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The

Great

Migration

Question

Stop the rot, but stop talking rot first
by 2Khoo
hen he was riding high in the early 1990s, Tun
Dr Mahathir Mohamad grandly promoted
Melayu Baru, Bangsa Malaysia and Vision 2020.
Today, mudah lupa if not nyanyuk, and unnerved by the spectre of Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim,
which he created, Mahathir desperately plays up Datuk
Ibrahim Ali, Perkasa and ketuanan Melayu.

W

Before the March
2008 tsunami, Tun
Abdullah Ahmad
Badawi and ‘KJ’
wanted us to look to
‘Towering Malaysians’. Now, if we
open our eyes, what
we see piling up are
liars, provocateurs,
turncoats, and enforcers.

Ibrahim Ali

When keris-kissing went out of fashion, Datuk Seri Najib
Tun Razak raised his finger and tried to sell us 1Malaysia. But this slogan or logo or brand of national unity
– the brainchild of lavishly paid image consultants – is
stillborn, smothered by 1Melayu, 1Bumi, 1Utusan, and,
in every post-2008 by-election and the 16 April Sarawak
election, 1Money, 1Money, 1Money.

No

longer

capable

One can continue in this fashion ad nauseam. But perhaps the above is enough to make a point: in the present
state of politics, we’re suffocated by caricature,
demonisation, betrayal, and character assassination.
And because they and their accomplices are so deeply
involved in those acts, so many of our leaders, politicians, senior bureaucrats, and ‘opinion-makers’ have
lost the ability to engage in informed, thoughtful and
productive debates on policies and public interest.

Take as an example the matter of migration – the
emigration of Malaysians to other countries and
the immigration of foreign nationals to our country.
When the World Bank released its latest Malaysian Economic Monitor (MEM), a report on our
‘brain drain’ (http://www-wds.world bank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2011/
05/02/000356161_2011 0502023920/Rendered/
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EDITOR'S

NOTE

In our cover story, 2Khoo looks at the big debate
about migration and the brain drain. We suffer the
worst of both worlds: at the low end, we have plenty
of low-skilled workers despite official policy to reduce the number; and at the high end, we are unable to retain our own highly qualified people nor
attract those from foreign sources. Another migration hot potato involves the Australia-Malaysia refugees-for-asylum seekers swap deal. These vulnerable people are being treated like commodities that
can be bartered, writes Angeline Loh.
Next comes a series of articles on the clamour for
democracy in the Arab world, which has inspired
many around the world. Even Singaporeans seem
to have caught the democracy ‘fever’. K Kesavapany
believes that the Singapore general election result
suggests that GDP growth alone is not enough; many
Singaporeans want a more inclusive set of indices
to monitor wealth distribution. Over in Pahang, a
lack of democratic decision-making process was evident in determining the site of a controversial rare
earth refinery in Gebeng. Our centrefold features key
statements about the public opposition to this Australian plant.
We also need to reclaim our history! Andrew Aeria
writes about a new Campaign for a Truly Malaysian History. History taught in schools should be a
people’s history which is people centred, not elite
focused.
Finally, P Ramakrishnan and Mustafa K Anuar take
aim at the ‘lunatic fringe” in Malaysia who are
threatening to undermine ethnic relations and incite hatred with their extremist views and racial
chauvinism.
Aliran is an organisation for ‘social democratic
reform’. We advocate freedom, justice and
solidarity; comment critically on social issues, offer
analysis and alternative ideas keeping in mind
the national and global picture based on universal
human rights and spiritual values. We are listed
on the roster of the Economic and Social Council of
the United Nations. Founded in 1977, Aliran
welcomes all Malaysians above 21 to be members.
Contact the Hon. Secretary or visit our webpage.

CONTENTS
COVER STORY
• The Great Migration Question

2

FEATURES
• Australia-Malaysia Deal Endangers
Asylum Seekers
• The Arab Revolutions And The
Democratic Imagination
• How GE 2011 Proved Me Wrong
• GDP Growth Not Enough
• Singapore GE 2011 At A Glance
• Keep Lynas Plant Out
• No To LAMP Project
• Higher Densities Despite The
Penang Structure Plan 2020
• History Or Soviet-Style
Propaganda? That Is The Question
• Reactions To Bin Laden
Assassination
• Mainstreaming The Lunatic Fringe?
• Nakhaie Buries Najib's 1Malaysia!

7
9
12
15
17
19
21
23
24
26
37
40

REGULARS
• Current Concerns

32

OTHERS
• Subscription Form

18

Published by

Persatuan Aliran Kesedaran Negara
(ALIRAN)
103, Medan Penaga, 11600 Jelutong,
Penang, Malaysia.
Tel: (04) 658 5251
Fax: (04) 658 5197
Email: aliran@streamyx.com
Please indicate if it is a letter to the editor
Homepage : http://www.aliran.com
Printed by Konway Industries Sdn. Bhd.
Plot 78, Lebuhraya Kampung Jawa, 11900 Bayan Lepas, Penang

Aliran Monthly : Vol.31(5) Page 3

P D F / 6 1 4 8 3 0 W P 0 m a l a y 1 0 B o x
358348B01PUBLIC1.pdf), some of its highlights appeared in print and online media. In response, some
business and political analysts lazily issued tired
refrains about discrimination, talent and
meritocracy. Others, politicians, predictably turned
on the issue as if it were an ethnic flogging horse.

Research

and

analysis

There’s always a time and place to criticise the World
Bank and, where necessary, reject its policy prescriptions that have been disastrous for the development
of many countries. Still, we learn and prove nothing
if, like the multi-million-visitor blogger, Che Det, we
reflexively denounce the World Bank as Anwar
Ibrahim’s tool or master.
In this country, government agencies habitually
conceal ‘sensitive’ information from public view
and independent analysis. At least, World Bank research, including this study which was conducted
in cooperation with the government, provides data
and analyses. We need those to inform responsible
public debate on the impact of migration and related policies on our economy and society.
For a start, the MEM’s estimates of out-migration
are acceptable. The reasons cited were also sensible,
even if they were mostly known, especially the frequently criticised discrimination in public policy
and practice. Many might, therefore, think that addressing discrimination will stem the volume and
pace of out-migration. That will work for people emigrating for that reason.
Yet we lose highly qualified people for other reasons.

Going,

going

…

home?

Let’s briefly interpret the information in the accompanying table from the MEM. What reasons might
persuade the survey respondents, now abroad, to
return home?
The most important reasons were a commitment by
the government to switch to ‘needs-based affirmative action’ and to undertake reform of the public
sector and institutions. Just under half of the respondents wanted greater investment in public educa-

tion and policies that welcomed skilled migrant
labour.
It is encouraging to note that the least valued item
on the ‘wish list’ was a ‘favourable tax structure’ –
which suggests the respondents were not obsessed
with material incentives.
Forget, then, about offering would-be returnees 1AP
to bring home an imported car or two, as if such
things feature prominently in their big life decisions!
That kind of thinking exposes a mentality used to
bribing people with 1Noodles and 1Tupperware.
Our leaders, policy-makers and implementers
should heed the views of the MEM’s survey respondents. They should realise that existing ‘brain gain’
and talent-tapping programmes won’t bring people
home unless the overall working, living, social, and
political environment is positively changed. That
same positively changed society will keep people
home, not push them away.

Public

education

Consider, too, the survey respondents’ concern over
education – but specifically public education, an
entirely valid point. Presently, about 70 per cent of
tertiary students in the USA study in public colleges
and universities. During USA’s great growth in the
1950s and 1960s, over 80 per cent studied in public
institutions at a nominal cost.
In contrast, the government here projects that about
50 per cent of all our tertiary students will study in
private institutions by the end of this decade. Quite
possibly, a large proportion of them will be funded
by government. Is this a way of making greater and
better investment in public education – or another
way to transfer public money to private institutions?
For that matter, are our leaders aware that a tertiary
qualification carries a lower premium relative to secondary education in Malaysia than, say, Thailand?
How did this situation arise? Can we redress it with
self-deluding praise of our ‘apex universities’ which
can’t secure reasonable ranking among universities
in Asia, let alone the world?
Education policies and practices here have for too
long been the playthings of too many of our politi-
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cians. It’s time for hard and honest work to raise the
quality of our education all the way from primary to
tertiary levels. (But, remember, we also cannot do so
if our educators, including historians and language
experts, want to soak us in pseudo-nationalistic history and insensitive lexicography.)

Pulling

away

No doubt, we must remedy as far as possible the
conditions – the ‘push factors’ – that drive people
away. From the MEM, though, one can see that ‘pull
factors’ also draw people elsewhere.
Those ‘pull factors’, including higher compensation,
brighter career prospects and less aggravating quality of life issues, will persist as long as we remain a
developing country unable to advance towards highor higher-income.
Even if we become wealthier, emigration may continue, as our perennial benchmark, Singapore, illustrates. Singapore may be wealthy, efficient,
meritocratic (in a narrow sense), and full of good
career prospects but it experiences substantial outmigration. Indeed, from 1990 to 2000, Singapore’s
gross rate of out-migration to OECD destinations
was higher than Malaysia’s.

In other words, emigration, especially the outflow
of highly qualified professionals, is a fact of life in
today’s world. If we face up to that, then one of the
things we need is to offset out-migration with the
in-migration of highly qualified professionals.
Singapore does that. It balances its out-migration
with in-migration from different sources, including
a large proportion of it from its ‘traditional source’,
Malaysia.
But we don’t have a coherent policy with adequate
initiatives to attract the immigrants we want. For
example, our government departments don’t work
together to provide far better Permanent Resident
and Citizenship options. If anything, they appear
to discriminate against the ‘coloureds’ of the world,
or else they want to score political points by enticing home Malaysians abroad with incentives that
will alienate those staying at home.

Lower

and

lower

Our problem is acute. Year by year, we’ve attracted
fewer highly qualified ‘expats’. Our in-migrants are
more lowly qualified and low-waged than before.
How can this help us move out of the ‘middle-income trap’ and up the ‘ladder’ of technology, skill
and income? (The opposite has happened in
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Singapore which attracts even more young Malaysian women than men, perhaps because there are
many more women in university than men now.)
Data from the Economic Planning Unit shows that
the number of ‘documented’ foreign workers increased from 410,000 in 1999 to 2.1 million in 2008
– half of them being from Indonesia. These workers
make up one-third of persons employed in manufacturing, one-third in construction, and more than
one-third in agriculture (including smallholders).
The much publicised ‘maids’ only make up 15 per
cent of all ‘documented’ foreign workers.
Ironically, there was an official policy to reduce the
in-migration of low-waged unqualified workers.
However, when businesses objected, the government
did not implement the policy for a decade, making it
easy for businesses – government, multinational,
Malay, Chinese, and Indian – to live off a rapidly
growing reserve of cheap foreign labour.

No

cables?

For us, the logical regional sources of highly qualified professionals would be India and China. But,
negative reasons make Malaysia unattractive to
those professionals. First, the income gap between
Singapore and Malaysia has widened so much that
the former is far and away ‘first choice’. Sure
enough, Singapore in the past decade has had an
influx of professionals from India and China.
Moreover, although some of them use Singapore as
a stepping stone to depart for ‘western’ destinations,
many settle down because Singapore generously
offers them ‘PR’. In contrast, foreigners here must
wait years to be eligible to apply for ‘PR’. How many
brilliant professionals, often made to feel unwelcome, would be committed to Malaysia if they had a
choice?
And, third, what these cyber-savvy professionals
learn about ethno-cultural discrimination in Malaysia powerfully discourages them: why choose to be
the new pendatang when Malaysia-born citizens are
labelled ‘pendatang’ and told to balik kampung?

