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Sabah: Still a “Fixed Deposit”?
Prospect and Challenges of the 13th General Election in Sabah
by Arnold Puyok

The upcoming 13th General Election is sure to be a
hotly contested election. It will be a litmus test for
Prime Minister Najib Razak who is banking on his
“transformational agenda” to return the BN to
power. Indeed, to restore the BN to a two-thirds majority. For PR, the election is seen as Anwar Ibrahim’s
last chance to take over Putrajaya after the alleged
September 16 coup failed. Even though many of the
seats contested come from Peninsular Malaysia, the
real battle will be in Sabah and Sarawak. In the 2008
General Election, the 54 seats from East Malaysia ensured BN a simple majority win. Without the 54 seats,
BN would have lost power to the opposition, in the
event of party crossovers. Consequently Sabah and
Sarawak are considered as BN’s “fixed deposits”.

Lajim Ukin

his article is an attempt
to look into the prospect
and challenges of the
13th General Election in
Sabah especially in light of the
withdrawal of two Sabah leaders
from BN – Wilfred Bumburing of
UPKO (United Pasok Momogun
Kadazandusun Association) and
Lajim Ukin of Sabah UMNO
(United
Malays
National
Organisation). With the persistent
attacks on Sabah Chief Minister,
Musa Aman for his alleged involvement in an international
money laundering scandal and
the Wilfred-Lajim factor, BN is
expected to face a tough challenge
from the opposition to retain
Sabah. The article argues that if
the opposition is able to form a

Wilfred Bumburing
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EDITOR'S

NOTE

Sabah will be a focal point in the coming general
election, especially after the defections of two BN
MPs. If the opposition can avoid contesting threecornered contests then Sabah’s status as a BN ‘fixed
deposit’ state could hang in the balance.
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strong alliance and avoid contesting against each other, it could
affect Sabah’s fixed deposit status.
Similarly, failure on BN’s part to
address the perennial Sabah issues such as the illegal immigrant
problems and state autonomy will
affect its chances of returning to
power.

the

Categorising
Seats
Contested

For analytical purposes, all the 60
state and 25 parliamentary seats
contested in Sabah will be divided into three categories: “safe”
BN seats (where BN has more
than an 80 percent chance of winning), “marginal” or “50-50” seats
(where electoral support can go
either to BN or the opposition)
and “opposition” seats (where
the opposition has more than an
80 percent chance of winning).
This prospect is based on the following two factors: 1) Changes in
the number of registered voters
according to age and ethnicity
and 2) Less multi-cornered but
more one-to-one contests in the
“marginal” areas. The opposition
here refers to PR comprising PKR
(Parti Keadilan Rakyat), DAP
(Democratic Action Party), and
PAS (Parti Islam Se-Malaysia).
The other local-based opposition
parties are STAR (State Reform
Party) Sabah and SAPP (Sabah
People’s Progressive Party).

The

Safe

BN

Seats

There are 42 safe BN state seats
and most are Muslim-majority. At
the parliamentary level, there are
nine safe BN seats with a large
number of Muslim Bumiputera
voters and they all belong to
UMNO. (See Table 1 & 2) With the

absence of alternative Muslimbased parties, the majority of the
Muslim electorate will remain in
UMNO. Among the weapons
used by UMNO to maintain Muslim support are the persistent
championing of Islam as a religion that unites the Muslims and
the practice of on-the-spot development funds allocation.
The Muslim-majority areas will be
BN’s key seats that will help maintain the party’s grip on power.
PKR appears to fail to take the
Muslim support from UMNO.
One of the reasons is the lack of
credible and popular Muslim
leaders in the party. The present
Sabah PKR chief, Ahmad
Thamrin is not popular among the
Muslim electorate while another
well-known Muslim leader,
Ansari Abdullah, does not have
strong Muslim support beyond
his base in Tuaran.
There is also the assumption that
UMNO is falling apart due to the
factions formed by supporters of
Musa Aman and Federal Minister, Shafie Afdal. However, the socalled factions do not affect
UMNO that much. So far, Musa
has been able to keep the Muslim
support in UMNO intact. Musa
has also successfully defused the
Bajau challenge led by Salleh
Said, a former Chief Minister and
currently Sabah UMNO deputy
chief.
Despite the attacks on Musa for
his alleged involvement in a financial scandal, Najib seems to
be mindful not to pursue the case
with intensive investigations.
Najib knows that Musa has the
clout to decide the fate of BN in
Sabah. Asking Musa to resign be-
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fore the election would put Sabah
BN at great risk. The question is,
if Musa resigned, who will be the
most likely candidate to replace
him? Many people believe that
Najib has an eye on Shafie, his
loyal ally from Semporna, Sabah.
But others have mentioned Salleh
Said, Musa’s number two in
Sabah UMNO. Salleh is considered more liberal, in tune with the
times and therefore, potentially,
acceptable to Najib. Another possible candidate is Hajiji Noor, a
senior UMNO member in the
Sabah Cabinet.

The
Marginal
or 50-50 Seats
There are 10 marginal or 50-50
seats at the state level. Of the 10
seats, three are currently held by
Gerakan (Parti Gerakan Rakyat
Malaysia), two each by LDP (Liberal Democratic Party), PBS (Parti
Bersatu Sabah), and SAPP respectively, and one by UPKO. The
three seats currently held by
Gerakan previously belonged to
LDP (1) and SAPP (2) previously.
After an internal party conflict,
Peter Pang, Au Kam Wah and
Raymond Tan left their parties
and joined the Gerakan. The three
seats are considered as marginal
as they were won under LDP and
SAPP tickets. There is a high possibility that the voters might
change their support to the opposition as a mark of protest over the
decision of their leaders to join the
peninsular-based Gerakan. The
two state seats currently held by
LDP, Tg. Kapor and Merotai, were
won by Teo Chee Kang and Pang
Yuk Ming after the opposition
failed to agree on a one-to-one
contest in 2008. The opposition’s
chances of winning the two seats

Sabah

Constituencies

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(7) Page 5

from BN are high in the upcoming election if it can avoid multicornered fights.
The other two marginal seats are
in Tandek and Kadamaian. The
PBS won the two seats in 2008 by
marginal majorities. Grassroots
sentiments in the two areas seem
to indicate that the voters are unhappy with BN over its failure to
address a number of local issues
such as Native Customary Rights
(NCR) land and poverty. The BN’s
handling of the Tambatuon dam
in Kadamaian has also been
strongly criticised. Many people
are also calling for the incumbent
BN representatives to step down
and to allow “winnable” candidates to take over. There are several lobby groups in Kadamaian
that call for the incumbent Herbert
Timbun Lagadan to make way for
a younger candidate.
Likas and Luyang are regarded
as marginal seats simply because
both were won under SAPP when
the party was still with BN. With
SAPP now outside the ruling
party, the opposition has raised
its stakes in the two areas. The
SAPP’s victory in the two areas in
2008 with marginal majorities
shows that the opposition is
highly popular there. In fact, had
the DAP and PKR agreed to cooperate, SAPP would have lost in
the 2008 election. The voters’
mood in the upcoming election
will depend on SAPP’s next
course of action.
So far, SAPP has not made any
decision as to whether it would
re-join BN or remain with the opposition. SAPP appears to have a
“game” of its own. SAPP’s neither
“here-nor-there” stance has not

been well received by other localbased opposition parties even
though its leaders could be seen
attending
political
rallies
organised by other opposition
parties. SAPP’s future will depend on how well it can lobby to
contest in Chinese and mixed areas. But again this will be difficult as DAP has strongly indicated
its desire to contest in Chinesemajority areas. Unless SAPP and
STAR Sabah are willing to compromise, they will have to contest
against each other in mixed areas.
There are 13 marginal seats at the
parliamentary level. Four of the
seats are currently held by UPKO
and UMNO, three by PBS, and
two by SAPP. Most of the marginal
parliamentary seats are non-Muslim Bumiputera-majority. The
prospect of all 12 seats remaining
with BN is dependent upon the
reaction of the voters to the RCI
(Royal Commission of Inquiry) to
investigate the presence of illegal
immigrants in Sabah and leadership issues.
Three of the main parties representing the Kadazandusuns are
PBS, UPKO and PBRS (Parti
Bersatu Rakyat Sabah). Joseph
Pairin Kitingan, the president of
PBS, is now regarded by the
Kadazandusuns as an ineffective
leader who is not as aggressive as
before in fighting for state rights
and autonomy. Pairin has defended PBS’ “accommodative”
and “census-building” approach
but the Kadazandusuns see it as
a sign of weak leadership.
Bernard Dompok, the president of
UPKO is also in a dilemma after
the withdrawal of his deputy,
Wilfred Bumburing from BN. It is

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(7) Page 6

believed that more UPKO members will leave the party, if not
sooner, then later. Dompok, who
was previously praised for speaking against the banning of the
word “Allah” in Catholic
churches, is now slowly losing
influence in Penampang. Joseph
Kurup who leads another
Kadazandusun-based
party,
PBRS, could lose his seat in
Pensiangan if he fails to address
local sentiments there. He won the
seat uncontested in 2008 after the
candidacy of the opposition candidate was rejected on “technical
grounds”.
The performance of the
Kadazandusun-based BN parties
will be seriously affected given the
negative perception of the
Kadazandusun electorate towards Kadazandusun leaders.
The Kadazandusun voters have
the habit of “kicking” their leaders out of office. This was evident
in 1995 when many of the
Kadazandusun leaders (for instance, Bernard Dompok and Jeffrey Kitingan) who left PBS in 1994
were voted out. In fact, BN lost in
all the non-Muslim Bumiputera
seats in 1995.

The

Opposition

Seats

There are eight state seats where
the opposition could win. Presently, only one of the eight seats is
held by the opposition (DAP in Sri
Tanjong). The other seven seats
are currently held by PBS (5) and
one each by UPKO and MCA. PBS
won all the five seats in 2008 by
narrow majorities. Api-Api and
Bingkor, for instance, were won
by PBS candidates with less than
200 votes. The hugely popular
Christina Liew of PKR is set to win

in Api-Api if Yee Moh Chai of PBS
is fielded. In 2008, Jeffrey
Kitingan’s chances of winning in
Bingkor were reduced after two
independent candidates contested to split the votes. However,
Jeffrey’s chances of winning in the
upcoming election remain high,
given STAR Sabah’s growing
popularity in the rural areas.

Table 1:

The 13th General Election Prospects
in the Sabah Parliamentary Constituencies

The other seats such as Inanam,
Tg. Aru and Kundasang were
won by PBS in 2008 after the opposition failed to avoid multi-cornered fights. In Kundasang, the
incumbent from PBS is said to be
willing to give way to a winnable
candidate. Among the names
mentioned is Henrynus Amin, the
PBS secretary-general. However,
PBS’ chances of retaining the seat
remain uncertain given STAR
Sabah’s and SAPP’s rising popularity in the area.
The other two favourite state opposition seats are Kepayan and
Kuala Penyu. In 2008, MCA won
in Kepayan yet again after the
opposition failed to form an alliance. The opposition’s votes combined (7758) could have easily defeated MCA (6162). Given the sentiments of the urban and Chinese
voters, Kepayan is set to be won
by the opposition in the 13th General Election.

tion is set to make inroads there.
Failure to field a strong candidate
in Kuala Penyu will affect UPKO’s
chances of retaining the seat.

In Kuala Penyu, the battle of the
two Johns in 2008 saw John
Ghani of PKR lose to John Teo of
UPKO by a very narrow majority.
The opposition’s chances of winning in Kuala Penyu remain intact given John Ghani’s popularity there. Kuala Penyu is one of
the state seats under the Beaufort
parliamentary seat. With Lajim’s
withdrawal from BN, the opposi-

At the parliamentary level, the
opposition’s chances of winning
in Kota Kinabalu, Pensiangan and
Sandakan are high. In Kota
Kinabalu, DAP and PKR are set
to slug it out once again unless
they agree not to contest against
each other. In 2008, the contest
between DAP and PKR saw DAP
winning with just 106 votes. Even
if there is a split in the opposition
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votes, it will not be huge enough
to give the advantage to BN. Needless to say, BN only managed to
secure 8420 votes in 2008, compared to the opposition’s combined votes of 18822. Sandakan
will remain a favourite opposition
seat given LDP’s razor thin majority of 176 votes in 2008.

