$25
US$28

US$30

SEASEASEASEASEA
U S $ 2 1
U S $ 2 1

U S $ 2 1

TWO YEARSTWO YEARSTWO YEARSTWO YEARSTWO YEARS
RM50.00

S $ 5 0
AIRAIRAIRAIRAIR

US$44
US$50

US$54

SEASEASEASEASEA
US$38
US$38

US$38

SUBSCRIPTION RATES
COUNTRYCOUNTRYCOUNTRYCOUNTRYCOUNTRY
MALAYSIA

SINGAPORE & BRUNEI

ASIA & THE PACIFIC
EUROPE & EGYPT

AFRICA, NORTH AMERICA,
SOUTH AMERICA, HAWAII

GIFT SUBSCRIPTION
ORDER FORM

Mr./Ms.

Address

Occupation Tel. No.

SubscriptionSubscriptionSubscriptionSubscriptionSubscription 1 year1 year1 year1 year1 year AIRAIRAIRAIRAIR
for 11 issuesfor 11 issuesfor 11 issuesfor 11 issuesfor 11 issues 2 years2 years2 years2 years2 years SEASEASEASEASEA

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

TOTAL Enclosed : Money Order / Postal Order / Cheque

(No. ) payable to Aliranpayable to Aliranpayable to Aliranpayable to Aliranpayable to Aliran

ALIRAN MONTHLY SUBSCRIPTION FORM

AM 2003: 23(9)

AM 2003: 23(9)

AM 2003: 23(9)

A GIFT
of one publication

of your choice
if you subscribe to

Aliran
Monthly

N O W
(Tick one)

Pandangan
ALIRAN

The NEP:
Development and
Alternative
Consciousness

RM

RM

RM



Aliran Monthly : Vol.23(9) Page 39

n the name of Al-
mighty Allah, the Be-
neficent, the Compas-
sionate, the Merciful:

I did not lie about UMNO.

When all else is forgotten, this
question alone may remain to
haunt us:  Did I lie when I said
the Prime Minister of Malay-
sia accused me of being biased
in cases involving the political
party, UMNO, the United
Malays National Organisation?

Did I invent this story that the
Prime Minister raised the mat-
ter when he gave me the rea-
sons why I was found unsuit-
able to remain Lord President
of the Supreme Court of Ma-
laysia and should therefore
step down?  That because of
my speeches about UMNO I
was biased as a judge?

The Prime Minister denies it.

So who was telling the truth?
The Prime Minister or the Lord
President?

It will be difficult to prove that
it was I who was telling the
truth because I had no wit-
nesses, while the Prime Minis-
ter had two very impressive-
looking witnesses - one was
his Government and Party
deputy, Deputy Prime Minis-
ter, Encik Abdul Ghafar Baba,
and the second, his top civil
servant, Chief Secretary to the
Government, Tan Sri
Sallehuddin Mohammed.

Would they bear witness
against their superior, even to
save the honour of an innocent
man?  It would be a great deal
to ask.  Therefore I must leave
the answer to history ...

The historian must look at me
as a person.  He must examine
my record in private as well as
public life.  Was my character
that of a mendacious person?
Would I have lied? ...

I have no doubt — and few
would now disagree — that it
was the UMNO saga that led
to my destruction as a judge.q

PAGES FROM THE PAST

Who Lied About UMNO?

IIIII

Tun Salleh Abas, theTun Salleh Abas, theTun Salleh Abas, theTun Salleh Abas, theTun Salleh Abas, the
former Lord Presi-former Lord Presi-former Lord Presi-former Lord Presi-former Lord Presi-
dent, in his bookdent, in his bookdent, in his bookdent, in his bookdent, in his book
May Day For Justice.May Day For Justice.May Day For Justice.May Day For Justice.May Day For Justice.
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“After studying the written Judg-
ment of the Court of Appeal 2003
(Y.A. Dato’ P.S. Gill; Datuk Y.A.
Richard Malanjum and Y.A. Dato’
Hashim Yusoff), not only is it to-
tally devoid of legal substance, it
reeks of deception and fraud and
utter contempt for the truth.

On the pivotal appeal issue raised
by counsel, of the filing of a notice
of alibi under Sec 402A CPC, and
the consequent judgment on it by
the Court - was a brazen attempt
by the Court to hoodwink the pub-
lic into believing that I had not
filed it. On the contrary, it was duly
filed and even the prosecution dur-
ing the appeal had in no uncertain
terms admitted to that effect. This
is a matter of incontrovertible pub-
lic record and can be verified. The
reason for doing this is clear - that
is to deny me my legal right to have
the proceedings against me viti-
ated. This in itself, I dare say, is
where the Judges have blatantly
overstepped judicial bounds - to
the outright borders of committing
Judicial Deception.....

The cavalier manner in which the
Judges addressed the role of the
two prosecutors who were caught
red-handed in their attempt to pro-
cure fabricated evidence in order
to secure my convictions is most
deplorable. Any self-respecting
Judge would have treated the mat-
ter with the utmost concern; par-
ticularly in the light of the Federal
Court’s decision, which found
both the prosecutors (Tan Sri

Abdul Gani Patail and Dato’
Azhar Mohammad) culpable, and
the said Judge Augustine Paul
had acted as “defence counsel for
the prosecutors”. The Court of
Appeal deliberately overlooked
such flagrant violation on the part
of the High Court Judge working
hand-in-glove with the prosecu-
tors to pervert the course of jus-
tice.

Other glaring issues staring di-
rectly into the face of gross injus-
tice are amongst others: the
myriad contradictions and incon-
sistencies on the part of prosecu-
tion witnesses; the unfair conduct
of the prosecution in wantonly
changing dates of commission of
offence (at the interval of years)
and the Judge allowing the
amendment with impunity; the
lack of credibility of the “star”
prosecution witness who has
contradicted himself countless
number of times; Justice Ariffin
Jaka’s refusal to recuse after evi-
dence was adduced of his owner-
ship of shares in Dataprep Berhad
where the PM’s son Mirzan
Mahathir was the major share-
holder; the cruelty of the Judges
in ordering and meting out a con-
secutive and very harsh sentences
(the norm in Sec 2 Ordinance 22
corrupt practice sentencing has
always never exceeded two years);
and also the unprecedented or-
dering of the commencement of
sentence from date of conviction
rather than from date of arrest, be-
ing the norm.

Despite all this, the fact that I was
found guilty reinforces my convic-
tion from the very outset, that the
trumped up charges were de-
signed to force me out of office and
to relegate me to political oblivion.

Can there be any question there-
fore to the widespread perception
of the public that these Judges, in-
cluding Ariffin Jaka were
handpicked, servile and compli-
ant judges who have now been
promptly and generously re-
warded with promotions - un-
fairly bypassing independent
judges of integrity.

It is pathetic and an utter travesty
that these Judges have wantonly
sold their souls for worldly gains,
failing to recognize the fact that
they will still have to account for
it someday!”

JUSTICE

Contempt For Truth
by Anwar Ibrahim

The above was a press state-
ment in response to the
Court of Appeal judgment
on  Anwar’s appeal on the
sodomy conviction on 21
August 2003. This statement
was released by Anwar’s
counsel, Sankaran N Nair,Sankaran N Nair,Sankaran N Nair,Sankaran N Nair,Sankaran N Nair,
on 3 October 2003on 3 October 2003on 3 October 2003on 3 October 2003on 3 October 2003