High

and

low

own problems.
At the ‘bottom’, in simple economic terms, masses
of lowly qualified, low-waged foreign workers are
typically used to keep down the wage levels of
local workers. This is our domestic scenario. (Was
it any wonder, then, that the police harassed and
arrested Sungei Siput MP Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj
and others during the May Day rally for minimum wages?)
At the ‘top’, large numbers of highly qualified,
high-salaried expatriates intensify competition
for good jobs and introduce new tiers of income
inequality. This is Singapore’s situation. (Was it
a surprise that so many of Singapore’s voters were
so fed up with it that they swung against the ruling People’s Action Party in the general election
of 7 May 2011?)
We suffer the worst of both worlds. At the low end,
we have masses of low-skilled workers although
official policy is to reduce their number. At the high
end, despite our desire to have them, we can neither
retain a large number of our own highly qualified
people nor attract highly qualified people from foreign sources.
To put it bleakly, only the truly ignorant or the
proudly bigoted can be blissful about our unhappy
position. Too many of our so-called leaders and
politicians, in and out of Parliament, shun intelligent public debates on the ‘migration question’. Instead of formulating workable policies to secure our
future, they think they will secure their positions
with politics of smut, sex-videos, and sickening stereotypes.
Actually, if we must sink in all that, let’s do it in
style. Ask National Laureate, Shahnon Ahmad, to
write a sequel to his runaway Reformasi bestseller,
S***@P***M**. Then, we shall know once and for all
that our political system, bereft of decency, is still
stuck in deep s***. q

Unlike 1This and 1That, 2Khoo supports
real pluralism and shared purpose in diversity.

Of course, any influx of foreign workers brings its
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REFUGEES AND ASYLUM-SEEKERS

Australia-Malaysia deal
endangers asylum seekers
Not only does the Australian government reveal its double
standards, it also appears to treat asylum seekers as
commodities it can use to make trade-offs
by Angeline Loh
liran sees the deal initiated by Australia to send
800 asylum seekers to
Malaysia for processing
in exchange for 4000 processed
UNHCR refugees, as undermining asylum seekers’ safety.

A

Not only does the Australian government reveal its double standards in its selection of
non-party states to the
1951 Refugee Convention,, it also appears to
treat asylum seekers as
commodities it can use
to make trade-offs. It is
seen to be out-sourcing
the refugee assessment
process to countries in
the region willing to cooperate in this scheme
- with no consideration for the
protection of asylum seekers and
their human rights.
In making such agreements, not
only with small surrounding island states like Nauru, Papua
New Guinea, and Christmas Island, the Australian government
appears to be seeking larger areas
to establish ‘prison colonies’ for
potential asylum seekers and un-

documented immigrants entering
Australian waters.
The A$300m deal with Malaysia
will not “put people smugglers out
of business” or “prevent asylum
seekers making the dangerous
journey to Australia by boat” as

Australian Immigration minister
Chris Bowen anticipates. It will
also not dissuade asylum seekers
from getting “on that boat”.
Instead, it will increase overcrowding in Malaysian immigration detention centres, crackdowns by Rela, immigration enforcers, and other security enforcers and intensify human rights
violations by state actors and priAliran Monthly : Vol.31(5) Page 7

vate citizens. The situation will be
further aggravated by increasing
incidences of corruption and extortion to which undocumented
asylum seekers and even
UNHCR-confirmed refugees are
vulnerable. The criminalisation of
being an ‘irregular’ or ‘undocumented’ foreigner in Malaysia contributes to an
environment of suspicion
and prejudice towards
foreigners in the country.
If the Australian government complains of immigration detention centre
riots, it appears to be unaware that riots also occur in immigration detention centres in Malaysia
very likely due to the inhuman conditions of
these places and the rampant human rights abuse that goes on
within their walls. Riots in such
centres have erupted since 2008,
notably in the Lenggeng centre in
Negeri Sembilan.
The Australian Prime Minister
appears to admit that she is aware
of the terrible and squalid conditions of these centres in Malaysia
as well as the difficult living con-

ditions in which asylum seekers
and refugees are forced to live like
‘fugitives’, simply because they
are not legally recognised in this
country.
The Australian PM refers to the
possibility of being sent to Malaysia as a ‘risk’ : “I want to be very
clear about this: under this arrangement if someone seeks to
come to Australia they are at risk
of going to Malaysia and going to
the back of the queue.” - J. Gillard,
PM (Herald Sun, 9 May 2011).
The Australian government, however, is intent on pushing this
hard-line scheme through without any qualms. The deplorable
result of this is that neighbouring
countries like Thailand and Indonesia faced with influxes of asylum seekers (particularly from
Myanmar) also want to strike
similar deals with Australia.
These countries maintain similar
human rights records to Malaysia in their treatment of asylum
seekers and refugees.
Although efforts by Malaysia, in
cooperation with Australia, to
combat human trafficking are
commendable, measures to stem
the flow of asylum seekers appear
to avoid the root of the human trafficking problem. Instead, the potential victims of this illicit trade
are being punished by Australia
as well as Malaysia, instead of the
kingpins of the trafficking syndicates.
In 2009, Malaysia was upgraded
from Tier 3 to Tier 2 of the United
States Watchlist.. But there is still
much to be done before Malaysia
can be taken off the Watchlist and
this may be a step towards that
end.

Nonetheless, both the Malaysian
and Australian governments appear to be targeting the victims
rather than the perpetrators of
human trafficking by trying to
eliminate human smuggling instead.- without differentiating between the two or being definite
about what constitutes trafficking
in persons as opposed to merely
illegally contracting to transport
persons for payment.
It is appalling that Australia, a
state-party to the 1951 Refugee
Convention, which should better
appreciate the complexities faced
by asylum seekers and refugees,
should decide to trade off its responsibilities to countries that
have not ratified the Refugee Convention - countries whose human
rights records are far from acceptable, let alone exemplary.
Paradoxically, Australia’s move
to ‘out-source’ its refugee assessment obligations comes at a time
when asylum seeker arrivals seem
to have dropped i.e. from 2000 in
2010 to 940 in 2011. Yet, there is
no guarantee that numbers will
dwindle in future simply because
boatloads of asylum seekers will
be diverted to Malaysia and its
Asean neighbours.
As it is, thousands of asylum seekers in Malaysia are still waiting
to be registered by the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees for refugee status determination.
It would be wiser for the Australian government and Asean to
cooperate in efforts to solve the
refugee and human trafficking
problems at their roots rather than
to seek to stem the tide of asylum
seekers fleeing from internal con-
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flict and repression in their countries. Moreover, Australian taxpayers will remain uncertain as
to whether their money is being
used for the right purposes in other
countries where they have no access to such information.
Further, the Australian and the
Malaysian governments must
be transparent about this bilateral deal. They must publicly
disclose the timeline for negotiations, details of what is being
negotiated, how large numbers
of asylum seekers will be managed and if safe-guards for their
protection and security will be
put in place.
Both governments should consult
civil society refugee and migrant
advocates and refugee communities in both countries before making arbitrary decisions that will
overburden an already encumbered, slow-moving, underfunded
and
under-staffed
UNHCR system. Refugee and civil
society stakeholders should also
be allowed to participate in these
negotiations as the repercussions
of such decisions will directly
impact them.
The Malaysian and Australian
premiers’ pledges to observe nonrefoulement and humane treatment of asylum seekers and refugees ‘according to human rights
standards’, remains to be seen in
practice, as no guarantees have
been given that these pledges will
be kept. q

Angeline Loh is an Aliran
executive
committee
member.

DEMOCRACY

The
the

Arab revolutions and
democratic
imagination

The revolutionary democrats of the Arab world have an
opportunity to bring about the next stage in the global
democratic revolution
by Walden Bello
Tahrir Square

he Arab democratic uprisings have brought a
rush of nostalgia to many
people who staged their
own democratic revolutions years
earlier. As they watched events
unfold in Cairo’s Tahrir Square on
Al Jazeera and CNN, that feeling
of “all that is solid melting into

T

thin air,” as Marx would have put
it, returned to many of those who
went to the barricades during the
original People Power Revolution
in the Philippines in 1986.

Nostalgia
People who threw personal secu-
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rity to the winds and rushed to
face down Ferdinand Marcos’
armoured personnel carriers in
February 1986 could also relate to
what the Egyptian internet activist Wael Ghonim said about the
key psychological moment in an
uprising: “We knew we would
win when people began to break

through the psychological barrier,
when they decided that it was better to die for a cause than to live
without dignity...We’re stronger
than those [Mubarak’s] guys because they fear for their lives while
we’re ready to give ours.”
Breaching the psychological barrier of fear was coupled with another feeling that ran through the
crowds in both Tahrir Square and
Manila: the sense that people were
truly determining their destiny,
that they were taking matters into
their own hands. This was the
primordial democratic moment,
the pristine moment of self-rule
that is so inadequately conveyed
by theoretical treatises on democracy.
Along with nostalgia, however,
came a keen sense of missed opportunities. To many who participated in the popular democratic
revolts that swept the Philippines
and Latin America in the 1980s
and Eastern Europe in 1989, the
euphoria of people power was
short-lived, giving way, as events
unfolded, to concern, disappointment, then cynicism. The critical
juncture occurred when the raw
power of direct democracy that
overthrew dictatorships was
transformed into representative
electoral democracy to simplify
the mechanics of democratic governance.

The conundrum of
representative
democracy
Some of the classical theorists of
democracy were troubled by this
transition. Rousseau distrusted
representative democracy because
he sensed it would replace the
“General Interest” or “General

Will” of the people with what he
called the “Corporate Interest” of
their elected representatives.
Marx and Engels were famously
contemptuous of representative
democracy because, in their view,
it simply concealed the ruling economic interests of the bourgeoisie
behind the figleaf of parliamentary politics. Perhaps most critical was the political sociologist
Robert Michels, who saw elections evolve from being a method
by which the people replaced their
leaders to a mechanism through
which people were manipulated
by their leaders to install them
permanently in power. Michels
went on to assert that representative democracies could not escape
the “iron law of oligarchy”.
The fears of these classical theorists of political science became
realities in the post-uprising systems of governance that emerged
in the 1980s and 1990s. For the
expectant citizens of the new democracies in the Philippines and
Latin America, people power euphoria gave way to western-influenced parliamentary electoral regimes, in which traditional economic elites promptly came to
hold sway. Competitive politics
flourished, but with factions of the
elite competing among themselves
for the right to reign. Progressive
politics was marginalised within
systems dominated by conservative or centrist elite agendas. Corruption became the element that
greased the functioning of the system.

Structural
adjustment
via
democracy
Even as traditional elites hijacked
the resurgent parliamentary systems, the US and the multilateral
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agencies subverted them to push
through austerity programmes
that the authoritarian regimes they
previously supported had no
longer been able to impose on recalcitrant citizenries. It soon became clear that what Washington
and the multilateral agencies
wanted from the new democratic
regimes was for them to use their
legitimacy to impose repressive
economic adjustment programmes and debt management policies. In Argentina, for instance,
the international financial institutions pressured the post-dictatorship government of Raul
Alfonsin to abandon neoKeynesian policies, implement
tax reforms, liberalise trade, and
privatise enterprises. When the
government quailed, the World
Bank suspended disbursements of
a structural adjustment loan to
bring it into line.
In Peru, the government of Alberto
Fujimori was elected on a populist anti-International Monetary
Fund (IMF) platform, but upon its
assumption of office, it proceeded
to impose a neoliberal programme
that included steep price increases
in the rates charged by state enterprises as well as radical trade
liberalisation. These measures
provoked a deep recession, leading to popular discontent that in
turn provided an excuse for
Fujimori to suspend the constitution and reinstitute strongman
rule.
In the Philippines, one of the key
reasons Washington abandoned
Ferdinand Marcos was its
realisation that the dictatorship’s
lack of legitimacy made it an ineffective instrument for repaying the
country’s US$26bn foreign debt
and for implementing the IMF-

World Bank structural adjustment
programme. Not even the economic crisis accompanying the
end of the regime stopped the
Bank and the Fund from demanding that the fledgling government
of President Corazon Aquino
make debt repayment its top economic priority. The government
submitted, issuing a law that affirmed the “automatic appropriation” of the full amount needed to
service the foreign debt yearly
from the national budget. With
some 30 to 40 per cent of the budget going to debt service, the government was deprived of vital investment capital, throttling economic growth and leaving the
country floundering as its
neighbours sprinted ahead during the years of the so-called
Southeast Asian Miracle.
In Eastern Europe and the old
Soviet Union, the euphoria of
1989 gave way in the 1990s to
hard times, as the IMF took advantage of the transition from
communism to impose “shock
therapy”, or the rapid and comprehensive imposition of market
processes. The process led to a
tripling of the number of people
living in poverty to 100 million.
Although in Eastern Europe,
most liberal democratic regimes
were able to survive the association with radical adjustment, in
Russia and its former dependencies in Central Asia, the mafia
capitalism shock therapy led
people to tolerate if not support
the return or persistence of authoritarian regimes such as that
of Vladimir Putin in Russia. By
2010, according to one analysis,
some 80 per cent of the residents
of the former Soviet Union were
still living or were back under
authoritarian regimes.