Challenges

Ahead

It is important to look at the marginal seats in which BN and the
opposition have equal chances of
winning. Given the popularity of

Table 2 : Prospects for the Sabah State Constituencies

STAR Sabah and Jeffrey in the
Kadazandusun areas, it is possible for the opposition to make
significant inroads there. As
stated, BN must do something
dramatic, if not drastic in order to
change the mood of the
Kadazandusun electorate. Announcing the formation of the RCI
might help boost BN’s popularity. Presenting an alternative or
more attractive policy to address
Sabah issues might help as well.
It appears that the Kadazandusuns are frustrated with their
leaders and want them to provide
new strategies to develop the
Kadazandusun
community.
Some are also questioning their
leaders’ sincerity in voicing the
Kadazandusuns’ concerns over
the alleged domination of Sabah
by UMNO. Many Kadazandusuns have regarded Joseph
Pairin Kitingan, Maximus Ongkili
and Bernard Dompok as seasoned politicians who have overstayed in power.
Najib’s recent visit to the interior
town of Keningau brought cheers
to local people who have been
deprived of development for
many years. Najib announced
close to half a billion ringgit in
federal loans to develop the integrated livestock farming in Sook
and water supply in Keningau.
Earlier, Najib also announced the
establishment of the Kadazandusun college in Tambunan,
Pairin’s hometown. However,
whether all of these are capable of
bolstering the Kadazandusun
support behind the BN remains
to be seen.
Even though it is said that BN
could win comfortably in 42 state
and nine parliamentary seats, it
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must not underestimate the influence of PKR in these areas. Without a strong and credible party to
represent BN in the Chinese areas, it would be difficult for BN to
provide a strong challenge to the
opposition. The LDP is no longer
regarded as a strong Chinesebased party in BN. It is not in good
shape particularly after the departure of Chong Kah Kiat. The party
is also divided between those
who support Chong and those
who are aligned to Liew Vui
Keong, the present president.
The opposition has a lot of
chances of winning a considerable number of state and parliamentary seats in the 13th General
Election – provided opposition
candidates avoid contesting
against each other. The PKR has
indicated that it would focus on
parliamentary seats and would
leave the local-based parties to
contest at state level. The onus is
now on the state-based local parties. The DAP and LDP cannot go
beyond the Chinese areas. It
would be highly likely that STAR
Sabah will contest in all the
Kadazandusun areas, in particular, those seats currently held by
PBS, UPKO and PBRS. The SAPP
might contest in areas it currently
holds and might ask for some
concession to contest in mixed
constituencies. The PKR might
contest in all the Malay-based areas. However, without credible
and popular Malay leaders in
PKR, it will be difficult for the
party to penetrate into the MalayMuslim territories.

New

Developments

On July 29, two BN leaders –
Wilfred Bumburing and Lajim

Ukin – decided to leave BN and
pledged their support for PR. Interestingly, both did not indicate
their desire to become members of
any of the opposition parties in
Sabah. Wilfred formed a coalition
called Angkatan Perubahan
Sabah (APS) as his new platform
while Lajim introduced the
Pakatan Perubahan Sabah (PPS).
PKR de facto leader Anwar
Ibrahim was present at the
launching of the two coalitions.
Wilfred and Lajim said they could
no longer work with BN as it has
failed to address Sabah issues.
Looking closely, APS’ and PPS’
manifestos are a repeat of the campaign issues championed by
STAR Sabah and SAPP. It is likely
that Anwar has a “job” for Wilfred
i.e. to spearhead PR’s influence in
the Kadazandusun areas where
electoral support is split between
the Kitingan brothers. Lajim will
be Anwar’s “torchbearer” in the
Muslim areas. It is too early to tell
the impact of the Wilfred-Lajim
factor. Wilfred’s withdrawal has
jolted UPKO a bit as more of its
members are said to be leaving.
Lajim who is popular among the
Bisaya community is expected to
weaken BN’s stronghold in the
southern part of Sabah.

Conclusion
In the 13th General Election, BN
will return to power with at least
42 state seats in Sabah. It will also
win comfortably in nine parliamentary seats. The BN, however,
is weak in the Kadazandusun and
Chinese areas. Due to STAR
Sabah’s growing popularity and
the inability of BN leaders to address Sabah issues effectively, a
considerable number of the
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Kadazandusun BN supporters
have ditched the party and joined
the opposition. Failure to provide
a clear and new vision to develop
the Kadazandusun community
could spell trouble for BN
Kadazandusun-based parties.
Apart from the Kadazandusun
areas, the opposition has the upper hand to retain a sizeable number of Chinese-based areas. Lack
of credible Chinese leaders to represent BN is one of the factors. The
LDP is perceived as a weak Chinese party as it only controls a
marginal number of seats in the
state and national parliaments.
The BN has to do more than channelling development funds to retain its electorate support in
Sabah. It has to address issues
such as illegal immigrants, customary lands, uneven development, to name a few local issues.
In the same way, the opposition
has to provide alternative policies
to address these issues. Promoting the “Borneo Agenda” alone
without offering practical solutions will not convince the electorate to abandon BN. The
opposition’s chances of taking
over from BN will also be significantly reduced if it fails to form a
strong alliance, and to avoid contesting against each other in the
marginal areas. q

Dr Arnold Puyok is a lecturer in the Faculty of Administrative Science and
Policy Studies, Universiti
Teknologi MARA (UiTM)
Sabah.

INTER-ETHNIC RELATIONS

Piss off, Tanda
filmmakers!

Putera

It is despicable that lies are being invented and history is being
distorted to serve selfish interests to preserve power and position
by P Ramakrishnan
t is a wonder how the
makers of the film,
Tanda Putera, raked up
an incident in our history that had never been documented or talked about. In fact,
such an incident never even took
place!

I

Yet, the producer-director,
Shuhaimi Baba, claims that the
events depicted in the movie are
based on established truth. “My
team and I did a lot of research,
such as studying documented
materials and photographs, to
make sure the scenes were backed
by historical facts,” she asserted
on 4 August 2012.

Shuhaimi Baba
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But where was it documented and by whom that
Lim Kit Siang had urinated on the flagpole (in the
compound of) the Selangor Menteri Besar’s residence while at the same time shouting a racial slur?
Which photographer captured this alleged despicable act being committed?
We need to ask some simple questions:
• Can anyone just wander into the Menteri Besar’s
residence, pee on the flagpole and quietly walk
away?
• Isn’t the Menteri Besar’s residence gated and
guarded?
• If this incident had actually taken place, why
hadn’t anyone mentioned it over the last 43
years? Was it classified under the OSA?
• If Kit Siang had committed this unmentionable
act, wouldn’t they have finished him off politically long ago? He wouldn’t have survived this
alleged sordid episode! No sane person would
have supported him!
• How could this incident have taken place when
Kit Siang had irrevocably established the fact that
he was not in Kuala Lumpur on 11–13 May 1969?
• Was Kit Siang a delinquent or educationally subnormal or mentally deranged to have committed
this shameful act?
• Knowing Kit Siang, would anyone believe that
he would be that foolhardy to commit this insane act?
The answers to these questions are simple and
straightforward. This incident could not have taken
place at all! Shuhaimi Baba should not attempt to
apply artistic licence to an episode that is as serious
and dangerous as the nation’s bloody 13 May 1969
riots!
Kit Siang is known to have walked the straight path
of decency by observing the norms of good conduct.
Without such an unblemished record it would not
have been possible for him to have remained as the
longest-serving Opposition Leader in our parliamentary democracy.
But why is this incident – without doubt a figment
of the imagination – projected as something that has
taken place to denigrate and degrade him?
Is it because – as many tend to think – the DAP has
evolved into a formidable force posing the fiercest

Kit Siang is known to have walked the straight path of
decency

challenge to the BN by threatening to wipe out the
MCA? Is it because of this fear that the makers of
this film have chosen to be part of this political ploy
to save Umno?
It is despicable that lies are being invented and history is being distorted to serve selfish interests to
preserve power and position.
This disgraceful conduct also poses a challenge to
the electorate: Are we going to condone lies and
deceit or will we have the moral courage to punish
the BN – or more specifically Umno – for this unforgivable lie and rotten conduct at the 13th General
Election?
It is despicable that lies are being invented and history is being distorted to serve selfish interests to
preserve power and position.
This disgraceful conduct also poses a challenge to
the electorate: Are we going to condone lies and deceit or will we have the moral courage to punish the
BN – or more specifically Umno – for this unforgivable lie and rotten conduct at the 13th General Election? q
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ing it from raising water tariffs,
thus hindering its ability to improve services.
Instead of allowing Syabas to begin water rationing, the state government has now set up a special
team to oversee the operations of
Syabas. The team comprises representatives from Kumpulan
Darul Ehsan Bhd, Konsortium
ABBAS, Kumpulan Perangsang
Selangor
and
Perangsang
Selangor.

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

NGOs back Selangor’s
water takeover bid

not fulfilled its responsibilities
under the terms of the concession.

We, the undersigned NGOs,
support Selangor Mentri Besar
Khalid Ibrahim’ decision to exercise its right to take over the operations of state water concessionaire Syabas, apparently provided
for under clause 32 of the concession agreement.

He claims the firm:
• has failed to reduce non-revenue water below the contractual threshold of 20 per cent
• owes nearly RM3bn to water
treatment facility operators
• has failed to invest in facilities
and infrastructure to fulfil its
responsibilities of supplying
adequate water to the state

By unilaterally announcing water rationing, Syabas is holding an
elected state government and the
people of Selangor (and the Federal Territories of Putrajaya and
Kuala Lumpur) to ransom.

For its part, Syabas has accused
the state government of prevent-

Since the Pakatan-led government
came to power in April 2008, a
tussle has developed between the
Selangor government and private
water concessionaire Syabas,
which was appointed by the previous BN-led state administration. Selangor has claimed that it
is a victim of a lopsided contract
with a hostile BN-linked contractor.
Water is too precious a basic daily
essential item to be kicked around
as political football, let alone
monopolised by any party. Alas,
in Malaysia since the introduction
of neoliberal policies, the treatment and supply of water has been
privatised. It has become a private
monopoly.

Syabas has claimed that treated
water reserves are now down to 2
per cent compared to the 20 per
cent required to maintain adequate supply.
But Khalid has pointed out that
all seven dams in the state are not
only full to capacity but overflowing.
For the MB, this sorry state of affairs has risen because Syabas has

The firm is required to present
daily reports to State Secretary
Mohamed Khusrin Munawi and
state water regulator Nordin
Sulaiman, who is also state water
management chief. Additionally,
water consulting firms Halcrow,
Suez and Wessex Water will review and verify Syabas’ reports.

Khalid Ibrahim
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We demand that the federal government and the National Water
Services Commission (SPAN) act
immediately to facilitate the take-

over of the operations of Syabas
by the Selangor state government.
The interest of the rakyat has to be
a priority. Indeed, water should
never have been privatised to any
crony or company in the first instance.
The rakyat are watching to see
how the federal government,
which professes ‘People first’ in
its sloganeering, will handle this
issue. We should not allow the
rakyat to be kicked around yet
again. The general election is
around the corner.
Endorsed by (as of 26 July):
1 . Persatuan Aliran Kesedaran
Negara (Aliran)
2. Penang Watch
3 . SOS Penang
4. The LLG Cultural Development Centre
5 . People’s Green Coalition
6. Center for Orang Asli Concerns
7. SOS Selangor
8. Jaringan Rakyat Tertindas
(Jerit)
9. Penang Heritage Trust
21 July 2012

The Rafizi arrest:
Blowing off the
messenger

George Kent, Rafizi’s arrest today
was associated with his disclosure of three financial accounts related to the controversial National
Feedlot Corporation (NFC) and its
chairperson Mohd Salleh Ismail.
Rafizi was charged for having allegedly breached the secrecy provisions of the banking law “by
producing, divulging, revealing,
publishing or otherwise disclosing, of any information or document whatsoever relating to the
affairs or account of a banking
customer”.
For all intents and purposes, the
arrest
is
tantamount
to
criminalising a conscientious
whistleblower whose primary
objective is to reveal information
for the benefit of the general public and taxpayers.
Worse, this arrest can also be interpreted as a warning to future
whistleblowers who intend to
unravel financial scandals involving individuals close to the powers-that-be. This is certainly a foolish way to convince the Malaysian public that the Najib administration is serious about waging
war against corruption.

Aliran condemns the arrest of
Parti Keadilan Rakyat strategic
director Mohd Rafizi Ramli under
section 97(1) of the Banks and Financial Institutions Act (Bafia),
which carries a maximum jail
sentence of three years and a fine
of up to RM3m.
Very much known for his recent
expose of the award of the
Ampang LRT extension project to
water-meter and tank-maker

Mohd Rafizi Ramli
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The arrest and charge mounted
against Rafizi in the wake of the
George Kent controversy only
lends credence to the suspicion
that the PKR strategic director’s
latest move has made the ruling
Umno-BN so jittery that it responded with a knee-jerk reaction.
We call upon the federal government to stop criminalising conscientious citizens such as Rafizi —
and instead to seriously go after
the crooked.
Aliran Executive Committee
1 August 2012

No more NST
for Aliran!
As of today, Aliran has stopped
subscribing to the New Straits
Times.
It is a decision that was postponed several times because we
felt we had to monitor the mainstream media’s coverage. But the
one-sided reporting and the biased coverage have been hard to
stomach; indeed it has upset
thinking and caring Malaysians.
It does not mean we are now going to subscribe to The Star. We
discontinued The Star and
Utusan many years ago for the
same reason. The Star’s reporting
has been even worse than the
NST. (But some might dispute
this!) We shan’t even talk about
Utusan…
Of late, both The Star’s and the
NST’s coverage of the political
situation has been nauseating.
There is a commonality in blatantly misleading the public. Malaysians are misinformed, told to
keep their eyes only on one side of

the coin and kept in the dark about
the other side.

the Barisan Nasional, dishing out
filth and dirt.

The Opposition is deliberately
denied space in their coverage.
The Opposition is misquoted and
words are added when they were
not even uttered. Repeated and
strenuous attempts by the Opposition to rebut misleading reporting are totally ignored, unfairly
and unjustly.

The question is, are we going to
allow this flippant attitude to continue at our expense? It is only the
people who can bring about
change. It is only we who can
bring back ethical journalism in
the media, throw out gutter reporting once and for all, and stop this
nationally detrimental exercise.

Journalistic ethics and adherence
to truth are no longer sacrosanct.
They have gone with the wind.
Spinning stories and inventing
lies to distort the truth are no
longer antithetical to respectable
journalism.

If we stop reading the mainstream
media, their circulation will suffer. Once the advertisers know
about the drop in circulation, they
will stop advertising in these
newspapers. Then, the owners
will be hit hard where it hurts; the
bottom-line will turn red due to
the drop in revenue.

According to the deputy chief editor of Utusan Malaysia, Mohd
Zaini Hassan, such wanton disgraceful conduct is fine as long as
the Opposition is targeted! He
calls it spinning and not lying. It
looks like it is a declared policy to
support gutter journalism!
This reported admission of unethical journalism is revolting and
reprehensible. Mohd Zaini made
this remark at a forum on social
media organised by Biro Tata
Negara and the 1Malaysia Social
Media Convention secretariat.
Genuine mass media practitioners practise their craft to get as
close to the truth as possible. They
should never be partisan politicians, but mass media practitioners – certainly never propagandists.
Appealing to the good sense of
editors to uphold decency and
morality is not going to make any
difference. They will remain indifferent and continue to be tools of

Editors will come to their senses.
In the final analysis, it is the
ringgit and sen that is dear to the
owners and their editors – not the
values or virtues of true journalism.
When this financial flow is cut off,
they will have to sit up and behave as they ought to, by paying
homage to truth and justice, and
give us the respect we deserve as
readers and advertisers.
Aliran has taken that first step to
deny them the profits they never
deserve as propagandists. Are
you as readers and advertisers
ready to follow suit? (Some readers may already have done so a
long time ago.) Together, we can
make a difference and turn this
nation of ours into a beacon for
truth and justice.
P Ramakrishnan
Aliran Executive Committee
1 August 2012
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Continued from page 36
Islam -- freedom, justice and equality before the eyes of God.
As a matter of faith and conviction we are either Muslims, Christians, Hindus, Buddhists, Sikhs or
others. Islam celebrates religious
plurality and acknowledges the
“claim of exclusivity to its belief
and teachings” and accords a respect to the “absolutist doctrine”
of all transcendental religions.
And the bottom-line is, we are all
Malaysians by way of belonging
to one nation called Malaysia. Yes
that is the identity we all share
and cherish together, to have a
nation worthy of our love, respect
and sacrifice.
For Islam to be at the centre of national cohesion and solidarity, the
promotion of Islam must be inclusive, voluntary and just.
I look forward to seeing a contestation moving away from the polemical issue of hudud and Islamic state and would cherish
that the democratic and electoral
process maturing further into an
advocacy based on policy debates,
performance on delivery and leadership acumen.
That will surely augur well for the
dawn of “A New Malaysia”. q

Dr Dzulkefly Ahmad is
executive director at the
PAS Research Centre.
Source:
themalaysianinsider.com

PENANG FORUM 5

Penang:
intelligent,

International,
liveable

Penang can be transformed into a place that attracts human
talent and formulates people-centric policies that can
transform it into a developed, sustainable and inclusive
economy without poverty
by Lim Guan Eng
wish to thank the
Penang Forum for inviting me to be here to
speak to you this morning on my vision for Penang as an
international liveable city. I think
that it is a tribute to the vibrancy
of Penang’s civil society that the
Penang Forum has continued
year after year to organise and to
mobilise Penangites to take an interest and to play their part in determining the future of their city
and their state.

I

I was told that I would be walking into a wolves’ pit but one of
my favourite films is the Oscar
award-winning movie, Dancing
With The Wolves. Even though I
expect to be criticised and even
roundly abused, this is part of
participatory democracy, which
this four-year-old PR state government is proud to initiate as well
as be involved in. Even Lim Mah
Hui who is so critical continues
to serve at Penang Institute and
the MPPP as councillor, which is
never found in BN-controlled
states.
But criticise us for the right rea-

Lim Guan Eng addressing Penang Forum 5

sons not for the wrong ones. We
will admit honest mistakes but not
bear the sins of the past. We will
act against corruption and abuse
of power but will also react
strongly against the false allegations against our integrity. This
government is clean and we are
proud of our integrity in leadership which is acknowledged far
and wide.

‘Penang Leads’
We are proud of not only being
the first state in Malaysia to enjoy
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freedom of speech but also freedom after speech with Speakers’
Squares at both the island and the
mainland. As Chief Minister, my
doors are always open to members of civil society in Penang, and
I welcome this opportunity to engage with and to listen to the
Penang public.
Penang is never easy to govern,
much less rule. I was told that a
former Ketua Setiausaha Negara
once proclaimed that if a federal
civil servant can handle the people
of Penang and can do well in

Penang, then he is good enough
to handle a position anywhere in
Malaysia. I think this is due to two
success
factors
that
is
quintessentially Penang.
One is to forge a strong civil society, society must first be civilised.
In that respect, Penang takes the
lead with a strong education base
and tradition with democratic institutions. Two, Penang boasts of
producing some of the best and
brightest in Malaysia – our quality human talent.
In 1951, A S M Hawkins, the British Supervisor of Elections for the
local elections for George Town,
the first to be held in Malaya, reported that:
“Penang is a suitable ground for
the growth of democratic institutions … Its long and honourable
record in education has given it a
higher degree of literacy than
other towns. [Local institutions]
help to weld the people into a community not only of common interests, but of common ideals. There
are also local pride and local patriotism, not split by the schizophrenia of a metropolitan town.
A town that has on its lips the
words “Penang Leads”, as Birmingham has “Forward”, and
uses the motto neither as a prayer
nor an aspiration, nor yet as a
boast but as a simple assertion of
fact, is obviously a place of quality.”

Neglect
and
stagnation
Penang is still a place of quality.
But over the previous 18 years, we
have seen the motto “Penang
Leads” fall away from the lips of
Penangites, and have suffered in-

stead the indignity of being
branded “Pulau Pinang Darul
Sampah” by a certain doctor from
Kubang Pasu. We have suffered
from neglect and mismanagement.
The historical Penang Port, once
the principal port of the Federation, two and a half times larger
than Port Klang in 1950, is now
only No. 5 in Malaysia, behind
Bintulu and Johor. The Federal
government has given up and
now offers to privatise it or
piratise it since there was no open
competitive tender. The neglect of
our roads and physical infrastructure is such that no less than
Lee Kuan Yew said in 2009 that
we were in danger of falling behind Ipoh and Seremban.
The only way out is to go back to
basics – follow the secrets of
Penang’s successes in the past,
which is to be part of the global
community. We must transform
Penang to be an international and
intelligent city with world class
standards, best practices and a
magnet for human talent.
Penang as an international and
intelligent city is leveraged on
building a liveable city that attracts human talent and formulates people-centric policies that
will transforms Penang into a developed, sustainable and inclusive economy without poverty.
Naturally this is focused on three
key areas of growing the economy
that is inclusive, establishing centres of excellence in our core competencies and improving liveability.
We have the Penang Blueprint,
until shelved to allow a collaborative effort with the federal gov-
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ernment through the Greater
Penang Masterplan. I spoke to
Datuk Seri Idris Jala last week
who said that he is still trying to
get a date with the Prime Minister
to present the conclusions reached
together. Let’s hope it would not
be after the general elections.

Space
and
opportunities
Being an international city does
not mean that we have to ape cities like Singapore or Hong Kong
or even KL. Penang has to find its
own niche based on its own comparative strengths and advantages. So long as KL remains the
administrative and financial centre of the country, Penang must
play a secondary role.
But being a secondary city does
not mean that we can or should
accept being second-class or second-rate. Secondary cities such as
Barcelona, Melbourne and
Edinburgh can be as rich and of
comparable international stature
as the capital cities in their own
countries. Well run secondary cities should be refreshing counterparts to mega-metropolises, given
the latter’s pressures of “grime,
crime and time”.
Of course, we need a fair allocation of resources by the Central
Government. But we also need a
change in mindset to one that demands and expects international
standards of governance and development, and one that
recognises Penang as a worldclass city that is able to attract international talent and that is deserving of a place on the world
stage.
We want to build a Penang that

has space and opportunities for
all. One of the issues facing
Penang today is a shortage of opportunities for our young people.
A common lament that I often hear
among parents in Penang is how
they maintain large homes for
Chinese New Year and Hari Raya
when the family is together, but
for the rest of the year their homes
are empty because their sons and
daughters have left for KL and
Singapore to find jobs and to raise
their families.
As much as we welcome and respect our senior citizens, Penang
deserves better than to become just
a retirement community. A successful Penang will grow, and to
be successful Penang has to grow
in population, in order to develop
the economic density that is necessary to create and sustain highpaying jobs, cultural facilities and
good public transport.

Managing

pressure

There are those who will oppose
this, fearing increased traffic and
property prices. But the truth is
that the price of stagnation has
been that Penang has lost the best
and brightest of her sons and
daughters, while over the past 20
years the populations of towns in
the Klang Valley and Singapore
have doubled through the economic migration of our young
people.
If increased economic pressures
on space are the price of growth,
then we must manage these pressures so that Penangites are not
priced out of their own homeland.
We believe that the state government has an active role to play in
the building and financing of affordable housing, and we have set

up a State Housing Board and
have recently announced a
RM500m fund to finance 18,000
affordable homes, including 1,328
in Jln SP Chelliah (Lines Road) in
George Town, 12,000 units in the
new industrial park in Batu
Kawan and the remainder elsewhere in the state.
We have increased the minimum
threshold for foreign purchases of
land to RM2m for landed property on the Island, [and we are also
now reviewing development
charges and registration fees for
transfers of luxury properties to
ensure that property development
is not skewed towards speculative
luxury developments for the few
at the expense of affordable development for the many]. At the same
time, we have to use our land more
wisely through better planning.
And we also want to improve
connectivity between the island
and the mainland to reduce the
pressures on land on the island
and to spread the benefits of
growth to the majority of the population who live on the mainland.

Protecting
local
treasures
Penang today benefits from having not only a skilled and educated population but also the attractions of its hills, its beaches,
its food and its colourful social
and physical heritage. These are
the treasures of Penang that attract people, investors and tourists to Penang and that make it the
most liveable city in Malaysia and
eight most liveable in Asia.
You have my assurance that this
government will protect these treasures. We have prepared or are in
the midst of preparing Special
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Area Plans to conserve, improve
and protect the George Town
World Heritage Site, the Botanic
Gardens and Penang Hill, and
several public consultations have
already taken place. We have also
recently announced for public
consultation our proposals for a
new public park, open square and
arts and culture centre beside the
Prangin Canal as our Phase 5 of
Komtar, and we hope to be able to
carve out new public parks to reclaim public places for Penang in
the future.
We hope that even though the federal government jealously guards
its control over public transport,
the Penang Public Transport
Masterplan will solicit federal
government support and cooperation. Doing nothing is not an option. We have undertaken an ambitious building of public infrastructure. Whether we succeed or
fail will be determined by the
people of Penang.
But let it not be said that we did
not dare to try. I say that I am willing to fail trying than fail to try.
This state government has been
elected by the people of Penang to
end the stagnation of Penang and
to deliver clean, efficient and equitable development. We will do
so based on our belief that Penang
can once again lead, and show the
way forward for the rest of Malaysia. q

Lim Guan Eng is Chief
Minister of Penang. He
made this address at
Penang Forum 5 held on 4
August 2012 at the Caring Society Complex in
Penang.