Reviving
the
democratic
imagination
The political imagination narrowed, with democracy emptied
of its direct, unmediated character, dominated by competing elites,
and unable to shake off its association with radical, poverty-creating market reform.
The first significant challenge to
the ossification of the democratic
impulse took place in Latin
America, where in the first decade
of the new century, the conjunction of disenchantment with
neoliberalism, the emergence of
innovative populist political parties and movements, and civil society mobilisation opened up new
avenues for popular intervention
in the political process in Venezuela, Ecuador, and Bolivia.
The Arab Revolution extends this
challenge to the democratic
imagination to create institutions
that will promote greater direct
intervention by citizens, sustain
popular participation in decisionmaking, block the subversion of
the electoral process by elite interests and money politics, and reestablish the primordial link between liberty, fraternity, and
equality that has animated all
great democratic upheavals since
the French Revolution.
The Arab Revolution has two
things going for it in meeting this
challenge of liberating the democratic imagination. First, the
youth who spearheaded it are less
bound to respect the prescriptions
of traditional representative democracy and likely to be more innovative in entertaining the possibilities offered by information
technology in elaborating new,
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more direct forms of representation, much like they used IT to
subvert the traditional mechanisms of repression and mobilise
the crowds that overthrew the repressive dictatorships.
Second, neoliberal pro-market reforms are in severe disrepute,
which was not the case in the
eighties and nineties. The
liberalisation of capital flows has
provoked several crises, including
the current global downturn,
while trade liberalisation has resulted in the displacement of local agricultural producers and local manufacturers by foreign imports. More than at any other time
since the Reagan-Thatcher
neoliberal revolution in the 1980’s,
radical free market solutions lack
credibility—though owing to the
lack of alternative frameworks,
neoliberal policies remain the default mode among economists and
technocrats.
The revolutionary democrats of
the Arab world have an opportunity to bring about the next stage
in the global democratic revolution. Will they accept the challenge, or will they withdraw back
to private life, as some have indicated, leaving older generations of
politicians to come to center-stage
with their tired, archaic western
models of representative democracy. q
Walden Bello, a senior
analyst of Focus on the
Global South and professor of sociology at the
University of the Philippines, is one of the leading
critics of the current model
of economic globalisation.

SINGAPORE GE 2011

How GE 2011 proved me —
oh, so wonderfully! — wrong
A newly energised opposition and a newly empowered electorate,
two little Davids, have brought Goliath to his knees
by Catherine Lim

had been following the
General Election of 2011
with intense interest,
right up to the announcement of the results in the
early hours of 8 May. There had
been much to amaze me, and I just
had to write down my thoughts
and share them with my readers.

I

For 17 years, since 1994, I had
been writing commentaries on
various issues in the Singapore
political scene. Whether these
were long-standing problems
such as the emotional divide between the PAP leadership and the
people, or specific issues such as
the controversial increase in ministerial salaries, the articles invari-

ably identified the underlying
cause as the unrelenting
authoritarianism of the PAP government, with all that this implies
of stern, punitive measures used
by the leaders, and of timid compliance shown by the led.
Even as I made a plea for a political opening up, I could not shake
off the pessimism that the PAP’s
obsession with control would at
best allow only a very limited version or, worse, only a semblance
of it.
Now GE 2011 has changed all
that.
There were four distinct issues
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that I had brought up in my commentaries, in all of which I had
been proved wrong by GE 2011 :
1) a climate of fear
I had come to believe that the
PAP’s systematic use of fear as a
strategy to silence critics was so
successful that it had become a
permanent feature of the
Singapore political landscape.
During election time, it would
spawn all sorts of rumours about
how a powerful and vindictive
government could find out who
you voted for, and punish you
accordingly. But the climate of GE
2011 was far from fearful. I saw to
my amazement, in the days lead-

ing up to the election, the emergence of a large group of young
Singaporeans who were articulate, confident and bold, speaking
their minds freely, fearlessly, in
the mainstream and social media,
and showing open, unabashed
support for the opposition. Their
confidence seemed infectious,
spreading quickly among the
people.
Never again can I write about a
population muted by fear, and its
contemptible off-shoot, self censorship.
2) a politically naïve electorate
The climate of fear, as I wrote in
my articles, had created an unquestioning society that I once
rather gloomily described as
among the most politically naïve
in the world, since they had never
been allowed exposure to the normal democratic processes of public debate, open criticism, an independent media, etc. I even compared such an infantilised society to hothoused plants that
could not survive in the jungle of
the real world outside.
Apathetic, ignorant, nambypamby Singaporeans? No more,
as shown by their surprising display of knowledge, interest and
concern about social issues that
had come up for debate during the
GE 2011 campaigns. They had
clearly thought hard about the issues, examined the impact on
their lives, and understood the
power of their vote to bring about
change.
3) The underdog status of the opposition
I had shared the view, long held

by the Singapore electorate, that
the opposition would never pose
a challenge to the PAP because of
their chronic lack of quality candidates, resources, and proper organizational structure, resulting
in their utter helplessness against
the formidable PAP juggernaut. It
was my belief that GE 2011 would
be the opposition’s last chance to
cast off the ignominious label of
the underdog; otherwise they
would risk being written off permanently by an exasperated,
weary and resigned electorate.
But in the space of just a few years,
the various opposition groups
had clearly undergone a remarkable transformation, producing
candidates to match any PAP
team in academic and professional credentials. In the short
nine-day campaigning period,
they had vastly improved their
public image and
standing. Indeed, so
serious a threat was
the star among
them, The Workers’
Party, that the PAP
had to do some lastminute scrambling
to come up with new
campaigning strategies.
It was a startling
case of underdog-totop dog transformation.
4) The inflexible mindset and
style of the PAP
Clearly the chief reason that had
resulted in the realities listed
above – the fear, the apathy, the
continuing weakness of the opposition – was the outright resistance of the PAP leadership to a
political opening up. In my ar-
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ticles, I had invariably concluded
that this resistance was in turn
due to the PAP’s almost pathological dislike of the messiness of
political dissent on the one hand,
and their unshakeable confidence
in their own superiority, on the
other. In the four and a half decades of their rule, they had given
the appearance not only of a oneparty government in total control
but of a government with rightful
claims to perpetuity as well.
And then midway through the GE
2011 campaigning, I saw something never before seen in the PAP
strongmen: a wavering of confidence, signs of real fear. What had
happened was that, while campaigning, they had received a
rude shock. Accepting the reality
that for this election the ground
was not really sweet, they had no
idea of its sheer toxicity, and were

not prepared for the extent and
depth of the people’s frustration
and anger on a whole range of issues. Shocked, the Prime Minister
resorted to effusive apologies for
past mistakes and humble promises to do better in the future. The
all-out strategy of placation was
quickly taken up by other PAP
campaigners who too promised to
work harder, listen more, show

more caring, etc. One minister even
spoke of the need for no less than
a ‘transformation’ of the PAP
style.
For me, this was the most unexpected—and gratifying—proof of
how wrong I had been to suppose
that
the
famous
PAP
knuckleduster approach, so beloved of the party’s founder, Lee
Kuan Yew, would be used forever
on Singaporeans. GE 2011 killed
it. The rather dramatic public display of contrition, humility and
goodwill, so at odds with the
PAP’s usual implacability, might
have been initially used as an election ruse, but through its instant
spread among the PAP campaigners, its urgency of tone and
consequent high public visibility,
it quickly took on the character of
a serious compact with the people,
from which there could be no turning back. Indeed, it had a momentum all its own, for in his speech
after the election results, the Prime
Minister saw fit to reiterate the
humble promise to serve the
people better. It is expected that in
the coming days, his PAP colleagues would echo the same
placatory message.
Only a temporary aberration of the
PAP style that would assert itself
once again after GE 2011 fever has
died down? Not likely. Neither the
people nor the opposition would
allow that. For by now, this promise must have sunk enough in the
minds of a newly defiant electorate for them to protest as soon as
they see it is not being kept. Again,
a newly emboldened opposition
will want to use it opportunistically in parliamentary debates on
PAP policies which they sense to
be unpopular with the people. In
this connection, it would no

longer be easy for the PAP to push
through contentious decisions
such as the hiking of ministerial
and presidential salaries, or to
make conciliatory and compromise offers that are merely concessionary, such as the Nominated
Member of Parliament scheme, or
insultingly tokenistic, such as The
Speakers’ Corner. Prediction: the
most feared, most infamous instrument of PAP control—the defamation suit against political opponents—will be a thing of the past,
fading away with its regular exponent, Lee Kuan Yew.
In short, a newly energised opposition and a newly empowered
electorate, two little Davids, have
brought Goliath to his knees. It is
an amazing psychological victory
quite independent of the outcome
of GE 2011. This election will indeed be remembered by each of
these three groups, as the crossing of some defining line in their
political calculations, when each
will do some fine recalibrations to
their strategies of dealing with
each other, in order to improve on
their gains or cut down on their
losses, as the case may be. GE 2011
may well be the historic reference
point against which all will measure their past performance and
chart their future course of action.
One very positive outcome may be
that, past the rhetoric and the acrimonies, the triumphs and the
bitterness of GE 2011, all three
groups, whatever their individual
stance, will be ultimately committed to the overriding goal of the
society’s good as a whole. This
will have the happy result of a
convergence of interests and a
unity of purpose, something of a
rarity, but still achievable, in
Singapore politics.
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This, for me, will be the most significant outcome of GE 2011. Beside it, the actual votes-count and
the official taking up of positions
to form a new Parliament are only
the mechanics of a transformation
process that has already begun in
the expectations of the people.
Along its way, it will see many
missteps and misunderstandings,
and probably even a return of the
rancour of the GE 2011 campaigning. No matter. For the process can
only move forward, since the highsounding public commitment
made by the PAP to change itself
from within, for the sake of the
people, has a sacrosanct quality
all its own, making a breach politically costly, morally unacceptable and emotionally unsustainable.
Hence I believe that something
once thought unthinkable, is happening in our midst right now—a
made-in-Singapore political renaissance or revolution of sorts,
that will eventually lead to a maturing of our society and enable it
to take its rightful place among the
practising democracies in the
world.
For me, GE 2011 will always be
special. For never have I been so
glad that I had been proved so
wrong on so many counts. q

Catherine Lim is a wellknown author of several
books of political commentator and guest lecturer in Singapore
Source:
http://catherinelim.sg/

SINGAPORE GE 2011

GDP

growth

not

enough

The outcome of the Singapore General Election suggests that
many Singaporeans want a more inclusive set of indices to
monitor distribution of wealth
by K Kesavapany
he General Election was
a victory for the ruling
People’s Action Party
(PAP), which was returned to power with a credible
60.1 per cent of the vote in a promise of economic growth and political stability in the next five
years. With 81 out of the 87 seats
in Parliament, the Government
will enjoy a strong electoral mandate on which to plan and pursue policies decisively for the long
term. This has been the hallmark
of Singapore’s style of governance
and performance since the citystate’s independence in 1965.

T

Opposition

time to time, and this is such a
time”.
The opposition, too, did well. The
Workers’ Party (WP) emerged as
the strongest opposition party by
displacing the PAP in a five-member Group Representation
Constitutency, which was helmed
by Mr Yeo, and retaining a Single
Member Constituency. Combined
with three Non-Constituency
Members of Parliament – the
opposition’s three “best losers” –
George

inroads

However, three ministers, including the very talented Foreign Minister George Yeo, were defeated,
and support for the PAP fell by
six percentage points from the last
general election in 2006. This
alerted the PAP to be more attentive to sentiments on the ground.
In the words of Mr Yeo, “from time
to time, it’s important to shake the
box. Because whatever system
you set up, after a while, it becomes so predictable that it
doesn’t capture all the feedback
that it needs to have. So a certain
shaking of the box is required from

and another nine Nominated
MPs, the opposition and other
non-PAP voices will feature
prominently in the legislature.
The WP can be expected to convey voters’ dissatisfaction over
policies and engage the Government in robust debate.