PENANG FORUM 5

Development
in
Penang:
Rhetoric and reality
People must be at the centre of the planning process and must
participate in it. They cannot be relegated to a footnote or as
an after-thought.
by Lim Mah Hui

I

will begin by referring to two recent and
important publications on the direction of
Penang as a liveable city.

First is the state government’s Penang Blueprint
published by Penang Institute and the second, ‘Cities, people and the economy: A study on positioning Penang’ by Khazanah and the World Bank
What is a liveable city (p. 135 of Blue Print)
“Although there is no internationally recognised
definition of liveable cities, these can be defined in
broad terms as:
• people centred with emphasis on well-being of
their residents
• strengthening of community relationship
• increasing civic engagement and building environment facilitating human interactions
• need for well-functioning public realm for meetings and encounters
• public places must be appropriately human
scaled
• liveable cities characterised by short travelling
distances achieved with
• pedestrian network, bicycle networks, efficient
transport system
The second study, in the section on ‘Improving Geoge
Town’s liveability’ (pp 58-62) says:
• Penang offers a lifestyle that is relaxed, cosmopolitan and balanced…
• Most attributes summarised by “liveability” have

Lim Mah Hui

depreciated along with economic growth
• Air and water quality have deteriorated, traffic
congestion soared in absence of plan to manage
growth in private cars
• Absence of public transport
• Urban amenities like libraries neglected
• Lively civic participation suffered (today’s event
is an exception)
• A commitment to improve liveability must start
with a discussion and measurement of its key
attributes that citizens are concerned about.
• Last study on people’s views was – Penang
People’s Report of 1999
• Lower stress, open spaces, convenient access to
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looks like planning is fragmented and
outsourced to the private sector. It
has been said that developers are
treated as clients and people as complainants
Local Agenda 21 and this public forum by civil society is a step in the
right direction. We must have more
of such events.

MPPP and MPSP presidents at Penang Forum 5

shopping, heritage sites, medical care, bookstores
and libraries, sports and social facilities, cultural
events are features of liveability that young professionals cited as most important. These must
be incorporated into the design of Penang’s development strategy.

Two

major

conclusions:

1) Significant is what are not mentioned as attributes
of liveable city:
• More roads, highways, cars
• More high rise luxury apartments
• More trees being cut down for more roads
• More hill slopes being cut for “development”
Greater emphasis is given to social and cultural infrastructures rather than physical infrastructure,
except for public transport.
Yet what we witness today in Penang is the overemphasis given to build more and more non-human scale concrete structures along established residential communities. Best examples are along
Kelawai, Gurney, now Macalister and Burmah Road
2) Both studies emphasise the human element and the
need for people to be at the centre of planning and that
people must participate in the planning process.
People cannot be relegated to a footnote or as an
after-thought.
Planning is at the heart of a liveable city. The private
sector cannot be assigned this role. But right now, it

Is the current ‘development” in
Penang moving in the direction of
liveable city? Let’s measure it against
the objectives spelt out in the above
two documents. What is the rhetoric
and what is the reality?

1) People-centric, civic engagement,
public places for meetings, well being
Is our “development” more people-centric or property-centric?
Who has more access to government officials and
politicians?
Are people regarded as “clients” or as “complainants”?
Why do surveyors, planners, architects, engineers,
developers have dedicated committee (SPEAD) to
meet regularly with MPPP directors to expedite development projects but why no such regular meetings with the rakyat? Should not the rakyat also be
represented in SPEAD?
Why the increasing number of resident associations
who are complaining of ‘development’ that is threatening their liveability and environment ?
How often are people consulted before a project is
done?
I must say that with public awareness and pressure, this government has become much more responsive than the last one in engaging with the public as witnessed in the Botanic Garden Special Area
Plan, the MPPP budgeting process, the Penang
Transport Master Plan, and the Chowrasta market
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renovation.
But I hasten to add that these came about because of
public diligence and clamour for participation. This
should give our audience encouragement that participatory democracy (i.e. people participating in decisions that affect their everyday lives) is paramount
and we must continue to build on this
But this journey is just beginning, not the end.

2) Availability of public amenities –
libraries, pedestrian walkways,
bicycle networks, more green and
open spaces like pocket parks, linear
parks, public transport.
The city is sorely lacking in these amenities and we
would like to see the state and the local councils set
concrete objectives, budget and resources with timelines to provide these amenities.

producing oxygen and cool air that flows down in
the morning to refresh the city. It also provides an
aesthetic backdrop for the island and gives the island its character. Hill slope development cannot
be evaluated simply from a technical-engineering
point of view; environmental and cultural
sustainability is equally important.
The Blue Print shows there are 66 km of coastal
shoreline in Penang island of which 20km are beach,
8.5 kn are new reclamation, 2.3km of properties built
along shoreline and 3km are listed as public amenities. The Penang Blue Print highlights that recent
private developments are making sandy beaches and
foreshores less available to common folk and this
trend must be reversed as quickly as possible. The
first 100m of any reclaimed coast must be made public. The Structure Plan of 2007 gazettes no development above 250 ft or more than a 25-degree gradient; yet ‘special projects’ are passed on the basis of
1996 zoning guidelines. Which supersedes which?
Reality must match rhetoric.

Open space is an important measure of a liveable
city. The Structure Plan calls for 4ha of open space
for every 2,500 persons but MPPP plans for only
2ha per 5,000 persons (1/4 of target). The present
policy of requiring 10 per cent of land of a development for open space is inadequate.
The campaign for a cleaner and greener Penang is
good, but there is no integrated master plan to plant
trees or to clean up rivers and beaches. The MPPP
has 22 acres of prime land around SP Chelliah.
Should it be another site for an MPPP headquarters
as well as commercial and mixed residential houses?
What about an international class urban park? Can
Penangites be consulted publicly, as in the case of
Botanic Garden, before it is built upon? Sungei
Pinang flows across the site. In any rehabilitation
scheme, this should be the first priority - to rehabilitate the river as they have done it in Singapore,
Kaoshiung and Taipei.
Penang, the Pearl of the Orient, is known for its
beaches and hills, among other things. The beaches
are close to dead and the hills have been encroached
upon dramatically. Shouldn’t the authorities make
it a top priority with a master plan to clean up the
beaches and to protect the hills? The hills with their
luxuriant forest form the green lungs of the island,

3) Planning and public transport
One of the most urgent problems facing Penang is
traffic congestion. Penang has 1.6m inhabitants and
over 2m vehicles. The population growth rate is about
2 per cent but the growth rate of vehicles is about 10
per cent per year. Building more roads alone will
not solve the problem. The solution lies in managing
the growth and use of vehicles and linking this to
urban planning. The draft Local Plan for Penang
island, with its proposed density and plot ratio is
based on the assumption of 50 per cent public ridership. But today the public share is only 4 per cent.

Imagining Penang Road
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Under the draft local plan, a policy of
Worrying hill slope development
87 units per acre density is allowed
only in public transport nodes. Why
are these approved when such public infrastructure is not yet provided
resulting in traffic congestion? The
recently completed Penang Master
Transport Plan envisages that if a
balanced approach is adopted this
percentage could reach 30 per cent
by 2030 and if the building roads approach is used, it could be 10 per cent.
The state government has spent
RM3.2m on the master plan and a
survey showed that the majority
favour a balanced approach. Will the
state government give more emphasis to road build- and health services, or for the ordinary people who
ing or public transport?
increasingly cannot affordable housing, or for the
foreign workers who build our roads and our houses
but are shunted in society?

4) Preservation of heritage and culture

It is fortunate that George Town has been named a
world heritage site and all buildings in the enclave
are preserved. What about the buffer zone and the
other parts of the city where there are buildings, and
also communities, with rich architectural and historical value? Several recent episodes highlight the
fragility of our heritage. The mansion of Khaw Bian
Cheng on Pykett Avenue was illegally demolished,
two historical houses where the first Prime Minister
of Thailand, Manopakorn, lived were torn down and
only one left standing. Another beautiful mansion
in 177 Macalister Road was razed overnight. There
is a case in the Appeals Board to demolish 425 Burma
Road.
Even if not demolished, many of these heritage or
beautiful buildings have been mutilated and suffocated by 30-storey structures surrounding the socalled ‘preserved’ building. Many foreign tourists
have lamented this state of affairs. Planners and local and state authorities must give immediate attention to addressing this issue. I have proposed that a
temporary moratorium be placed on the demolition
of buildings of architectural and historical value
until a complete inventory is done.
When we speak of liveability, we must keep in mind,
liveable for whom? For the rich, for the expatriates,
who are able to afford good and expensive schools

Finally, I will touch on the idea of an ‘international’
city.
What is an interational city? Should “international”
be the primary or secondary adjective?
International place of abode – cosmopolitan cities
like New York, London... Hong Kong, Spore (nation
states). Recent developments in Spore, where locals
are left behind in the internationalisation of the city,
has left political authorities in a quandary. Be careful of what you wish for.
International place for a visit – Bangkok, Kyoto
International place for foreign investments
International place for arts and culture – Hong Kong
International place for foreigners to invest in property e.g. Dubai
We should be clear about what we want and what
are the consequences – positives and negatives.
The Chief Minister will spell out his vision of an
international city to us this afternoon. q

Dr Lim Mah Hui is a Penang Island Municipal Councillor and representative of
Penang Forum.
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SPORTS

Malaysia’s
behind-thescenes
Olympian
The unassuming anti-doping official has participated in half
a dozen Summer Olympics, contributing
to efforts to clean up the Games
by Anil Netto
hen Chinese swimmer
Ye Shiwen won the
women’s gold medal for
the 400m individual
medley at the London Olympics,
eyebrows were raised. She had
swum the last 50m in 28.93 seconds, 0.17 seconds quicker than
Ryan Lochtea, the winner of the
men’s race and shaved off five seconds off her personal best.

Privately, Wong told other officials that he could not understand
why Ye was being singled out for
suspicion when other athletes
who had won multiple gold medals did not face similar doubts.

W

Suspicion was raised by John
Leonard, executive director of the
World Swimming Coaches Association, who said that Ye’s performance reminded him of East German women swimmers who had
undergone systematic doping.
But unbeknownst to most people,
it so happened that Ye Shiwen
had been subjected to a surprise
random anti-doping test while
she and a group of Chinese swimmers and divers were training at
the London Olympic Centre two
weeks before the race.
An anti-doping coordinator Andrew Wong, the only representative from Malaysia in the World
Anti-Doping Agency (Wada),
along with anti-doping scientists,
supervised the testing on this oc-

casion.
All medalists also have to undergo a test immediately after the
race. After receiving her gold
medal at the presentation ceremony, Ye was tested again – two
hours after the conclusion of the
race. Again, test results were clean.
After suspicions were raised
about her performance by sceptics, a tearful Ye contacted Wong,
and sobbing over the phone, informed him in English: “They are
suspecting me of taking drugs.”
“Don’t worry, as far as we are concerned, you are clean,” Wong reassured her.
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Others noted that British swimmer
Rebecca Adlington had swum the
final 50 metres of the women’s
800m freestyle in 28.91 seconds en
route to winning the world championships in Shanghai last year.
That was even quicker than Ye’s
final lap of 28.93 seconds in a race
that was double the distance of
Ye’s winning 400m medley performance at the London Olympics.

Meticulous
preparation
Much of the anti-doping work for
the 2012 Olympics was carried
out all over the world well before
the duration of the Games from 27
July to 12 August.
In London itself, anti-doping
work began from 16 July. Altogether there were over 100 expert
groups each with about 30 personnel including volunteers.
Some 150 anti-doping scientists

participated in London, the
sprawling Wada centre covering
an area the size of six tennis courts
a hub of activity.

well versed in anti-doping procedures.

Random tests were also conducted in the athletes’ own countries while 117 athletes were
blocked from participating due to
prior offences. More than 6,000
blood and urine tests were conducted among the over 10000 athletes from 204 countries who participated.

The unassuming 64-year-old has
served as an anti-doping official
at every Summer Olympics since
Barcelona in 1992. In London, a
couple of unexpected dignitaries
turned up to meet Wong who was
then working inside a restricted
area: the Yang diPertuan Agong,
who had heard that there was a
Malaysian working at the Wada
centre, accompanied by the Olympic Council of Malaysia president.

Among those tested, just eight
were caught including one on the
day of the event, prompting IOC
President Jacques Rogge to hail
the effective of anti-doping measures. Blood and urine samples
collected will be kept for eight
years and further tests could be
carried out. But Dick Pound,
Wada chairman from 1999 to
2007, said drug cheats were still
prospering despite these measures. He prefers a four-year ban
on cheats instead of the present
two years.
Wong’s expert group alone
caught two of the athletes, who
were found positive for diuretics
(furosemide) and the steroid
stanazolol. The most common
drugs used by cheating athletes
are erythropoietin (EPO), human
growth hormones, methamphetamine, nandralone, testosterone
and stanozolol.
Last year, Wong as one of the coordinators for the anti-doping
preparations in London, was
worried when volunteers who
had turned up for briefing were
found to be unfamiliar with even
the simplest drugs commonly
used. On his return to Malaysia,
Wong sent a fax to the London
Olympic committee urging them
to choose only trained volunteers

Six

Olympic

Games

How did Wong get involved in
anti-doping work? After leaving
St Xavier’s Institution in Penang
in 1967, Wong joined sporting
associations and then signed up
as a volunteer with the newly
formed Olympic Council of Malaysia in the 1970s. In this capacity, he assisted and helped coordinate various sporting events in
the country.
Wong was later approached by
the then president of the Olympic
Council of Malaysia, Hamzah
Abu Samad, who asked him if he
was interested in working as a volunteer with the International
Olympic Committee. This drew
him to even more sporting events,
this time all over the world, such
as the Commonwealth Games, the
Youth Olympics and the Summer
Olympics. “Later, I became quite
interested, when Dick Pound became head of Wada, to ensure that
all the athletes are not involved in
drugs. Doping tests were conducted to ensure there was no
hanky panky.”
Even before Wada was formed in
1999, Wong had taken part in antidoping courses in the 1970s: “We
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had to learn what type of drugs to
look out for, how they are used,
what the purpose of taking these
drugs is and how they affect the
body. Normally the type of athletes who take these drugs are
those who want to be second to
none – they want to win at all
costs.”
His most memorable moment was
when a bomb blast shook the
‘town square’ at the Atlanta
Olympics in 1996. Two people
died and 111 were injured. “But I
escaped because at that time I was
having a drink with some of the
athletes and suddenly I told them
I was feeling uneasy and told
them to finish their beers and go
off. Later after returning to the
Games Village, I heard about the
blast at the refreshments area near
the Village.”
Looking ahead at the 2014 Winter Olympics in Sochi, Russia, and
the 2016 Summer Olympics in Rio,
Brazil, Wong expressed concern
about the anti-doping programmes in these two large countries
which he feels could struggle to
meet international standards.
Meanwhile, a new doping code
will be implemented in 2015 –
those athletes caught at the London Olympics will now be barred
from participating in Rio.
In his spare time, after his day job
as a hair cosmetics distributor,
Wong doubles up as an activist
and executive committee member
of Aliran, helping to distribute
Aliran publications. He lives in
Penang with his wife and a son,
the other five children having
settled elsewhere in Malaysia and
overseas. q
Anil Netto is honorary
treasurer of Aliran.

ECONOMY

Say NO to Penang port
privatisation
The Penang State government, on behalf of the people of
Penang, should be allowed to put in a bid
by Dr Francis Loh
enang Port, Malaysia’s
first port, is a valuable
cultural and economic
heritage of Penangites,
indeed of all Malaysians. It has
been a part of our history since colonial times, providing ferry services that linked the island to the
peninsula, and serving as an important free port and port-of-call
for ships from the East and West.
In no small way, the port has contributed towards the economic

P

dynamism and the cosmopolitanism of Penang and in turn towards our Unesco Heritage listing.
Not surprising, Penangites from
all walks of life – the Penang PRled government, business groups,
port workers, port contractors and
especially the rakyat have rejected
the privatisation proposal. Even
the Penang BN has urged the federal government to review its de-

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(7) Page 24

cision, not least because of popular sentiments against Seaport’s
takeover on the eve of GE13.
In fact, there are three other major
concerns regarding the proposed
takeover.
First, Seaport Terminal, owned by
tycoon Tan Sri Syed Mokhtar AlBukhary, already controls
Pelabuhan Tanjung Pelepas (PTP)
and Johor Port. Opened in 1999,

PTP handled about 6 million
TEUs last year, five times more
than Penang Port.
Consequently, concern has arisen
that Seaport Terminal will not be
interested in developing Penang
Port to any considerable extent
and that the takeover will relegate
Penang to a feeder port for PTP.
The cranes in Penang Port, a mainstay of our harbour view for more
than a century, might even be dismantled and transferred to PTP,
which is being geared for even
greater growth. Indeed, if such
plans are in the offing, some have
suggested that Seaport’s acquisition of Penang Port could be
against the Competition Act 2010,
potentially an anti-trust violation.
Seaport Terminal director Datuk
Mohd Sidik Shaik Osman has denied the allegation that Penang
Port’s status will be diminished
following their takeover. Rather,
he declared, Penang Port’s capacity will be increased and it will be
turned into a regional port. He has
also assured that the necessary
dredging of Penang Port will be
conducted.
Indeed, our second major concern
about Seaport’s takeover is with
regards to the dredging of the
North Channel – but not about
whether it will be conducted but
who will be doing the dredging
and how accountable they are.
Apparently, this work has been
conducted by local dredging firm
Inai Kiara Sdn Bhd, which together with Seaport Terminal had
set up a joint venture called Integrated Marine Works (IMW). Subsequently IMW signed an agreement with Ballast Ham dredging
(BHD) of Netherlands. We under-

stand that IMW-BHD, in 2004, acquired a 15-year concession
agreement with the Malaysian
government to carry out the dredging of all ports and harbours under federal jurisdiction. In other
words, the dredging of the North
Channel might come under the
control of IMW, just like all the
major ports under federal jurisdiction in Malaysia. Who really owns
IMW and its parent companies?
Our third concern arising from that
Seaport’s acquisition of Penang
Port is that it will further facilitate
Syed Mokhtar’s tightening of his
grip over logistics in the country.
Apart from a couple of ports and
related activities, he already has
interests, whether directly and
indirectly in Pos Malaysia, Proton,
and DRB Hicom and is reportedly
working on a takeover of national
railway KTM and stakes in a sewerage system and national water
assets.
Such control can only lead to a
monopoly which cannot be
healthy for our country which,
under the still-born New Economic Model, is striving to rise
from a middle-income to a highincome nation. Where will there
be the necessary competition and
the competency?
Confused and annoyed like us?
We therefore demand to know all
the terms and conditions for the
takeover of Penang Port including
the dredging (and the parties that
stand to profit from it).
The facts and figures of Seaport
Terminal’s future plans for
Penang, the amounts of money
that they will invest in Penang
Port, when these are forthcoming,
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employment with regards to port
workers, the charges they will be
imposing, etc, must be available
for public scrutiny.
Since news of the proposed
privatisation reached the public,
there have been two other parties
that have declared that they are
interested in taking over Penang
Port, namely the Penang State
Government and the Penang Chinese Chambers of Commerce that
intends to set up a consortium involving the other Chambers.
It is preferred that the Penang Port
not be privatised, certainly not if
it leads towards the monopoly by
an individual with vested interests over the country’s logistics
industry or control by those with
vested interests over its land
banks. The advantage of transferring the Penang Port Commission
which controls Penang Port to the
Penang State government is that
the latter, whether PR-led (or BNled as some hope after GE-13), is
that we can hold the port authorities accountable. After all, if they
do not perform competently, we
can always remove them in GE14.
We demand therefore that the
Cabinet revoke its decision to
privatise Penang Port to Seaport
Terminal. The Penang State government, on behalf of the people
of Penang, should then be allowed
to put in a bid.
Save Penang Port! q
A version of this statement was endorsed by
some 200 participants of
Penang Forum 5.

ECONOMY

The

elephant

in

the

room

The underlying thread behind the current economic crisis is
the gross maldistribution of world income
by Jeyakumar Devaraj
he economic indicators
are extremely worrying.
Just from14 to 23 July, the
following details were
featured in our newspapers.

T

•

The return on Spanish 10-year
bonds jumped above the 7 per
cent danger level, more than
600 points above the rates for
German 10-year bonds. The
Spanish government has cut
growth forecasts for 2013 from
0.2 per cent growth
to a contraction of
0.5 per cent for
2013. Unemployment is more than
24 per cent (Starbiz,
23 July 2012)!
• Moody’s Investors Service cut
Italy’s bond rating
two levels to Baa2
and said that further downgrading
was possible. Italian 10-year bond
yields have risen to
6.03 per cent (compared to German
10-year
bond
yields of 1.2 per
cent per year). Italy,
the Eurozone’s
third
largest
economy,
is
Europe’s largest

bond market with 1.64 trillion
Euros of bonds outstanding
(The Star, 14 July 2012).
The following points are from
Martin Khor’s article in The Star
(23 July 2012):
• In China, GDP growth fell to
7.6 per cent in the second quarter of 2012, a significant deceleration from10.4 per cent in
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2010.
• The IMF has lowered its
growth projection for India to
6.1 per cent this year. It was 8.4
per cent in 2010.
• For Brazil, the government has
lowered its growth projection
for 2012 to 3 per cent (4.5 per
cent earlier), but the IMF’s projection is even lower – 2.5 per
cent.
• The Singapore economy con-

tracted 1.1 per cent in the second quarter of 2012 at an
annualised rate.
It is clear that the world economic
system is in a tailspin, and what
is even more worrying is that the
people in charge – the leaders of
the advanced nations and the
heads of the IMF and the World
Bank - do not seem to know what
to do about it. Some, notably the
German Chancellor, are insisting
on measures to balance national
budgets as preconditions for further loans to countries facing difficulties raising money from the
bond markets.
Their insistence on balancing
the budget has pressured governments to drastically cut social security and other government spending, leading to a
deepening of the downturn and
a massive increase in unemployment, which is about 50 per
cent for the under 30-year-olds
in several EU countries! These
measures have sparked wide
spread protests, which have led
to changes in government as
well as an upswing of support
for far-right xenophobic parties
with fascist tendencies.
Other leaders, including the
newly elected Socialist President
of France, are lobbying for growthstimulating policies. But how
does one get growth when aggregate demand is contracting and
unemployment is rising. How are
citizens going to buy more at this
time (and thus stimulate growth)?
Sovereign debt has reached huge
proportions, and most European
governments are finding it increasingly difficult to borrow and
spend as part of a Keynesian
counter-cyclic measure to boost

aggregate demand.
What both these groups are ignoring is the elephant in the room!
But before we zoom in on the elephant and discuss what we
should do with it, lets take a closer
look at the three main features that
characterise the current economic
crisis – weak aggregate demand,
escalating sovereign debt and casino-style financialisation of the
global economy.

Why is
demand

aggregate
weak?

Aggregate demand is crucial for
the growth of an economy. Businessmen produce goods and services because they expect that they
can sell the same at a profit. If they
feel they will not be able to sell all
that they produce, they will scale
down their production.
According to a book entitled The
Cost of Inequality, by Stewart
Lansley, the share of national output going to wages peaked at 64.5
per cent in the advanced countries
in the mid 1970s. By 2008, wages
only accounted for 53 per cent of
national output. In the meantime
the share of national income accruing to the richest 1 per cent increased exponentially. In the US,
the share of national income going to the richest 1 per cent increased from 8.9 per cent in 1976
to 23.5 per cent in 2007.
Growth of aggregate demand has
been sluggish in the advanced
countries because of multiple factors including the exodus of
manufacturing jobs to countries
with much lower wage rates.
Outsourcing of services to lowwage regions is another part of the
same trend. The reduction in the
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real wage, the contractualisation
of labour and the use of migrant
labour to further depress wages
all add to the list of ‘labour flexibility’ management techniques
that increase the profits of the corporations implementing these
measures in the short term but
lead to an erosion of buying power
among ordinary citizens and an
aggravation of the problem of under-consumption in the medium
term.

The
sovereign
debt crisis
Almost all countries have been
using Keynesian measures to
manage their economy – that is
they spend to prop up aggregate
demand at times of downturns to
‘pump-prime’ the economy.
Keynes advocated cutting back on
state expenditure and running
surplus budgets in times of economic expansion, effectively saving up for the next downturn.
Unfortunately, the surplus years
have been much fewer than the
deficit years, because of the frequent necessity of government intervention to prop up demand or
to save big financial institutions
whose collapse would have
caused economic and thus political mayhem! In other words persistent sluggish aggregate demand is one main cause of the
sovereign debt crisis.
The other major cause is that the
tax base of governments has
shrunk. The exodus of high-paying manufacturing jobs means
less tax from ordinary workers.
The tendency of the big corporations to set up headquarters in tax
havens is another major cause of
budgetary deficits. The threat of
corporate flight has led govern-

find avenues to make their money
earn more money. That is the nature of the game! Investing in
manufacturing capacity isn’t
quite viable if aggregate demand
is not growing robustly. Ordinary
people just do not have enough
money to buy all the goods that
the system can produce.
So investment in stocks, currency
trading, commodity futures, derivatives and the like have become
the only available alternatives for
people with surplus profits on
their hands. Of course they will
go to the fund managers who post
the best growth rates. This induces risk taking on the part of
the fund managers.
ments to drastically cut corporate
taxes – for if they didn’t, the corporations would just relocate. In
Malaysia corporate tax has been
reduced from 40 per cent in the
1980s to 26 per cent currently.
There are people on both sides of
the political divide in Malaysia
who are pushing for a further
lowering of corporate taxes (to as
low as 19 per cent to compete with
Singapore!) as they believe that it
would make us more attractive to
FDI.
Goods and services taxes have
replaced corporate tax as the main
source of government income in
many countries. But in terms of
aggregate demand, a GST only
transfers from the right pocket to
the left – it increases the purchasing power of government at the
expense of the purchasing power
of the citizens. GST does not add
to aggregate demand.