Informed

debate

Finally, the election showed that
Singaporeans, if necessary, could
make their views known in a clear
and cogent manner. The
Yeo
campaign period witnessed genuine, informed
debate over policies, particularly immigration and
the high cost of living, including health care costs
and the access of first-time
buyers to public housing.
This election was important also because of the expectations of the electorate
for more informed debate
on Government policies
and actions. Hitherto, the
Government was left
largely on its own to craft
and execute policies. The
social media, in all their
manifestations, empowered the citizenry to project
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their views beyond the mainstream media.

New

Social

Contract

The aftermath of the election was
almost as dramatic as the results
themselves. In a shock announcement, Minister Mentor Lee Kuan

Lee Kuan Yew

Yew and Senior Minister Goh
Chok Tong said that they were
leaving the Cabinet. Soon after,
the resignations of Deputy Prime
Minister Wong Kan Seng, National Development Minister Mah
Bow Tan and Transport Minister
Raymond Lim from the Cabinet
were announced. Taken together,
this was a further indication that
the ruling PAP had taken to heart
what the electorate had said about
the need for change – both in
terms of policies and the execution thereof. It also represented a
resounding clearing of places at
the Cabinet table so that Prime
Minister Lee Hsien Loong has a
free hand to take Singapore forward.
Before, during and, now, after the
elections, the debate focused on a
core issue that will shape
Singapore’s governance and its
society well into the future. This
Aliran Monthly : Vol.31(5) Page 16

issue is the nature of success. Instead of the traditional reliance on
GDP growth rates as a fundamental and largely conclusive index
of Singapore’s success, this general election suggested that many
Singaporeans prefer a more inclusive set of indices that reflect the
redistribution of wealth in society.
The results of the General Election
were in effect a call for a new social contract. q

The above were “talking
points” by Ambassador K
Kesavapany, the director
of the Institute of Southeast Asian Studies for an
address at the Sime Darby
Convention Centre in
Bukit Kiara on 20 May
2011.

SINGAPORE GE 2011: AT A GLANCE
Why was this GE different?

GE results

•
•
•
•
•
•

• PAP’s national average: 60.1% (lowest
since independence)
• Swing of 6.5% from 2006’s 66.6%
• Swing of 14.9% from 2001’s 75%
• Voter turnout: 93.06%
• Spoilt votes: 2.17%
• 81 PAP seats, 6 WP seats, 3 NCMP seats
• PAP wins 14 GRCs, 11 SMCs
• WP wins 1 GRC, 1 SMC

82 out of 87 seats contested
2011 – 2.3m voters; 2006 – 2.1m; 2001 – 2m
Largest number of first time voters
Largest number of younger voters
Credible opposition slate
High number of young candidates across
the board
• Highest number of first time candidates too
• Low Thia Khiang moves to Aljunied

National average of opposition
How did the campaign unfold?
• Perennial issues: high cost of living; widening wage gap; high ministerial salaries;
liberal immigration policies
• Issues since 2006: raising GST from 5% to
7% months after 2006 GE; YOG expenditure; Mas Selamat escape; downtown
floods
• Politicking began with Tin Pei Ling – Tin
came to personify the unfairness of the GRC
system
• Dr Chia Shi-Lu replaces PAP candidate
Steve Tan in Tanjong Pagar GRC
• Vivian Balakrishnan’s disclosure of
Vincent Wijeysingha’s “gay agenda” video
• Goh Chok Tong: series of puzzling remarks
– SDP candidate Tan Jee Seng not good
enough to become Perm Sec; implied WKS
was less competent than George Yeo;
called NSP “No Substance Party” after calling for “clean and fair fight”; admitted he
had no feel for the youth.
• Lee Kuan Yew: voters of Aljunied would
have 5 years to repent if they voted WP;
remarks on Malays not integrating unsettled Malay voters
• PM Lee Hsien Loong’s public apology for
government’s mistakes – Boat Quay lunch
rally, 3 May
• George Yeo’s appeal to voters for chance
to reform PAP on Youtube, 6 May

•
•
•
•
•
•

Workers Party’s: 46.6%
Singapore Democratic Party: 36.7%
National Solidarity Party: 39.2%
Singapore Democratic Alliance: 30%
Singapore People’s Party: 41.4%
Reform Party: 31.78%

Aljunied GRC factors
• Strong WP ‘A’ team
• WP expressed ground sentiments over rising cost and immigration policies
• WP’s campaign message of democratic Parliament
• PAP’s campaign message of ‘good track
record’ and ‘estate upgrading’ did not appeal
• Spectre of a Parliament with 87 PAP seats
• LKY’s ‘5 years to regret’ remarks
• Gerrymandering in favour of WP: Aljunied
absorbed parts of Cheng San GRC, Eunos
GRC and parts of Hougang SMC
Source: Slides presented by Dr Terence Chong during a
roundtable discussion on Singapore’s General Election
at the Sime Darby Convention Centre on 20 May 2011.
Dr Chong, a Senior Fellow at the Institute of the
Southeast Asian Studies, is also the editor of the book
Management of Success: Singapore Revisited
Revisited..
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ENVIRONMENT

Keep

Lynas

plant

out

Does it not seem unconscionable that ore containing radioactive
material should be shipped 4000km from Australia to Malaysia
for the monetary gain of Lynas while the people of Kuantan are
left to face the long-term effects of the waste?

Memo to the the Australian High Commissioner to Malaysia
Lynas Advanced Material Plant (LAMP) now under construction in Gebeng, Kuantan
We, the residents of Kuantan, Pahang, Malaysia
are extremely concerned over the proposed construction and operation of the above plant.

contains Thorium
• Thorium is a known radioactive material.
• The mineral monazite which contains the Thorium is mined at Mount Weld in Western Australia and will be shipped to Kuantan, through
Freemantle Port for processing at LAMP.

It is common knowledge that :
• LAMP will be processing rare earths oxide which

As your country is the originator of this dangerous
material, it is only right that your country must take
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As your country is the originator of this dangerous
material, it is only right that your country must take
responsibility for its presence here in this country.

responsibility for its presence here in this country.
We are not convinced by the assurances of LAMP
(and others allied to their cause) that LAMP is safe.
If it truly were so, surely then your country should
readily keep that industry within its borders or at
the very least be prepared to take back the waste
(which contains the deadly thorium). But your country has flatly refused to take back their own waste
(The Star, 12 April 2011, p.N23).
Malaysians have had experience with Thorium in
the Bukit Merah plant in Ipoh, Perak. The consequences of that fiasco are still continuing. Children
born deformed or retarded are still alive but unable
to articulate their plight while some have lost their
lives to cancer.
LAMP claims that their plant is totally different from
that of the Bukit Merah facility and that the level of
radioactivity is very low. But we remain
unconvinced nor are we prepared to experiment
with our health and lives and those of our future
generations.
We, the residents of Kuantan, appeal to your higher
values and call upon you to do all that you can to
stop the shipment of this Thorium-containing material from your country.
Surely, your country, being a respectable member of
the international community, would not allow an
international convention to be flouted or circumvented.
Your Excellency, we, the people of Kuantan, do not
want in our midst LAMP or for that matter any other
company that produces any form of radioactive material.

to you that ore containing this radioactive material
should be shipped 4000km from your country to
Malaysia for the monetary gain of LAMP while the
people of Kuantan are left to face the long-term effects of the obnoxious waste?
This Thorium waste, as your Excellency would already know, is radioactive and has a ½ life of 14
billion years. Thus, for generations to come, we, the
people of Malaysia, will be exposed to the risks of
radioactive contamination.
Your Excellency, this movement is inspired by the
most lofty ideals - that of human lives and health.
We are resolved to continue our struggle to safeguard our air, water and soil from LAMP’s (and
others’) deadly waste. The vast majority of Malaysians share our mission. We again exhort you to do
all that you can within your power to stop the dangerous ore from leaving your own shores.
We trust you understand and share our concerns.
Many Australians in fact, already do, as the internet
reveals.
Mr Robin Chapple, MLC, Member for the Mining
and Pastoral Region is “deeply worried” as expressed in his media release dated 13 April 2011. I
annex a copy of the release downloaded from the
internet, for your further reading.
I trust that you will act as a good citizen of the world,
and of Australia in particular.
Vincent Jiam
20 May 2011

Vincent Jiam is chairperson of the Save
Malaysia Committee based in Kuantan.

Your Excellency, does it not seem unconscionable
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ENVIRONMENT

NO

to

the

LAMP

project

Memorandum to the IAEA panel investigation on the public
nuisance of the LAMP project in Gebeng Industrial Estate, Pahang
by The People’s Green Coalition Malaysia
he People’s Green Coalition was invited by the
Ministry of International
Trade and Industry
(MITI) to submit its views on the
LAMP (Lynas Advanced Materials Plant) project to the IAEA Panel
at 4.30pm on 31 May 2011.

T

The position of
the People’s
Green
Coalition
The Coalition supports resolutely
the demand of the people of
Pahang and Malaysia to stop
LAMP from operating in Malaysia based on the following rea-

sons:
The project will cause grave ecological disaster to the environment of Pahang and the whole of
Malaysia resulting in irreversible
damage to the flora, fauna and
human settlements
The toxic chemicals emitted during the manufacturing process
and the radioactive waste products will severely damage the
health and well-being of the population of Pahang and Malaysia.
A severely damaged ecology will
affect fishing, agricultural and
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animal husbandry industries
whose products will be contaminated and hence will be rejected
by the local and international
markets.
Once contaminated, the palm oil
exports will not be accepted by the
international communities with
the dire consequences of causing
a possible collapse of the palm oil
industries in Malaysia resulting
in irrevocable damage to the national economy.
The property prices in and
around Kuantan have already
seen a sharp decline due to the fear

of chemical and radioactive contamination of the environment.
The tourism industries will similarly experience a decline as tourists avoid visiting a contaminated
environment.
The radioactive waste will last for
an infinite period of time thus further endangering the health and
life of generations to come.
The risks to the community far
outweigh the benefits which will
largely be gained by Lynas since
it will enjoy a period of 12 years of
tax exemption. The employment
opportunities purported is facile
if the risks to the workers were
taken into account.
Malaysia has endured a tragic

experience when Mitsubishi Corporation established the Asian
Rare Earth Plant in Bukit Merah
Perak about 30 years ago. It is an
undeniable fact that the people of
Bukit Merah have suffered grievous bodily harm till today as
Mitsubishi is still attempting to
clean up the radioactive waste in
the region.

Conclusion
The People’s Green Coalition
resolutely rejects the LAMP project
in Gebeng Industrial Estate,
Pahang.
NB: A detail study of the EIA and
RIA reports will be submitted in
due course in view of the short
notice of invitation by MITI to this

consultation as well as the late
release of EIA and RIA reports by
MITI on the 30 May 2011. q
The Coalition was represented at the meeting by
Mr Ahmad Bongsu Bin
Abdul Hamid Tuah
Tuah,,
Nuclear Physicist; Dr T
Jayabalan
Jayabalan,, Physician in
Occupational Medicine
and Toxicologist at National Toxicology Centre
University of Science Malaysia; and Prof Tan Kah
Kheng
Kheng,, Professor of
Chemical
Engineering
HELP University, Visiting Fellow University of
Cambridge.

The radioactive waste will last for an infinite period of
time thus further endangering the health and life of
generations to come.
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SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Higher densities despite the
Penang Structure Plan 2020
he steering committee of
the Penang Forum is
deeply disappointed
and concerned that the
Penang State Government has recently obtained an order from the
High Court to strike out a court
application made by the Tanjung
Bungah Residents Association
(TBRA) for legal clarification on
whether Tanjung Bungah falls
within the secondary or primary
corridor in the
Penang Structure
Plan.

T

fore it was gazetted in 2007. The
public did not have the opportunity to object to the amended
sketch map. The amendment and
inconsistencies with the written
texts and the rationale in the
Structure Plan was only discovered by TBRA in 2009.

cordance with the entire text of the
Structure Plan.