Financialisation
People with excess funds want to

The
Elephant
– the 1 per cent
super rich!
The common thread through all
these aspects of the current economic crisis is the gross
maldistribution of the income of
the world. The marginal propensity to consume is much much
higher for people in the bottom half
of the economy than for the top 1
per cent. The top 1 per cent would
want to save or invest a much
larger portion of any increment in
their income, while the poorer half
would spend almost all of any increase in their income.
Transferring a portion of the income of the top 1 per cent to the
bottom 50 per cent of society
would immediately boost aggregate demand and act as a good
shot in the arm for the world
economy. If all countries agreed
that they would all simultaneously increase their corporate
taxes by 5 per cent, that would
greatly help in balancing their
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budgets and improving their ratings in the bonds market. It would
have a salutatory effect on aggregate demand as well.
But these changes are far easier
to propose than to carry out. In
fact the analysts in the mainstream media do not even dare
to propose them! The top 1 per
cent have the financial and political clout to keep analysts and
the mainstream media at heel.
They will continue to lobby for
a reduction in corporate taxes
and the right to set up off-shore
accounts, engage in transfer
pricing and the like to avoid
paying taxes. They will enlist intellectuals who will argue that
any attempt to share the wealth
of the top 1 per cent is detrimental to democracy and represents
a major assault on human
rights! And the 1 per cent have
the money to do all of this and
more.
But the inescapable fact is this:
the tendency for the top 1 per
cent to acquire a larger and
larger share of the global income
over the past 30 years is the major cause of the financial crisis
that the world is facing today,
and if this fact is not recognised
and dealt with, the malaise in
the global economy is only going to worsen.

How

can the global
economy
be
reinvigorated?

The answer is simple, though its
execution is going to be resisted
by the group with the best access
to the pinnacles of political power
- the richest 1 per cent. This is despite the fact that these are the

only measures that can save the
capitalist system from a chaotic
meltdown.
What we need to do is to increase
aggregate demand by increasing
the share of global income that
goes to ordinary consumers and
to governments. This necessarily
means that the share going to the
1 per cent has to be reduced to an
extent through measures such as
raising wage rates, increasing corporate taxes, closing down tax
havens, taxing financial transactions (the Tobin Tax).
But all of these measures go
against current economic orthodoxy, which remains essentially
neo-liberal. The Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) for example pull in
the opposite direction: they tend
to increase the power of the 1 per
cent to dictate terms and increase
their share of global income. We
would need to rewrite these trade
agreements in such a way that the
bias towards the 1 per cent is corrected.
I didn’t say it would be easy, did
I? For these measures to work, we
would need an international consensus, for it would be quite disastrous for one country to attempt these changes on its own.
There would be capital flight and
serious unemployment in that
country as the rich and the corporations scurry off to ‘greener’ pastures. It has to be a community of
nations that together agree to shift
the balance of economic and political power in the direction of the
99 per cent, that together set targets for minimum wages, corporate taxes and taxes on financial
transactions.
But we really have no other

choice. If we do not act collectively
to inject some sanity and sense of
fair play into the way we conduct
our economic activities, the crisis
is only going to deepen – and as
in all crises, it will be the poorest
and the most marginalised who
will bear the brunt.
The first step towards making the
world economy more stable and
sustainable would be to demystify
the current economic crisis, call
spades by their proper names and
not obfuscate the issue with terms
like ‘contagion’, which seems to
denote a disease process, or ‘investor confidence’, which seems

Key
Country / Region

to imply that its all in the mind –
that if everyone had confidence,
the system would run smoothly
forever. We desperately need to
initiate a honest and rational debate on the nature of the crisis and
the concrete steps required for its
resolution. Only then can we
achieve the societal consensus
that is required to implement the
changes that are required! q

Economic
GDP in 2011 1
(USD Trillion)

Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj, an
Aliran member, is the Member of Parliament for
Sungai Siput.

Indicators
Public Debt 2 GDP Growth
(as % of GDP)
20112

The World

69.66

3.7%

European Union

17.58

1.6%

USA

15.09

62%

1.5%

China

7.30

19%

9.5%

Japan

5.87

198%

- 0.5%

~ 50%

5.2%

BRIIC countries
Malaysia
Sources: 1. IMF figures;

14.17
0.28
2. CIA World Factbook

Note –
a) The combined GDP of the EU, the US, Japan and the UK was
US$41.96 trillion in 2011, which represented 64.5 per cent of world
GDP.
b) The combined GDP of the BRIIC countries (Brazil, Russia, Indonesia, India and China) was US$14.17tn in 2011 contributing 21.1
per cent of global GDP.
c) The above two facts expose the wishful thinking underlying predictions (by Malaysian government economic planners for example)
that robust growth in the BRIIC countries is somehow going to
save the global system. For apart from their relatively smaller size,
a significant stimulus of GDP growth in the BRIIC countries themselves is export-led – fuelled by exports to the EU and to the US.
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RELIGION

Hudud – Where is Allah’s
compassion?
Humans should stop punishing fellow humans for crimes
against God. God knows how to handle such a situation
by Sarajun Hoda Abdul Hassan
very other day the idea
of implementing Islamic
hudud laws in Malaysia
rears its ugly head. Ugly
because it is controversial and
there is no consensus among
scholars and the learned on
Quranic studies. It is a contentious
issue that gravely divides the
Muslim Ummah. Not just now, but
throughout the 1,300 over years
of the Islamic calendar. Despite
failing at any time and anywhere
in the world, hudud practices as do honour killings in Islamic
societies like in Afghanistan,
Bangladesh, Pakistan, Nigeria,
Jordon, Iran, Saudi Arabia, Somalia only – smears the reputation
and demonises the peaceful and
caring religion.

E

The majority that push for hudud
are those obsessed with the mentality that gives more importance
to old ‘forms’, ‘models’ and ‘rituals’ rather than the values, principles and spirit of the faith as ordained in the Qur’an. Consider
that if Islam is a religion alive, how
can stillborn rules of an era void
of the rule of law and the absence
of any sort of justice system 1,400
years ago still emerge from a faith

whose basis is peace and love?
Those days, every member of the
society was considered as different parts of the ‘body’. Severing
one part was deemed as inflicting
pain on the wrongdoer but the
pains were felt by the whole society. So the punishment had to be
harsh.

Here

we

go

Nik Aziz

again...

In Malaysia, those supporting the
issue become overly contentious
every time an election nears when
both sides compete to inflate their
vote banks. And while the debate
continues, the peace-loving faithful of the compassionate and merciful religion get extra confusing,
devotional free spins. The Muslim
clerics themselves with their parochial interpretations continue
to demonise Islam and excite blind
believers to terror.
Clerics any time, anywhere in the
world always play the role of parasitic tools of those in power or to
those with the keys to the treasury.
In Malaysia too, such clerics enjoy total impunity and become increasingly powerful in dictating
the rules of morality. Or rather,

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(7) Page 30

they go all out to forcefully impose
on others their brand of a narrow
understanding of the faith.
This reality plays out again in the
the latest round of the hudud debate - a challenge thrown by Umno
but to its chagrin, Pas this time
around refused to take the bait or
to be drawn into political sparring. Only Nik Aziz, Pas’ spiritual
head, congratulated Umno either
out of his personal conviction or
he was rather trying further to inflame the issue to trap and push
Umno into the very pit it dug for
Pas.
Umno as usual enjoys total impunity and, for all intents and pur-

Tariq Ramadan

wings in Kepala Batas, Umno’s
Young Ulama, Umno Puteri head
Rosnah Shirlin and Umno stooge
Perkasa stepped out of line in
openly showing strong defiance
to the leadership. Was this display an early sign of Najib’s loosening grip on power or his fast deteriorating unpopularity within
his own party? Time will soon tell.

No
poses, is never shy, never apologetic and never tired in openly
expressing such inhibiting tendencies that raise serious issues
that can inflict and inflame religious and racial tension.
As a result of not having the stomach to speak out to real power,
MCA, MIC and Gerakan and other
non-Muslim coalition partners in
the Barisan Nasional are now
close to political decimation.
That’s a fatalistic price to pay for
their current scrawny being.
These silent, stupidly docile, thickskinned and tamed coalition leaders knew what was coming; yet
they betrayed the very community
they supposedly represent.
Johor Umno state assembly member Ayub Rahmat’s proposal that
hudud be implemented irrespective of race and religion that
started the alarming debate this
time around. The only protest by
MCA President Chua Soi Lek accusing Ayub of being out of his
mind and running out of ideas (as
if Umno cares) - did not resonate
with the mainstream media.
Funnily, despite PM Najib’s reminder that hudud will never be
practised in Malaysia, Umno
leaders such as the women’s

consensus

Back to the issue - is it true, “hudud
laws are part of the Islamic criminal code which is a part of Allah’s
tenets”, as Rosnah the Umno
Puteri leader claims? Islamic
scholars are divided with differing opinions over whether such
Islamic criminal laws can be applied to both Muslims and nonMuslims. Or whether hudud can
be applied at al, in these contemporary times when our society already has rules guiding its conduct.
There is no consensus. The principles spelt out in the Qur’an render such an aspiration most delusionary. Islam is a religion of
peace; so how can such laws be
forced upon non-Muslims? Isn’t
it cruel to impose hudud onto
them? It is not their faith and
hence, they may be ignorant about
what is morally or statutory lawful and what is prohibited in Islam. Can one faith be forced upon
another? How would it reflect on
Islam? The Qur’an says in Chapter 5 verse 48: “And this (He commands): Judge thou between them by
what Allah hath revealed, and follow
not their vain desires.” So what has
Allah revealed?
Let’s look at what exactly these
hudud laws are. It is an obdurate
punishment for offences such as
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theft, brigandage, illegal sexual
intercourse, the false accusation
of zina (sexual intercourse out of
wedlock), alcohol consumption,
apostasy and blasphemy, among
others. Consider too that the evidence required is so exacting, extenuating and rigorous that it becomes impossible to implement. If
these safeguards are not adhered
to, in all probability it could easily lead to cruel yet porous dispensations.
That is probably why God, kind
and forgiving as he is,
emphasises in the Qur’an compassion and reform than retribution.
For example,”The thief, male or female, you shall cut their hands as a
punishment of their crimes, and to
serve as a deterrent from God. God is
Almighty, Most Wise. If one repents
after committing this crime, and reforms, God redeems him. God is Forgiver, Most Merciful” (Quran 5:3839).
Let’s see another.”The adulteress and
the adulterer you shall whip each of
them a hundred lashes. Do not be
swayed by kindness from carrying
out God’s law, if you truly believe in
God and the Last Day... However, if
they repent afterwards, and reform,
then God is Forgiver, Most Merciful”
(Quran 24:2-6).
Tragically, when man plays God,
he becomes brutal and vindictive.
God’s virtue of compassion and
mercy either evaporates into thin
air or is wickedly silenced. Somehow clerics always fail to feel for
God’s compassion and their
vigour to inflict reprisals is always
excessively prodigious and overriding.
Malaysia accepts the four major
Sunni madhhabs (schools of thought)

but officially sanctions one, the Shafie
madhab. All of them find differences
in the specifications of these laws.
Argued as God’s immutable laws,
the punishment can be so severe:
capital punishment by swords,
stoning, amputation of hands or
feet and flogging in public (if erroneously inflicted, it can destroy
a human life for good). Since human judges don’t enjoy God’s
thinking faculties and have limited vision of the unseen, errors in
judgement cannot be ruled out.
Can we allow chance to destroy
one’s life? Flawed justifications
could lead to wrong punishment
and a reversal cannot be possible:
it would be too late. Isn’t it a human principle in law that in dispensing justice, it is better to let a
felon go than to do miscarriage to
justice and punish an innocent.
Allah the compassionate and
merciful pronounces the same.

Compassion
and
confusion
The Qur’an actually places strong
emphasis on compassion and leniency, something foreign to the
so called ‘ f i q h ’ man-made form of
Islamic Jurisprudential tradition
that is assumed to be of God’s will.
So, why is man trying to become
greater than God?
Interestingly, hudûd punishments
are said to remove the sins committed by Muslims so that they
will not have to be punished again
in the hereafter on what they have
done in this world. In other words,
clerics by applying hudud rules
intend to assume God’s role as if
they are capable of all divine considerations, thinking and judging
as God himself would do. How
convenient.

Some with illogical zeal even go
overboard. Malaysian Defence
University lecturer Ridhuan Tee,
a convert, recently appeared live
on television, which I watched
myself, to chilling effect. He arrogantly and vigorously contended
that hudud be implemented by
force. Such a cleric, who is dependent on power, never ceases to
inflict maximum fear and demand
absolute compliance. Ridhuan
quite effectively demonstrated
what our clergy is capable of if
they are given too much power.
As Islam is about submission to
Allah, these playing-God clerics
expect fellow humans to submit
before them.
The President of Persatuan
Ulama Malaysia, Datuk Sheikh
Abdul Halim Abdul Kadir, an exmufti, insists that hudud is clearly
found in the Qur’an. Whosoever
rejects hudud, he says, rejects the
Qur’an and becomes an infidel.
This is not true. Such a proclamation does not exist in the Quran.
Says Prof.Mohamed Hashim
Kamali of the International Institute of Advance Islamic Studies,
although hudud (pl. of hadd – limits) is mentioned 14 times in the
Quran, none of them refers strictly
in the sense to penal sanctions. He
adds,, ““To reserve the hudud entirely
for certain types of punishments is a
juristic convention that does not
originate in the Qur’an.”
You see the confusion? The same
Qur’an. Two experts. One finds
hudud as penal punishment, the
other doesn’t. Such is the tragedy
of interpretations of faith in Islam.
There is a clear divergence between the ‘ f i q h ’ (Islamic jurisprudence) tradition and the more re-
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strictive approach of the the
Qur’an. Fiqh treats hudud as fixed
and mandatory punishments, but
the Qur’an, in the same breath,
gives room for rehabilitation. God,
truly compassionate, forgiving
and merciful that he is, gives room
for flexibility and discretion. Each
of the four Quran’ic verses on
hudud is in every case immediately
followed by preference for repentance and reform: if the offender
repents and reforms himself then
God is truly forgiving and merciful.
Prime Minister Najib contends
that the principle and objective of
‘ maqasid syariah’ (which among
others, entails protecting religion,
life, morals and property) is observed in the light of present reality, is already championed in existing laws, and therefore hudud
does not need to be implemented.
He is quite right. We have today
laws of the land covering all the
hudud offences. The hudud of yore
was prescribed when there were
no laws of the land.
Furthermore, hudud was introduced because during the pre-Islamic period Arabs ruthlessly
pursued material interest by plundering others to enrich themselves. Hudud made the state free
from misery and injustice. Now is
a different epoch. Property and
rights are already protected by the
existing laws of the land. We need
to appreciate the difference.
Tun Mahathir, who played the
longest, primary role in setting up
and strengthening the Islamic jurisprudence system in Malaysia,
himself nonetheless says hudud is
not found in the Qur’an. He affirms that it is man-made by Islamic jurists and its practice is

flawed and unjust.

tive of the Quran’ic guidance on
this subject.

A rapist for example, he alleges,
will always get away because the
rape victim will never be able to
present four witnesses. If a child
is born out of wedlock, the child
being the evidence, the woman is
punished for zina and the man responsible, Muslim or not, gets
away scot free. In the case of a
Muslim and a non-Muslim who
steal together, the Muslim loses a
hand and the non-Muslim gets
away with a lenient punishment.
Again, he further asserts, how can
any unjust laws be Islamic because Islam is a religion of compassion, justice and peace. He has
a point there.

What

the

experts

say

Now let’s see what the experts
say.
Ex-Perlis Mufti Mohd Asri Zainul
Abidin, a learned scholar in Islamic law, emphasises compassion and the mention of hudud
should not provoke the fear it often does. He adds, however, that
conditions in Malaysia are not
conducive to hudud. And he
questions Nik Aziz’s brand of
hudud.

“And then in its typically imitative and taqlidi orientation, I further submit that the hudud Bill of
Kelantan has also failed to be reflective either of the balanced outlook of the Qur’an or of the social
conditions and realities of contemporary Malaysian society.
“The approach taken by Fiqh tradition is harsh as it is against the totality of Islam, a religion of compassion.
Now if one were to review the whole
theory of hudud from a strictly
Qur’anic perspective, the hudud can
no longer be seen as mandatory and
fixed penalties.
“The whole issue,” he stresses, “has
been riddled with misunderstanding,
exaggeration, and disillusionment.”
IKIM has yet an interesting observation. In an article, ‘Hudud and
democratic rights’, published in
The Star in October last year, it
summed up the situation as follows:

Mohamed Hashim Kamali, a professor of law at the International
Islamic University, in an article
published in the Arab Law quarterly in 1998 emphasises that:.

1. “A great number of the Muslims
themselves do not believe in Islamic law, or (are) afraid of it
because they have no idea or
have been given a wrong idea
as to what it is all about. Some
others do believe in it, but they
do not have confidence in
those who say they can implement it….

“The Qur’anic outlook on punishment may be characterised by its
dual emphasis on retribution and
reformation. It is my submission
that the conventional fiqhi approach to the formation of the underlying policy toward the hudud
has failed to be adequately reflec-

2. “But a proper Muslim also
would not allow people who
are incompetent to use hudud
as their rhetoric just to get into
power because they are going
to create bigger disaster ...So
now the crux of the matter is
actually education.”

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(7) Page 33

3. “Islamic law and political system cannot be conceived nor
practised outside the framework of Islamic ethics and
morality because justice actually begins with the self. Even
divine law cannot bring justice to
society if it is left in the hand of
incompetent and corrupt individuals.”
4. “Our politicians, unfortunately,
are not really interested in education. Perhaps, due to being
poorly educated themselves,
they do not see anything
greater and more important
than power.”
5. “Today even the so-called ulama
are thinking along those lines.
Because of that they make politics their highest priority in life
at the expense of all other concerns particularly education of
the Muslims. They don’t realise,
that due to their excessive preoccupation with power politics, the
state of affairs of the Muslim education is steadily deteriorating,
resulting in widespread ignorance and confusion’.
6. Basically it effectively sums up
what the politicians’ motives
are by saying:‘Implementing
hudud is a big trust and it will
not appear good and convincing
in the hands of those who do not
possess adequate moral and intellectual integrity’.

More

views

Dr. Nik Noriani Nik Badli Shah,
a lawyer with a Masters in Comparative Laws and a PhD in Islamic and Other Civilisations,
claims that severe physical punishments including amputations
were common in past societies,

even in medieval Europe,. These
were often imposed on the poor
and weak. So, the Qur’an imposed
hudud to limit the punishments by
imposing various conditions before
they could be carried out, and
emphasising on repentance and
God’s mercy. Echoing PM Najib,
she says, societies today have prisons and other methods for punishment and rehabilitation.
Sisters In Islam (SIS), on the other
hand, alleges that the hudud issue
in Malaysia is politically charged
(explaining why this issue almost
always crop up just before elections) and is still controversial
among advocates, opponents and
the Malaysian public. The group
amplifies that all possibilities and
the consequences must be
weighed carefully to avoid the potential for enormous consequences of injustice that it holds.
This is to avoid undermining the sanctity of Islam and to ensure too that
human interpretations do not fatally
contradict or subvert principles of justice, fairness and equality as enshrined in Islam.
The European Muslim scholar
Prof Dr Tariq Ramadan recently
toured Malaysia and was even
hosted by our esteemed local Islamic institutions – meaning he
has a following among the
learned in Islamic jurisprudence.
He called for a moratorium on
hudud punishments, on Islamic
grounds until greater scholarly
consensus is reached.
A multiracial country like Malaysia is not suitable for hudud to be
implemented. The religious advisor to Iranian President Prof. Dr
H Gafoor Fard, invited to attend
the 54th Umno General Assembly
in 2003, said this to the Malaysian

press after meeting DPM
Abdullah Badawi. ... except the
Christians, the rest of non-Muslims presently forming our sizeable population are not people of
the Allah ‘books’- the Torah,
Zabur, Bible and Qur’an. Therefore saying hudud should be applied also to non-Muslims on the
same basis is gravely flawed. Allah never forced such on people
of other faith. Time and stake holders are different altogether.

A

mirage

Umno’s proposal suggesting
equal justice to all the citizens
to reflect equal criminal responsibility over every crime committed in an Islamic state by any
person, Muslim or non-Muslim,
is effectively a mirage. You cannot forcefully make people of
different faiths, different beliefs,
practising different value systems, submit to a faith that is not
their own. This is what the nonMuslims find alarming, incoherent and unjust.
That is probably why Pas’
Kelantan Enactment gives a
choice to non-Muslims whether
they want to be punished by it or
choose to be punished by the
nation’s law instead. That’s two
differing systems running parallel. In the race to play God,
Kelantan’s hudud enactment is
advocating different punishment
to people of different faiths. The
Muslim gets stoned for adultery
and the non-Muslim partner gets
freed from a jail sentence. What
kind of social justice could that be?
The question that comes to mind
is, is Malaysia an Islamic state or
is Islam just the official religion of
this country? On the basis of the
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second, enshrined in our Constitution, the whole idea actually
falls apart. Appreciate that Article
8 (1) of our Federal Constitution
guarantees, “All persons are
equal before the law and entitled
to the equal protection.” Furthermore, Article 11 of the Federal
Constitution also assures, “Every
person has the right to profess and
practise his religion.”.
There is another twist, though.
If Umno retains power in the
13th general election, with Minister Zahid Hamidi, now suggesting the formation of an
ulama wing, the signs are
clearer that hudud might find its
way into our legal system. Unless Najib closes the chapter for
good by amending the Constitution that hudud will never be
implemented here, effectively
taking away any chance for Pas
in future to have the same idea,
as the Malay saying goes, ‘gajah
sama gajah lawan, pelanduk mati
di tengah’ and non Muslim citizens could be in for a rough ride.
(But see the accompanying piece by
Pas MP Dr Zulkefly Ahmad, that
suggests a paradigm shift in thinking among the Pas leadership.)
Should a doubtful social injustice
be inflicted in a plural society by
the sordid exploitation of a minority?
Humans should stop punishing
fellow humans for crimes against
God. God knows how to handle
such a situation. He does not need
a man to “play” him. q

Sarajun Hoda is an Aliran
exco member.

RELIGION

Forging
beyond

a

political
hudud

contest

May the democratic process mature into an advocacy based on
policy debates, performance delivery and leadership acumen
by Dzulkefly Ahmad
udud is a deeply complex legal subject, and of
late has become a divisive issue. Both PAS and
DAP at different ends of the political spectrum have often and
will continue to lock horns over
this. Indeed, it remains one of the
major stumbling blocks for the
Pakatan coalition not to mention,
the nation as a whole.

H

The Barisan Nasional also suffers
from the same tensions. Only recently, an Umno state assemblyman from Johor, mooted the idea
of implementing hudud enforceable on all, both Muslims and nonMuslims alike.
Needless to say, this provoked a
dramatic response from the MCA.
The proposal elicited a shock
wave across the entire nation. This
emotive subject promptly attracted
disparate groups from all political persuasions and religious divides to unsheathe swords in an
endless bickering to outwit one
another.
I now submit that the hudud issue should no longer be used nor

abused as a ‘political capital’ in
political contestation.
Hudud should be heralded as a
bi-partisan agenda to be responsibly and judiciously debated at
all levels of society and finally be
addressed by a democratic legislative process, including but not
limited to a national referendum,
if agreeable to the various “stakeholders” of democracy.
Coming from a PAS research director this surely must be uncharacteristically bizarre. I would be
perceived as being politically
naïve but I want to reiterate that
hudud should no longer be an
agenda for partisan political interest.