After a protracted debate between
the State and TBRA over the questionable amendment, TBRA was

We have been informed that a
more detailed draft Local Plan for
Penang Island has been completed since 2008 and
we call upon the State
to publish and circulate the draft Local
Plan for public feedback as soon as possible.

We are of the view
that the State Government should have
done the honourable
thing to allow the
Court to decide on the
substantive issue of
the case.
The State Government is fully
aware of the fears and grievances
of the residents of Tanjung
Bungah over the controversial
modification of the sketch map in
the Structure Plan as it had relocated Tanjung Bungah from the
secondary development corridor
(with a density limit of 15 units
per acre) to the primary corridor
(which allows a much higher density limit of 30 units per acre).
The amendment was only made
to the sketch map and it was not
re-publicised and re-exhibited be-

eventually told by the State to take
the matter to court for a judicial
decision.
We are therefore extremely disappointed that the State Government
had thereafter applied to strike
out the application by TBRA for a
court declaration on a purely technical point.
We urge the State Government to
act in good faith, by reviewing the
Penang Structure Plan 2020 immediately, and to rectify the discrepancy in the sketch map in ac-
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We also urge the State Government to stop allowing higher densities in development projects as
they contradict those in the existing Structure Plan.

We fully support the
State Government efforts to legislate the
Freedom of Information Act and laud its
recent exhibition of the Special
Area Plan for George Town to obtain public feeedback.
We hope that the State Government would give the residents of
Penang an opportunity to engage
with the State and to offer their
views and opinion on planning
and development proposals
which would no doubt affect every resident living in Penang.
Ms Lim Kah Cheng & Dr. Francis
Loh (on behalf of the Penang Forum
Steering Committee)

COMMENTARY

History or Soviet-style propaganda? That is the question
History taught in schools should be a people’s history that
gives adequate recognition to a broad spectrum of social
movements and which is people-centred, not elite-focused
by Andrew Aeria
exercise that defeats the whole
purpose of why we educate our
children in the first place.

Andrew Aeria

f anyone from the Ministry of Education held an
honest, open and nonpatronising discussion
with our secondary schoolchildren on the subject of history as it
is presently taught in school, they
would discover that a huge majority of students view it as a painfully boring and utterly worthless
subject. They would also discover
that students learn practically
nothing from the subject. Instead,
students only force themselves to
memorise vacuous facts about
people and events merely to pass
their exams; an indoctrination

I

I should know. I taught an introductory level university course,
‘Malaysian Social History’ to undergraduates for a few years. And
to my astonishment, I discovered
how intellectually and emotionally impoverished my undergraduates were about history. Not
that they had not studied and
even passed the subject with flying colours in their SPM/STPM
exams, but because what they had
previously memorised in school
was simply not worth remembering! Stunned by their lack of interest in the subject, I examined the
current school history syllabus
and its teaching methods. I discovered to my horror and dismay
that it is presently more predisposed to Soviet-style propaganda
instead of being a subject that nurtures a passionate appreciation of
our rich heritage and common humanity.
Hence, I was pleasantly surprised
when I was invited by a group of
concerned parents and scholars
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in mid-May to participate in the
formation of a committee to assist
the government revise the current
history syllabus to be more representative of facts, events, processes and personalities in all its
diverse, kaleidoscopic dimensions.
Calling ourselves Kempen Sejarah
Malaysia Sebenar (KemSMS), the
campaign comprises over 20 distinguished individuals from
academia and other reputable
civil society organisations from all
over the country. KemSMS aims
to hold workshops to highlight
and raise public awareness about
the inaccuracies and inadequacies of our current history syllabus. KemSMS also aims to undertake scholarly reviews of the current syllabus so as to input our
informed views as a complement
to the on-going parallel government review process of our history
syllabus and its teaching.
I came away from that Sunday afternoon meeting with the impression that KemSMS wants to
present a well-researched, substantive, informed, coherent and

persuasive argument that the history taught in our schools should
focus on the role and contributions of all communities.
KemSMS also hopes to convince
the Ministry of Education that
the history taught in schools
should be a people’s history;
one that gives adequate recognition to a broad spectrum of
social movements and which is
people-centred instead of being
elite-focused. In other words, the
history our children learn about
should be social history rather
than one that focuses on select
individuals and key events that
politicians wish to glorify for
their own partisan ends. As
well, it should focus on the roles
and contributions of women and
not only of men. It should also
have a liberal and progressive
outlook.
Furthermore, the subject matter of
history should encompass all regions in Malaysia, i.e. it should
account fairly and give due emphasis to Sabah and Sarawak and
not only be KL- or peninsula-centric. Finally, history as taught in
schools should place Malaysia in
a wider regional and global context that celebrates our common
humanity despite our unique, diverse civilisations.
KemSMS clearly has its work cut
out for it. But all long journeys
begin with a first step. I am optimistic. q

Dr Andrew Aeria is an
Aliran executive committee member.

Campaign for a Truly
Malaysian History
- Kempen Sejarah
Malaysia Sebenar (SMS)
oncerned parents, members of the public and representatives from civil society organizations met
on 15 May 2011 in Petaling Jaya to discuss the
establishment of a movement to campaign for a truly Malaysian history

C

During the meeting, presentations were made on the shortcomings of the existing syllabus and textbooks by various
scholars and study groups. The meeting was also briefed
on the progress of a petition campaign calling for the review of the history syllabus and textbooks used in Malaysian schools and institutions so as to reflect a more objective and truthful history not associated with any political
or other agenda.
The online petition has attracted wide support and can be
viewed at www.ipetitions.com. A parallel hard copy signature campaign has received similar strong support. Members of the public are encouraged to view and sign the petition which will be presented to the authorities soon.
The meeting elected a multi-racial committee with representation from different regions of the country and communities. The committee also includes academics and educators who are respected historians and social scientists to
lead the campaign, which is expected to go nation-wide in
the next few weeks.
The newly elected committee called on all Malaysians to
support its objective of helping in the reform of history education so as to provide young Malaysians with a liberal
and progressive approach to Malaysian and world history
that is balanced, truthful and gives due recognition to the
contribution of all civilisations, personalities and communities that have helped to shape national and global historical events.
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INTERNATIONAL

Reactions to bin
assassination

Laden

As in the case of the “supreme international crime” in Iraq, the
bin Laden assassination illustrates that security is often not a
high priority for state action, contrary to received doctrine
by Noam Chomsky
Noam Chomsky

n 1 May 2011, Osama
bin Laden was killed in
his virtually unprotected compound by a
raiding mission of 79 Navy Seals,
who entered Pakistan by helicopter. After many lurid stories were
provided by the government and
withdrawn, official reports made
it increasingly clear that the operation was a planned assassination, multiply violating elementary norms of international law,
beginning with the invasion itself.

O

There appears to have been no attempt to apprehend the unarmed

victim, as presumably could have
been done by 79 commandos facing no opposition - except, they
report, from his wife, also unarmed, who they shot in self-defence when she “lunged” at them
(according to the White House).
A plausible reconstruction of the
events is provided by veteran
Middle East correspondent Yochi
Dreazen and colleagues in the
Atlantic (http://www.theatlantic.
com/politics/archive/2011/05/goalwas-never-to-capture-bin-laden/
238330/). Dreazen, formerly the
military correspondent for the
Wall Street Journal, is senior correspondent for the National Journal Group covering military affairs and national security. According to their investigation,
White House planning appears
not to have considered the option
of capturing OBL alive: “The administration had made clear to the
military’s clandestine Joint Special Operations Command that it
wanted bin Laden dead, according to a senior US official with
knowledge of the discussions. A
high-ranking military officer
briefed on the assault said the
SEALs knew their mission was
not to take him alive.”
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Wanted:
Dead, NOT alive
The authors add: “For many at
the Pentagon and the Central Intelligence Agency who had spent
nearly a decade hunting bin
Laden, killing the militant was a
necessary and justified act of vengeance.” Furthermore, “capturing bin Laden alive would have
also presented the administration
with an array of nettlesome legal
and political challenges.” Better,
then, to assassinate him, dumping his body into the sea without
the autopsy considered essential
after a killing, whether considered
justified or not – an act that predictably provoked both anger and
scepticism in much of the Muslim
world.
As the Atlantic inquiry observes,
“The decision to kill bin Laden
outright was the clearest illustration to date of a little-noticed aspect of the Obama administration’s counter-terror policy.
The Bush administration captured thousands of suspected
militants and sent them to detention camps in Afghanistan, Iraq,
and Guantanamo Bay. The

Obama administration, by contrast, has focused on eliminating
individual terrorists rather than
attempting to take them alive.”
That is one significant difference
between Bush and Obama. The
authors quote former West German Chancellor Helmut Schmidt,
who “told German TV that the US
raid was ‘quite clearly a violation
of international law’ and that bin
Laden should have been detained
and put on trial,” contrasting
Schmidt with US Attorney General Eric Holder, who “defended
the decision to kill bin Laden although he didn’t pose an immediate threat to the Navy SEALs,
telling a House panel on Tuesday
that the assault had been ‘lawful,
legitimate and appropriate in every way’”.
The disposal of the body without
autopsy was also criticised by allies. The highly regarded British
barrister Geoffrey Robertson, who
supported the intervention and
opposed the execution largely on
pragmatic grounds, nevertheless
described Obama’s claim that
“justice was done” as an “absurdity” that should have been obvious to a former professor of constitutional
law
(http://
www.thedailybeast.com/blogsand-stories/2011-05-03/osamabin-laden-death-why-he-shouldhave-been-captured-not-killed/).
Pakistan law “requires a colonial
inquest on violent death, and international human rights law insists that the ‘right to life’ mandates an inquiry whenever violent
death occurs from government or
police action. The US is therefore
under a duty to hold an inquiry
that will satisfy the world as to
the true circumstances of this killing.” Robertson adds that “The
law permits criminals to be shot

Osama bin Laden

in self-defence if they (or their accomplices) resist arrest in ways
that endanger those striving to
apprehend them. They should, if
possible, be given the opportunity
to surrender, but even if they do
not come out with their hands up,
they must be taken alive if that can
be achieved without risk. Exactly
how bin Laden came to be ‘shot
in the head’ (especially if it was
the back of his head, executionstyle) therefore requires explanation. Why a hasty ‘burial at sea’
without a post mortem, as the law
requires?”
Robertson attributes the murder to
“America’s obsessive belief in
capital
punishment—alone
among advanced nations—
[which] is reflected in its rejoicing
at the manner of bin Laden’s demise”. For example, Nation columnist Eric Alterman writes: “The
killing of Osama bin Laden was a
just and necessary undertaking.”
Robertson usefully reminds us: “It
was not always thus. When the
time came to consider the fate of
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men much more steeped in wickedness than Osama bin Laden —
namely the Nazi leadership — the
British government wanted them
hanged within six hours of capture. President Truman demurred,
citing the conclusion of Justice
Robert Jackson that summary execution ‘would not sit easily on
the American conscience or be remembered by our children with
pride…the only course is to determine the innocence or guilt of the
accused after a hearing as dispassionate as the times will permit
and upon a record that will leave
our reasons and motives clear’.”
The editors of the Daily Beast comment: “The joy is understandable,
but to many outsiders, unattractive. It endorses what looks increasingly like a cold-blooded assassination as the White House
is now forced to admit that Osama
bin Laden was unarmed when he
was shot twice in the head.”

Fair

trial?

In societies that profess some re-

spect for law, suspects are apprehended and brought to fair trial. I
stress “suspects”. In June 2002,
FBI head Robert Mueller, in what
the Washington Post described as
“among his most detailed public
comments on the origins of the
attacks”, could say only that “investigators believe the idea of the
Sept 11 attacks on the World Trade
Center and Pentagon came from
al Qaeda leaders in Afghanistan,
the actual plotting was done in
Germany, and the financing came
through the United Arab Emirates
from sources in Afghanistan….
We think the masterminds of it
were in Afghanistan, high in the
al Qaeda leadership”. What the
FBI believed and thought in June
2002 they didn’t know eight
months earlier, when Washington
dismissed tentative offers by the
Taliban (how serious, we do not
know) to extradite bin Laden if
they were presented with evidence. Thus it is not true, as the
President claimed in his White
House statement, that “we
quickly learned that the 9/11 attacks were carried out by al
Qaeda”.
There has never been any reason
to doubt what the FBI believed in
mid-2002, but that leaves us far
from the proof of guilt required in
civilised societies – and whatever
the evidence might be, it does not
warrant murdering a suspect who
could, it seems, have been easily
apprehended and brought to trial.
Much the same is true of evidence
provided since. Thus the 9/11
Commission provided extensive
circumstantial evidence of bin
Laden’s role in 9/11, based primarily on what it had been told
about confessions by prisoners in
Guantanamo. It is doubtful that
much of that would hold up in an

independent court, considering
the ways confessions were elicited. But in any event, the conclusions of a congressionally
authorised investigation, however
convincing one finds them,
plainly fall short of a sentence by
a credible court, which is what
shifts the category of the accused
from suspect to convicted. There
is much talk of bin Laden’s “confession,” but that was a boast, not
a confession, with as much credibility as my “confession” that I
won the Boston marathon. The
boast tells us a lot about his character, but nothing about his responsibility for what he regarded
as a great achievement, for which
he wanted to take credit.
Again, all of this is, transparently,
quite independent of one’s judgments about his responsibility,
which seemed clear immediately,
even before the FBI inquiry, and
still does.

Security not high
priority
It is worth adding that bin
Laden’s responsibility was
recognised in much of the Muslim world, and condemned. One
significant example is the distinguished Lebanese cleric Sheikh
Fadlallah, greatly respected by
Hizbollah and Shia groups generally, outside Lebanon as well.
He too had been targeted for assassination: by a truck bomb outside a mosque, in a CIA-organised
operation in 1985.
He escaped, but 80 others were
killed, mostly women and girls, as
they left the mosque – one of those
innumerable crimes that do not
enter the annals of terror because
of the fallacy of “wrong agency”.
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Sheikh Fadlallah sharply condemned the 9/11 attacks, as did
many other leading figures in the
Muslim world, within the Jihadi
movement as well. Among others,
the head of Hizbollah, Sayyid
Hassan Nasrallah, sharply condemned bin Laden and Jihadi ideology.
One of the leading specialists on
the Jihadi movement, Fawaz
Gerges, suggests that the movement might have been split at that
time had the US exploited the opportunity instead of mobilising
the movement, particularly by the
attack on Iraq, a great boon to bin
Laden, which led to a sharp increase in terror, as intelligence
agencies had anticipated. That
conclusion was confirmed by the
former head of Britain’s domestic
intelligence agency MI5 at the
Chilcot hearings investigating the
background for the war. Confirming other analyses, she testified
that both British and US intelligence were aware that Saddam
posed no serious threat and that
the invasion was likely to increase terror; and that the inva-

Sheikh Fadlallah

sions of Iraq and Afghanistan had
radicalised parts of a generation
of Muslims who saw the military
actions as an “attack on Islam”.
As is often the case, security was
not a high priority for state action.
It might be instructive to ask ourselves how we would be reacting
if Iraqi commandos landed at
George W. Bush’s compound, assassinated him, and dumped his
body in the Atlantic (after proper
burial
rites,
of
course).
Uncontroversially, he is not a “suspect” but the “decider” who gave
the orders to invade Iraq — that
is, to commit the “supreme international crime differing only from
other war crimes in that it contains within itself the accumulated evil of the whole” (quoting
the Nuremberg Tribunal) for
which Nazi criminals were
hanged: in Iraq, the hundreds of
thousands of deaths, millions of
refugees, destruction of much of
the country and the national heritage, and the murderous sectarian
conflict that has now spread to the
rest of the region. Equally
uncontroversially, these crimes
vastly exceed anything attributed
to bin Laden.
To say that all of this is

uncontroversial, as it is, is not to
imply that it is not denied. The
existence of flat-earthers does not
change the fact that, uncontroversially, the earth is not flat. Similarly, it is uncontroversial that
Stalin and Hitler were responsible
for horrendous crimes, though
loyalists deny it. All of this should,
again, be too obvious for comment, and would be, except in an
atmosphere of hysteria so extreme
that it blocks rational thought.

“Supreme
international
crime”
Similarly, it is uncontroversial
that Bush and associates did commit the “supreme international
crime”, the crime of aggression, at
least if we take the Nuremberg
Tribunal seriously. The crime of
aggression was defined clearly
enough by Justice Robert Jackson,
Chief of Counsel for the United
States at Nuremberg, reiterated in
an authoritative General Assembly resolution. An “aggressor”,
Jackson proposed to the Tribunal
in his opening statement, is a state
that is the first to commit such actions as “invasion of its armed
forces, with or without a declaration of war, of the territory of another State….” No one, even the

most extreme supporter of the aggression, denies that Bush and
associates did just that.
We might also do well to recall
Jackson’s eloquent words at
Nuremberg on the principle of
universality: “If certain acts of violation of treaties are crimes, they
are crimes whether the United
States does them or whether Germany does them, and we are not
prepared to lay down a rule of
criminal conduct against others
which we would not be willing to
have invoked against us.” And
elsewhere: “We must never forget
that the record on which we judge
these defendants is the record on
which history will judge us tomorrow. To pass these defendants a
poisoned chalice is to put it to our
own lips as well.”
It is also clear that alleged intentions are irrelevant. Japanese fascists apparently did believe that
by ravaging China they were
labouring to turn it into an
“earthly paradise”. We don’t
know whether Hitler believed that
he was defending Germany from
the “wild terror” of the Poles, or
was taking over Czechoslovakia
to protect its population from ethnic conflict and provide them

“If certain acts of violation of treaties are
crimes, they are crimes whether the United
States does them or whether Germany does
them, and we are not prepared to lay
down a rule of criminal conduct against
others which we would not be willing to
have invoked against us.”
- Robert Jackson
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with the benefits of a superior culture, or was saving the glories of
the civilisation of the Greeks from
barbarians of East and West, as
his acolytes claimed (Martin
Heidegger). And it’s even conceivable that Bush and company believed that they were protecting
the world from destruction by
Saddam’s nuclear weapons. All
irrelevant, though ardent loyalists
on all sides may try to convince
themselves otherwise.
We are left with two choices: either Bush and associates are
guilty of the “supreme international crime” including all the
evils that follow, crimes that go
vastly beyond anything attributed
to bin Laden; or else we declare
that the Nuremberg proceedings
were a farce and that the allies
were guilty of judicial murder.
Again, that is entirely independent of the question of the guilt of
those charged: established by the
Nuremberg Tribunal in the case
of the Nazi criminals, plausibly
surmised from the outset in the
case of bin Laden.

Double

standards

A few days before the bin Laden
assassination, Orlando Bosch
died peacefully in Florida, where
he resided along with his terrorist accomplice Luis Posada
Carilles, and many others. After
he was accused of dozens of terrorist crimes by the FBI, Bosch was
granted a presidential pardon by
Bush I over the objections of the
Justice Department, which found
the conclusion “inescapable that
it would be prejudicial to the public interest for the United States to
provide a safe haven for Bosch”.
The coincidence of deaths at once

calls to mind the Bush II doctrine,
which has “already become a de
facto rule of international relations”, according to the noted
Harvard international relations
specialist Graham Allison. The
doctrine revokes “the sovereignty
of states that provide sanctuary to
terrorists,” Allison writes, referring to the pronouncement of Bush
II that “those who harbour terrorists are as guilty as the terrorists
themselves”, directed to the
Taliban. Such states, therefore,
have lost their sovereignty and are
fit targets for bombing and terror;
for example, the state that
harboured Bosch and his associate — not to mention some rather
more significant candidates.
When Bush issued this new “de
facto rule of international relations”, no one seemed to notice
that he was calling for invasion
and destruction of the US and
murder of its criminal presidents.
None of this is problematic, of
course, if we reject Justice
Jackson’s principle of universality, and adopt instead the principle that the US is self-immunised
against international law and
conventions — as, in fact, the government has frequently made very
clear, an important fact, much too
little understood.
It is also worth thinking about the
name given to the operation: Operation Geronimo. The imperial
mentality is so profound that few
seem able to perceive that the
White House is glorifying bin
Laden by calling him “Geronimo”
— the leader of courageous resistance to the invaders who sought
to consign his people to the fate of
“that hapless race of native
Americans, which we are exterminating with such merciless and
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perfidious cruelty, among the heinous sins of this nation, for which
I believe God will one day bring
[it] to judgement,” in the words of
the great grand strategist John
Quincy Adams, the intellectual architect of manifest destiny, long
after his own contributions to
these sins had passed. Some did
comprehend, not surprisingly.
The remnants of that hapless race
protested vigorously. Choice of
the name is reminiscent of the ease
with which we name our murder
weapons after victims of our
crimes: Apache, Blackhawk,
Tomahawk,… We might react differently if the Luftwaffe were to
call its fighter planes “Jew” and
“Gypsy”.
The examples mentioned would
fall under the category “American
exceptionalism”, were it not for
the fact that easy suppression of
one’s own crimes is virtually
ubiquitous among powerful
states, at least those that are not
defeated and forced to acknowledge reality. Other current illustrations are too numerous to mention. To take just one, of great current significance, consider
Obama’s terror weapons (drones)
in Pakistan. Suppose that during
the 1980s, when they were occupying Afghanistan, the Russians
had carried out targeted assassinations in Pakistan aimed at those
who were financing, arming and
training the insurgents – quite
proudly and openly. For example, targeting the CIA station
chief in Islamabad, who explained that he “loved” the
“noble goal” of his mission: to
“kill Soviet Soldiers… not to liberate Afghanistan”. There is no
need to imagine the reaction, but
there is a crucial distinction: that
was them, this is us.

Consequences
for
Pakistan
What are the likely consequences
of the killing of bin Laden? For
the Arab world, it will probably
mean little. He had long been a
fading presence, and in the past
few months was eclipsed by the
Arab Spring. His significance in
the Arab world is captured by the
headline in the New York Times for
an op-ed by Middle East/al
Qaeda specialist Gilles Kepel:
“Bin Laden was dead already”.
Kepel writes that few in the Arab
world are likely to care. That headline might have been dated far
earlier, had the US not mobilised
the Jihadi movement by the attacks on Afghanistan and Iraq, as
suggested by the intelligence
agencies and scholarship. As for
the Jihadi movement, within it bin
Laden was doubtless a venerated
symbol, but apparently did not
play much more of a role for this
“network of networks”, as analysts call it, which undertake
mostly independent operations.
The most immediate and significant consequences are likely to be
in Pakistan. There is much discussion of Washington’s anger that
Pakistan didn’t turn over bin
Laden. Less is said about the fury
in Pakistan that the US invaded
their territory to carry out a political assassination. Anti-American
fervour had already reached a
very high peak in Pakistan, and
these events are likely to exacerbate it.
Pakistan is the most dangerous
country on earth, also the world’s
fastest growing nuclear power,
with a huge arsenal. It is held together by one stable institution,
the military. One of the leading

Anti-American protest in Pakistan

specialists on Pakistan and its
military, Anatol Lieven, writes
that “if the US ever put Pakistani
soldiers in a position where they
felt that honour and patriotism required them to fight America,
many would be very glad to do
so”. And if Pakistan collapsed, an
“absolutely inevitable result
would be the flow of large numbers of highly trained ex-soldiers,
including explosive experts and
engineers, to extremist groups”.
That is the primary threat he sees
of leakage of fissile materials to
Jihadi hands, a horrendous eventuality.

The bin Laden operation could
have been the spark that set off a
conflagration, with dire consequences, particularly if the invading force had been compelled to
fight its way out, as was anticipated. Perhaps the assassination
was perceived as an “act of vengeance”, as Robertson concludes.
Whatever the motive was, it could
hardly have been security. As in
the case of the “supreme international crime” in Iraq, the bin
Laden assassination illustrates
that security is often not a high
priority for state action, contrary
to received doctrine.

The Pakistani military have already been pushed to the edge by
US attacks on Pakistani sovereignty. One factor is the drone attacks in Pakistan that Obama escalated immediately after the killing of bin Laden, rubbing salt in
the wounds. But there is much
more, including the demand that
the Pakistani military cooperate
in the US war against the Afghan
Taliban, whom the overwhelming
majority of Pakistanis, the military included, see as fighting a just
war of resistance against an invading army, according to Lieven.

There is much more to say, but
even the most obvious and elementary facts should provide
us with a good deal to think
about. q
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Noam Chomsky, an
American linguist, philosopher, cognitive scientist and social activist,
is an outspoken prominent critic of US foreign
and domestic policy.

fluences the trend of policy. Our
political leaders dare not condemn them outright.
Utusan Malaysia fans the race
baiting and gives the widest publicity without bothering to be responsible or sensible. When the
powers-that-be that own and control this press do not force it to fall
in line, what do we make of this?

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

We have to speak up
We have every reason to be concerned. We wonder where this
nation is heading for and what is
in store for us.
From the civil servant to the Umno
politician, it is the same story: the
non-Malays are ‘pendatang‘ and
don’t have any citizenship rights.
The rights conferred by Aricle 8 of
the Federal Constitution are not
respected or protected.
When an extreme group like
Perkasa questions the citizenship
rights of the non-Malays, the national leadership does not take
them to task.

pointed out that it was against the
constitution and that he should
not be talking through his nose!
It is this disturbing silence when
atrocious things are said which
affect our unity that is worrying.
It is this unbecoming conduct that
encourages the extreme elements
amongst us to be outrageous in
their conduct and prompt them to
continue with their seditious remarks.
It is this vocal minority that is predominant in our society and in-

When extreme elements in Umno
berate and denigrate the nonMalays, the top Umno leadership
does not chastise them.
When one Umno delegate at the
recently concluded general assembly had the temerity to suggest
that the non-Malays be given the
right to do business but should be
denied the right to vote, nobody

Utusan Malaysia fans race baiting
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A nation can make or break depending on the unity of its citizens. Today our unity is threatened. And if concerned voices
and responsible leaders and caring Malaysians do not rise up and
speak up, we will be a fragmented
nation. By our silence, we will
contribute to the chaos that may
ensue.
P Ramakrishnan
President
Aliran
11 January 2011

Why did Beng Hock
die? Who are
his killers?
We don’t need experts or eminent
persons to tell us if Teoh Beng
Hock’s human rights have been

Who caused these injuries on
Beng Hock’s neck? Why were
these injuries caused? What damage did these injuries do to Beng
Hock? Did he die as a result of
these injuries?

Beng Hock’s rights abused and
violated

violated. Ask the common man in
the street and he will tell you right
away that Beng Hock’s rights
have been blatantly and violently
abused and violated. This fact is
as plain as daylight.
So why do we need a Royal Commission of Inquiry to find out
“whether it (MACC) had violated
human rights”. Beng Hock’s family is not interested in this.
Malaysians don’t want a RCI to
waste its time in investigating procedures adopted by the MACC
with regard to his death. That’s
not the issue, dear Prime Minister.
All that everyone is dying to find
out is how did Beng Hock die?
Why did he die? Who caused his
death?
The inquest has clearly stated that
it wasn’t a suicide. How then did
he drop from the 14th floor and
land on the 5th floor of the MACC
building? Who was responsible
for this fall from the 14th floor,
dear Prime Minister?
The inquest has confirmed that
there were pre-fall neck injuries.

This is what Beng Hock’s family
is demanding to know, dear Prime
Minister. Why are you wasting
everybody’s time setting up a RCI
to carry out irrelevant investigations that will not throw any light
as to how Beng Hock died – and
why. This is what the whole country is interested in, dear Prime
Minister.
Beng Hock was interrogated for
nearly 11 hours from 5.00 pm
right up to 3.45 am the next day in
the most inhuman way. He was
deprived of food, denied sleep and
rest and subjected to intense questioning. What does that suggest,
dear Prime Minister?
Before 5.00pm on that day – 15
July 2009 – it was a working day
for Beng Hock. Assuming that he
got up for work at 7.00 am, it
would add another 10 hours to
his non-stop questioning for
nearly 11 hours. That would
mean he was on his feet for almost
21 hours. Doesn’t it strike you as
an extreme form of torture that he
was subjected to in a barbaric
manner, dear Prime Minister?

know in order to bring closure to
this human tragedy, dear Prime
Minister.
The purpose of the RCI should
simply be to establish why and
how Beng Hock died. Any other
investigation will not do justice to
Beng Hock’s family, dear Prime
Minister.
P Ramakrishnan
President
Aliran
11 January 2011

Loyalty
to
King and country –
or to the BN?
All citizens owe their loyalty to
king and country – that includes
civil servants. Civil servants are
expected to serve the government
of the day faithfully, irrespective
of whichever party that forms the
government.
They shouldn’t align themselves
to any political party whether it is
the ruling parties or the opposition parties. They should remain
above politics and stay faithful to
their vocation.

Under the circumstance, do we
really need a RCI to tell us that
Beng Hock’s human rights were
indeed violated? Isn’t it very apparent? Isn’t it rather obvious?
What is not apparent and what is
not obvious is: How did Beng
Hock die? Who caused his death?
Who are his killers? That is all
Beng Hock’s family is dying to
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Markom Giran

Their dedication should be to
their profession and their commitment to serve and discharge their
duties should not be wanting in
any way.
This is how they preserve their
integrity and safeguard their professionalism.
However this simple thing was
not understood by the Johor State
Director of Education, Markom
Giran. He despicably attempted to
force teachers to play a partisan
political role. He was trying to
corrupt the civil service.
He forgets that he is a civil servant himself. He forgets his code
to serve in an exemplary manner.
He forgets that he should remain
above politics. He forgets that his
duty is to education and his responsibility is to raise the standard of education.
Being an officer under category
TG54, he is strictly barred from
participating in politics. As such,
he has no business to canvass for
the Barisan Nasional and to abuse
his position by directing his subordinates to campaign for the BN.
There are no two ways about it.
He was absolutely wrong in what
he did.
This so-called educator forgot his
role and wanted the teachers to
surreptitiously find out the political leanings of the parents. He
wanted them to do this under the
pretext of organising motivational
programmes for the students and
to spy for the Barisan Nasional.
He wanted them to identify those
parents who are opposition inclined and report to him those who
are sitting on the fence so that together they – the teachers and he

– could work on these parents “to
help the government to win in this
round”.
Is this the job of teachers? Are they
expected to be the stooges of the
BN first and foremost – and only
after that perform as teachers?
Asking the teachers to do his bidding like this – when it has nothing to do with their duties or performance as teachers – using his
authority solely as their superior
officer is committing corruption.
It is crystal clear!
If Anwar Ibrahim had done this,
he would have been charged with
corruption – without any doubt –
as he was a dozen years ago!
P Ramakrishnan
President
Aliran
1 February 2011

Was it a big fat lie,
Mr PM?

Anwar Ibrahim: Got the BN worried

the extent of telling the ‘biggest
political lie of the century’ when
it announced it would take over
the government on 16 September
2008.
“We have to keep repeating this
because human memory is short
and they forget, but we must remind the people that it was the
biggest political lie of the century,’
he said.
He said PKR leader Datuk Seri
Anwar Ibrahim had made the
Barisan Nasional worried when
he claimed that more than 30 of
the coalition’s elected representatives would cross over, “But in the
end, it was all a big fat lie’ he
added.

Najib Tun Razak

Prime Minister Datuk Seri Najib
Tun Razak was reported by The
Sunday Star (20 March 2011) as
having said that PKR had gone to
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I must thank the PM for jogging
my memory. The only truth in his
statement was that “Datuk
Anwar Ibrahim had made the
Barisan Nasional worried when
he claimed that more than 30 of
the coalition’s elected representatives would cross over”. That was
a fact. The rest of Najib’s claims
about what transpired cannot be
said to be the “biggest political lie
of the century”. They are Najib’s

claims of what happened and
they are his lies.
Again, Najib is correct in stating,
“We have to keep repeating this
because human memory is short
and they forget…”
Indeed we have to repeat the past
incidents and recall what actually
happened so that people can remember the truth.
If the cross over on 16 September
2008 was deemed to be a lie, why
did the BN take this lie so seriously by sending some 50 MPs to
Taiwan? They were sent, we were
then told, on an agricultural tour
of Taiwan. But the truth was that
the BN was running scared of the
possibility of its own MPs switching sides. It did not trust its MPs
absolutely.
That was the only reason why
the BN wanted to keep these 50over MPs away from Malaysia.
It desperately wanted them to be
away from Anwar who was trying to entice some 30 over BN
MPs to defect to his side in his
campaign to unseat the BN government.
The BN knew that there was this
real possibility that its MPs could
have provided Anwar the majority that was required to topple the
BN government.
There was no other convincing
reason why these MPs had to be
kept away from Malaysia on 16
September. They could have been
sent to Taiwan or to Timbaktu on
any other date for whatever
course but the BN wasn’t prepared
to take any chances by keeping
them in Malaysia on 16 September!

So on 8 September – 8 days before
16 September – these MPs were
packed off to Taiwan on a “blur
blur” tour. One BN MP mentioned
that this trip was planned months
ago while another contradicted
him by claiming it was all so sudden!
Lim Kit Siang alluded to this as
“a national shame that BN MPs
should be treated like delinquent
children who have to be packed
off overseas and secluded from
mischief – treating BN MPs as no
better than chattel. Poor BN MPs!”
John Roberts in an article entitled,
“Political power struggle in Malaysia continues unabated” had
this to say:
“In the lead up to September 16,
the government took the extraordinary step of sending nearly 50
BN parliamentarians on a paid
trip to Taiwan to study farming
techniques. Few believe that
farming issues were the reason
behind the trip. Among those
sent were parliamentarians regarded as most susceptible to
being courted by the opposition.
PKR
secretary
general
Salehuddin Hashim described
the expedition as “kidnapping,”
saying it was “a very clear sign
of the anxieties and insecurities
inside Barisan”.
If the BN had not taken this extraordinary precaution by sending its own MPs away to Taiwan,
and on 16 September if Anwar’s
bid for power had failed, only then
Najib could boast that “it was all
a big fat lie”.
Since the BN did not dare take that
chance to test the integrity of its
own MPs, Najib’s story is noth-
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ing but a “big fat lie”.
P Ramakrishnan
President
Aliran
22 March 2011

Why are porn video
purveyors,
pedlars
roaming
free?
We have laws to curb the circulation of pornographic material. We
have a vigilant police force to raid
pornographic outlets and enforce
law and order.
We have a judiciary that shows
no mercy to those indulging in the
sale of pornographic videos to
guard the moral sense of the society.
We have a special section in the
Ministry of Home Affairs (KDN),
which vets publications and bans
books and magazines which are
explicit in their pornographic contents.
And of course we have Pusat Islam at the federal level and its
equivalent at all the state levels
who have been moral policing the
rakyat.
We prosecute those in possession
of pornographic material. We
don’t spare those viewing pornographic videos even in the confines of their homes.
Such is our revulsion for pornography that we spare no effort in
curbing and controlling pornographic material in all forms –
which is very commendable.
This is why Malaysians are flabbergasted that the police have not
moved in to take action against a

conniving pimp or a despicable
director of pornographic video.
It is difficult to believe his tale that
he went back to the hotel where
the video was filmed to retrieve
the Omega watch and consequently stumbled upon the recording equipment and discovered the recorded video. It looks
as if the video was lying there
waiting to be discovered by this
character!
‘Datuk T’

businessman and two politicians
who have publicly admitted to the
possession of a pornographic
video.
Not only that, they have even
screened this video for viewing
purposes for invited guests which
included certain media reporters;
the President of Kita, Datuk Zaid
Ibrahim; the MP for Sungai Petani,
Datuk Johari Abdul, who brought
along an unnamed Umno guy; the
former PKR member, Badrul
Hisham; and possibly many others about whom we have not been
told yet.
In other words, they are actually
screening pornographic video for
certain individuals to view in various places in Kuala Lumpur. It
would seem that they were on a
screening spree! Those who have
viewed the video have all confessed to having seen it.
These characters calling themselves ‘Datuk T’ have even
screened this video in a respectable place like the Carcosa Seri
Negara hotel with immunity,
spending RM1,350 for rental.
Why would these Datuk T – who

have openly and boldly admitted
possessing and exhibiting the
pornographic tape in their public
utterances without any restraint
– go to this extent knowing that
what they are doing is clearly in
breach of the law?
These purveyors and pedlars of
pornographic material are even
conferred the respectable term
“messenger” by none other than
the Minister in the Prime
Minister’s Department, Datuk Seri
Nazri Aziz, who is in charge of
parliament, which had passed
laws outlawing pornographic
material.
Nazri even seems to be suffering
from a sudden bout of amnesia not
knowing if there are laws prohibiting the screening of the sex video.
Sometimes ‘rule of law’ is given a
twisted meaning that we no longer
wonder why we have become the
laughing- stock of the world.
The person – Datuk Shazry Eskay
Abdullah – who claims to have
been at the hotel where this ‘performance’ was staged with a carefully selected look-alike performing artiste – comes across in the
minds of Malaysians either as a
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When he went back to the hotel to
retrieve the watch, it is unlikely
that the hotel management would
have given him the key for him to
go and look for the watch without
someone accompanying him. It
was such a sensitive room where
sexual exploits were filmed. That
particular room could not have
been accessible to all and sundry.
The hotel would not have taken
such a risk.
This would suggest that he was
part of the syndicate that was involved in the pornography industry. He had a free hand to roam
about in that room which was well
equipped with recording facilities. He and the others, it would
appear, must have been operating
from this hotel and from this room
producing sex videos either to
blackmail the unsuspecting victims or for commercial purposes.
This theory is something that is
believable. After all didn’t Ummi
Hafildah mention there are 18
pornographic videos in existence
involving politicians who have
been caught with their pants
down!
P Ramakrishnan
President
Aliran
25 March 2011

ETHNIC RELATIONS

Mainstreaming
fringe?

the

lunatic

At the very least Malaysians expect the PM to categorically
denounce extremist expressions
by Mustafa K Anuar
n the recent past, middleground Malaysia has
borne witness to a series
of disturbing public expressions by certain groups and
individuals that border on ethnic
slurring, slander and rabid racism.

I

And many a time, these public
expressions have without exception insulted the intelligence of the
average Malaysians, irrespective
of ethnic and religious backgrounds.

What’s equally disturbing is that
such articulation has caused hurt,
pain and even outrage among the
people who have been subjected
to these irrational outbursts from
the lunatic fringe. ‘Lunatic fringe’
here refers to the fanatical, extremist or irrational members of society who seem to be on the rise
lately. Perkasa and other groups
of similar disposition come to
mind immediately.
This political posturing of the lunatic fringe could possibly pose a
threat to our ethnic relations as
well as national security.
And yet de facto law minister
Nazri Aziz insists irrationally
that Malaysia’s political landscape has changed so drastically
that what was taboo or “sensitive” a few years ago is now acceptable to Malaysians.

Nazri Aziz

“Sensitive matters are now being
discussed in the open,” he told
The Malaysian Insider (20 May
2011) recently. He added, “When
something is mentioned all the
time, it becomes less sensitive and
this is a good thing because then
things can be mentioned but
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people will not take offence of it.”
Nazri’s statement was made in
the context of the recent claim by
certain blogs and subsequently
quoted by the irrepressible and irresponsible Utusan Malaysia that
the Christian community in Malaysia was involved in a conspiracy to replace Islam with
Christianity as the official religion
of the federation. This matter, as it
turned out, became easy fodder for
groups such as Perkasa to publicly express their dismay and disgust and to agitate – although
armed with no iota of evidence!

Freedom
of
or freedom

expression
to incite?

The minister’s ‘explanation’
seems to imply that freedom of
expression and of the press is in
full swing in contemporary Malaysia. Is this really so?
I don’t think so. If anything, this
so-called freedom of expression
has been applied by the powers
that be in a very selective manner.
When was the last time Malaysians were encouraged, let alone
permitted, to publicly discuss per-

tinent but ‘sensitive’ issues such
as religious conversion that has
implications on a couple’s children, meritocracy, the brain drain,
institutional racism, the NEP; history text books and the ISA, to
name but a few?
Anyway, to follow the minister’s
argument to its logical conclusion,
does freedom of expression provide the licence to the citizenry to
mouth racist remarks that could
well spark ethno-religious uneasiness or even conflict in multi-ethnic and multireligious Malaysia?
Have the authorities subscribed to
the creed that freedom of expression includes the right to cause
hatred among ethnic and religious communities?

would have reprimanded and
condemned the wild utterings of
the lunatic fringe. Of course, we’re
not suggesting that the federal
government make use of such undemocratic legal tools as the ISA,
but at the very least Malaysians
expect him to make a public statement to categorically denounce
such extremist expressions.
And in the case of the Umnoowned Utusan Malaysia, one
would think that the supposedly
concerned prime minister, who is
also the Umno president, would
have taken the paper to task for
having published unverified reports and commentaries that in-

If so, wouldn’t this new political
philosophy run counter to and
make a mockery of Prime Minister Najib Razak’s recent plea at
Oxford University for moderates
from all religious communities to
join hands in promoting justice,
freedom, hope, compassion and
goodwill (The Malaysian Insider, 17
May 2011) ? Or was that mere PR
spiel for the international crowd?
If the Najib administration is serious about reining in the extremist
and irrational elements in our
midst, one would have thought
that he and his cabinet ministers

variably hurt the feelings of certain segments of Malaysian society, thus causing disharmony and
dissatisfaction among Malaysians..
Nazri’s assertion that everyone is
entitled to speak their minds
could possibly help groups such
as Perkasa to delude themselves
into believing that they have been
entrusted to represent the sentiments and interests of ‘the MalayMuslim community’. To be sure,
many Malays and Muslims -- who
believe that Islam stands for
peace, justice and mutual respect
and at the same time abhors slander, divisiveness, and enmity – are
averse to many of the things expressed in their name by Perkasa
and its ilk.
It is in moments like this that one
is baffled by the elegant silence
displayed by many religious leaders, particularly the Muslim religious authorities. One would
think that the Muslim religious
leaders would be in a better position to rein in these social recalcitrants in keeping with the true
teachings of Islam. q

Dr Mustafa K Anuar is assistant secretary of Aliran.
Prime Minister Najib Razak

If the Najib administration is serious about reining in
the extremist and irrational elements in our midst, one
would have thought that he and his cabinet ministers
would have reprimanded and condemned the wild
utterings of the lunatic fringe.
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NAKHAIE BURIES NAJIB'S 1MALAYSIA Continued from page 40
charged for stirring up inter-ethnic passions which could be dangerous for our multi-ethnic Malaysia.
He proclaimed that it is important
that high level government positions not be awarded to non-Muslims for national security. “We
cannot give them important government positions as it is not allowed for non-Muslims to become
ministers in a Islamic state. Head
of military must also not be given
to non-Muslims.” Nakhaie is totally ignorant of the Federal Constitution which laid the foundation for this nation to exist. He
doesn’t understand the concept of
“equality before the law” and that
the Federal Constitution does not
discriminate against its citizens.
The rights of Malaysians are guaranteed under the concept of equality before the law.

Inalienable

rights

It is unfortunate that in all his utterances and ramblings there is no
notion of justice or understanding
of our history. He is blind to the
fact that all citizens irrespective
of race have an equal stake in this
land of ours with unequivocal and
inalienable rights as conferred by
the Federal Constitution under
Article 8. For the information of
Nakhaie, the government doesn’t
confer these rights.
These citizenship rights and the
responsibilities that go with it
were put beyond the pale of discussion following our return to
parliamentary democracy in1971
after the worst racial riots in our
history in 1969. It is a criminal of-

fence to question or challenge the
citizenship of non-Malays.

the realities of Malaysian politics.

Constitutional amendments in
February 1971 had entrenched the
citizenship rights of non-Malays.
Nakhaie and others of his ilk have
no right to question or challenge
this citizenship. By doing so with
impunity they only expose how
selective our system of justice is.
The wrath of the law is only applicable to those posing a threat
to the BN, so it seems.

There are also many decent and
pious Malays in the rural areas
who know what is right and
wrong. They won’t be deceived by
these conceited and misconceived
bigots preaching lies and hatred.
To portray the non-Malays as a
threat to the Malays is a foolish
attempt to project oneself as the
hero of the Malays. The Malays
are not that naïve. They can see
through this diabolical scheme to
bring chaos to this land of ours.

In the light of this historical fact,
the atrocious statements by
Nakhaie and the rest who indulge
in similar seditious statements
call for immediate action on the
part of the authorities. Action must
be taken as a matter of urgency to
preserve our peace and harmony
and protect our unity. The long
arm of the law must deal with
them severely without fear or
favour. Failure to act will only encourage the racists and the bigots
to go on a rampage.

While Nakhaie was raving and
ranting against the non-Malays,
not a single word was mentioned
by him to upbraid the corrupt or
condemn abuse of power. Nothing was said about the sad state
of our judiciary or the selective
prosecution of those seen as a
threat to the BN. No concern was
expressed over the loss of our freedom of expression or the right to
assemble peacefully.

A

mockery of
1Malaysia

We are flabbergasted that
Nakhaie is not able to comprehend a simple political logic of
our country. Not all non-Muslims
are against the BN. Many have
slavishly supported and continue
to support the BN. It is also a fact
that not all Malays support the BN
– a good number of them support
Pas and PKR. In fact urban
Malays are uneasy about the posturing of Nakhaie, Perkasa and
Pembela. Umno lost many Malay
majority constituencies to Pas and
PKR in the last election. These are
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He has made a mockery of the
PM’s 1Malaysia catch-phrase,
which was presented as all embracing and inclusive, promising
equal treatment and opportunity
for all Malaysians. It is strange
that even the PM has failed to protect his own slogan by not reprimanding Nakhaie for undermining his efforts in fostering unity.
It seems, Nakhaie has a free hand
to bury Najib’s 1 Malaysia! q

P Ramakrishnan is president of Aliran.
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Nakhaie bu r i e s
1Malaysia!

Najib’s

It is strange that even the PM has failed to protect his own
slogan by not reprimanding Nakhaie for undermining his
efforts in fostering unity
by P Ramakrishnan
f an ignorant man talks
nonsense we can easily
forgive him for you don’t
expect any spectacular
wisdom from an ignoramus. But
when a person who is perceived
as educated and scholarly speaks
rubbish, you are rightly outraged.

I

This is exactly what happened
when Mohd Nakhaie Ahmad, the
former president of the Islamic
Da’wah Foundation Malaysia
(Yadim) and one-time lawmakerturned-traitor to the voters who
elected him, came out with statements which are clearly scandalous, seditious and atrocious regarding the non-Malays in this
country.

Talking

nonsense

Nakhaie questioned the loyalty of
non-Muslims in the country declaring that the community’s
rights must be re-evaluated – obviously forgetting his own shameful past when he showed no loyalty to the party that sponsored
him as a candidate and those who
elected him. He had displayed a
total absence of integrity without

Nakhaie

any qualms when he became a
frog and leaped over to the
Barisan Nasional. He is not in the
least qualified to talk about loyalty.
According to him, the treatment
of non-Muslims must be based on
the agreed social contract; he
pointed out that the government
had been too gracious to the community. Nakhaie absolutely
doesn’t understand that the social
contract agreed upon is reflected
in the Federal Constitution. The
Federal Constitution is the outcome of that social contract. The
rights and responsibilities of all
Malaysians are laid out in this
framework and guaranteed.
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He is, of course, talking nonsense
when he says, “Civil rights given
to them include the right to vote,
participation in politics, hold office, involvement in the military
and so forth but we cannot just
willingly give them everything.”
For the information of Nakhaie,
these are unquestionable citizenship rights. For a one-time lawmaker to be totally ignorant of this
fact indicates that he is hardly an
enlightened leader and scholar.
He shames himself by his ignorance and intolerance.
He declared, “If the agreement is
broken then action must be taken
against them. If they break our
agreement then they are our enemy and must be expelled from
the country. We must not compromise with them. We must be stern
with them when it comes to the
social contract agreed.” The social
contract is only broken when narrow-minded and intolerant bigots
like him preach hatred and spread
lies to inflame a certain strata of
our citizens to view the nonMalays as enemies. He should be

Continued on page 39