Dzulkefly Ahmad

and PAS in the Far-East.
It is perhaps toughest for PAS to
swallow this proposition. All the
more because hudud arguably has
been the central thrust of PAS’s
political messaging from time immemorial. Until quite recently,
hudud was the “be all and end
all” of virtually all Islamic political parties from the Jamaati Islami
in the Indo-Pakistan subcontinent
to the Muslim Brotherhood in the
Middle East and Masyumi et al

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(7) Page 35

In tandem with the current
“changing approach” or “a generational shift”, to paraphrase
professor Tariq Ramadan, of their
counterparts -- the Muslim Brotherhood post-Arab Spring experience, the Turkish Tayyib Erdogan
AK Party’s experiment on political Islam and Indonesia’s Party
Keadilan Sejahtera (PKS) -- PAS
has similarly registered its com-

ing of age.
In a rare exercise of intellectual
renewal or Ijtihad, PAS committed and shifted itself -- prior to
the 12th General Election 2008 - to a political trajectory and a
manifesto
of
“Negara
Berkebajikan” (A Nation of
Compassion and Opportunity)
rather than the overworked concept of Islamic State.
Playing down on its historical
demands on specific ‘legal aspects’ of the syariah (the Islamic
Penal Code namely hudud), PAS
now embraces a political Islam
that advocates for the cardinal
message of Islamic justice as embodied in the “maqasid al
Syariah” (true compass and purpose of the Syariah) towards forging “A Trustworthy, Transparent
and Competent Government” in
coalition politics with her
Pakatan partners.
But why are Islamists insistent on
the law or the penal code?
As a complete way of life, that aspect of corpus of legal prescription, amongst other pertinent aspects of the Syariah, is meant to
achieve justice and mercy for all
mankind. Justice is the supreme
purpose and overriding objective
or the “maqasid of Syariah”.
The imperative of implementing
Allah’s dictates and particularly
the Islamic Penal Code is made to
be one of the defining criterion of
Faith or Belief (Aqidah) in Islam.
God Almighty says in the Holy
Quran:
“But no, by your Lord, they can
have no Faith, until they make you

(O Muhammad SAW) judge in all
disputes between them, and find
in themselves no resistance
against your decisions, and accept (them) with full submission…” An-Nisaa’ : 65.
“It is not for a believer, man or
woman, when Allâh and His Messenger have decreed a matter that
they should have any option in
their decision. And whoever disobeys Allâh and His Messenger,
he has indeed strayed in a plain
error…” Al-Ahzab:36.
In other words, Muslims are given
no option but to work for its successful implementation although
always needing to contextualise
to the socio-political backdrop
and economic realities of the society.
Notwithstanding good intention,
it would thus be an abuse of God’s
laws if hudud is implemented in
an environment of income and
wealth inequality, compounded
by a malignant corruption of critical state institutions and leakages
its delivery system.
When the rich can get away from
stealing millions, chopping off the
hands of petty thieves would be
mocking the true maqasid of
hudud. Discussions of hudud beyond the context of Negara
Berkebajikan and rule of law are
both unrealistic much as it is
counter-productive.
Is hudud an exclusively Muslim
agenda, you might ask? Without
any intention of being provocative, I dare say that the process
must also engage Malaysians of
other faiths during the course of
putting it together through discourse or dialogue.
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That said, it must be emphasised
unequivocally that the Islamic
Penal Code is only enforceable on
Muslims and Muslims alone -period. The devil is surely in the
details and we will cross the
bridge when debating the actual
details, as a national dialogue.
With hudud no longer on board
PAS’s political agenda this coming general election, PAS could
now focus her election machinery
to embrace an inclusive Islamic
agenda affecting the rakyat. More
specifically PAS will take to task
Umno’s gross fiscal mismanagement and dismantle the unending
corrupt practices and crony capitalism, easily visible by the
epitome of the NFC’s scandal,
which contradicts the pristine
values of Islam and in direct contravention of the principles of
Syariah and good governance in
Islam.
PAS shall endeavour to further
convince the entire electorate, the
Malay-Muslims constituencies
and her newly-found support of
non-Malays and non-Muslims;
working with its Pakatan counterparts on the manifesto of
Negara Berkebajikan (Nation of
Compassion and Opportunity) as
advocated by the Quran and the
Prophetic Traditions.
In this respect PAS must out
rightly “de-ethnicises” and distance Islam from Malay supremacy and racial bigotry and
proclaiming Islam’s “justice for
all”. The nation can in fact play a
unique role in the global resurgence of Islam by engaging multiethnic and multi-religious Malaysia with the universal values of

Continued on page 14

LOOKING BEYOND ELECTIONS Continued from page 40
if the former deemed it to be contrary to public security. It seems
the authorities take a dim view of
peaceful assemblies as witnessed
by the Kuala Lumpur Bersih rallies in 2011 and 2012.
In addition, repressive laws such
as the Internal Security Act and
the Emergency Ordinance, which
empowered the authorities to detain individuals without trial,
only added to this ominous atmosphere of silence.
Who can forget the infamous Ops
Lalang episode? On 27 October
1987, the authorities detained 106
persons ranging from politicians
to social activists under the Internal Security Act and revoked the
publishing licences of two dailies,
the Star and Sin Chew Jit Poh, and
two weeklies, the Sunday Star and
Watan. All done in the name of preserving public peace but carrying
with it an implicit threat that the
government would not tolerate
dissent.

multi-ethnic in orientation and
avoid race-baiting which is the
norm in the national political
scene. Often they are the ones in
the forefront in bringing to light
issues that affect ordinary Malaysians through publications and
workshops as well as mobilising
the rakyat through petitions and
civil protests.
We need look no further than the
recent Bersih rallies that took place
throughout the country. It was estimated that more than 100,000
people from different walks of life
and ethnicities came together in a
peaceful assembly in KL to demand
electoral forms. The rally happened because the rakyat had become aware of the flagrant flaws in
the electoral system and decided to
do something about it despite the
threat of the authorities using public security laws against them.

Can civil society
bring
changes?

Hampered by the state, civil society in Malaysia faces a constant
struggle in its attempt to foster a
participatory democracy where
the voices and concerns of the
people are brought to the government for action - unlike the current system where people’s participation begins and ends with
elections.

Given the government’s almost
unlimited political power and
control of the media, what chance
do ordinary Malaysians, have in
bringing about changes? How
can the rakyat stand up and voice
its concerns to the government?
Will the government even heed the
voice of the rakyat? Indeed, there
are some who despaired that
change would ever come.

Nonetheless, there have always
been groups of like-minded
people who have come together to
form
non-governmental
organisations that seek to promote participatory democracy in
the country. What is more important, such groups are usually

It is during troubling times like
these that we need to look back
into our history of the struggle to
usher in more participatory democracy in the country. The
struggle for change is never easy;
neither can it happen within a
short period. Yet, change can hap-
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pen if ordinary Malaysians
mobilise themselves to bring
about change. Let’s consider the
past persistent struggle to abolish
the Internal Security Act.
This law had its roots in the Emergency Regulations Ordinance,
which was introduced by the British in 1948 to battle communist insurgency. The ordinance allowed
the British to detain suspected communists without trial for up to one
year. But in practice, it was applied
not only to suspected communists
but also to thousands of nationalists, including Malay activists such
as Ahmad Boestamam and Pak
Sako, who were outside the Umno
fold.
Tragically, when Malaya was
granted independence in 1957,
the ordinance still remained in
force. Shortly after independence,
D R Seenivasagam (leader of the
PPP) asserted in the Federal Legislative Council:
“It is well known that the implementation of the Emergency Regulations Ordinance is a serious violation of basic human rights. We
were told that some people have
been labelled as “subversives”,
“pro-communists”, “communist
sympathisers” and so on … but if
Chin Peng were to surrender unconditionally to the government,
will the Emergency end? I dare say
it will not. This is because the
policy of the Alliance Government
is to ensure the permanent existence of the Emergency” (quoted in
‘Half-century-long ‘Abolish ISA’
struggle is vindicated’, Aliran
Monthly, Vol.31 No.9).
As if to prove the stand of D R

Seenivasagam wrong, the Alliance government decided to repeal the ordinance on 31 July
1960. But, the very next day, a
Constitutional Amendment Bill
was passed, giving birth to the
Internal Security Act (ISA).
The legendary opposition leader
Tan Chee Khoon denounced the
ISA as an “… infernal and heinous instrument [that] has been
enacted by the Alliance Government at a time when the emergency was supposed to be over.
Then it promptly proceeds to embody all the regulations of the
Emergency Regulations which
during the Emergency had to be
re-enacted every year, but now it
is written in the statute book ad
infinitum …”
In response to the criticism
against the ISA, the first Internal
Security Minister Ismail Abdul
Rahman responded:
“I maintained then and I maintain
now the view that the Internal Security Act is essential to the security of this country especially
when democracy is interpreted the
way it is interpreted in this country. To those in opposition to the
government, democracy is interpreted to mean absolute freedom,
even the freedom to subvert the
nation. When cornered by the argument that democracy in the
Western sense means freedom in
an ordered society and an ordered
society is one in which the rule of
law prevails, they seek refuge in
the slogan that we should imitate
Western democracy one hundred
per cent.
“I am convinced that the Internal
Security Act as practised in Malaysia is not contrary to the fundamentals of democracy. Abuse of

the Act can be prevented by vigilant public opinion via elections,
a free Press and above all the Parliament.”
Unfortunately, this confident assertion was misplaced as press
freedom was corroded over time
while public opinion and dissent
was totally ignored , finally resulting in the arrests of critics and opposition leaders time and time
again, including the infamous
Ops Lalang in October 1987.

Struggle
against the ISA
The introduction of the ISA was
not accepted passively by civil
society. As early as 1965, protesters were calling for the “Struggle
for Human Rights” to oppose the
arrest of Ahmad Boestamam under the act. The government acted
predictably. The authorities arrested leaders from the opposition
parties as well as 250 demonstrators.
Yet, such action did not deter
members of civil society from protesting against this unjust act. In
1987 when opposition politicians,
academicians and activists were
arrested under the Internal Security Act, the rakyat took notice.
Aliran, through its magazine,
spread the message that such action was unjust. Later, new nongovernmental organisations such
as Suara Rakyat Malaysia
(Suaram) and Persatuan Hak
Asasi Manusia (Hakam) were
formed to join in the struggle
against human rights.
During the reformasi era, Gerakan
Keadilan Rakyat (Gerak), a coalition of opposition political parties
and NGOs, was formed to campaign against unjust laws such as
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the ISA. By 1999, the government
found itself on the defensive because of the increasingly vocal
public concerns. As a result, the
government formed Suhakam, the
human rights commission of Malaysia, in an attempt to placate the
rakyat. Gerak’s role was later
taken over by the civil society
Gerakan Mansuhkan ISA (Abolish
ISA movement) in 2001 when 10
of the reformasi activists were arrested.
The turning point in the struggle
to abolish the ISA came when
blogger Raja Petra and MP Teresa
Kok were arrested, six months after the 2008 general elections. The
arrests sparked an uproar among
the rakyat: thousands of Malaysians all over the country attended candle-light vigils, wore
abolish ISA badges and signed
petitions.
Public opinion turned against the
ISA and in August 2009, some
50,000 people thronged an abolish ISA rally in KL organised by
GMI. Given the public intolerance
of promises “to review” the ISA,
the Prime Minister Najib Razak,
on the eve of Malaysia Day 2011,
announced the government’s
plan to repeal not only the Internal Security Act but also the Emergency Ordinance and the Banishment Act while other security
laws such as public assembly and
publications would be eased.

Change?
Yes we can, but a long
and winding road
The story of the struggle to abolish ISA shows that the collective
action of the ordinary rakyat can
make a difference. By supporting
campaigns to “Abolish ISA” by
way of holding candle-light vig-

ils, signing petitions, wearing Tshirts and badges, participating
in rallies and gatherings, we ultimately brought about an end to
the ISA.

10 Easy Ways on How You Can Tarnish
the Image of Your Country

In the end, it shows that we, the
rakyat, inspired by a vision of a
just society, can transcend our differences to realise this vision. Ultimately, when ordinary Malaysians stand up to be counted, they
can prevail against unjust acts by
the state.

1 . Compose and sing
a satirical song on
any perceived “sensitive” subject.

Change does not happen overnight. Neither can it happen if the
rakyat believe they are powerless
to bring about change. Change
happens because ordinary people
decided that they would not tolerate any action by the state that
harms the greater common good.
Change will come only when we
collectively stand up and be
counted to make our voices heard
by the government even if it takes
months, years and decades. In the
end, change happens because the
rakyat believe that they can bring
about changes through collective
action and are willing to struggle
on until final victory.

3 . Publish API readings
caused by open burning
by Home-based companies
in a neighbouring country.

As Howard Zinn, the American
historian, noted in his book A
Power Governments Cannot Suppress, “People, when organised,
have enormous power, more than
any government.”
He goes on to say, “History runs
deep with the stories of people
who stand up, speak out, dig in,
organise, connect, form networks
of resistance and alter the course
of history.” q
Dr Christopher Chong is
an Aliran member. He
teaches politics in a private university in KL.

2. Pen a short poem
lamenting the loss
of your rainforests
orang-utan & tiger.

4. Cite the Auditor-General’s
report on how much
your Armed Forces pay
for a packet of noodles.
5 . Expose corruption
in the higher
Echelons of Government
6. Question why billions
are spent on superannuated submarines.
7. Organise a peaceful
sit-in for clean
and fair elections
8. Admit to abuses
of migrant workers
by local employers.
9. Champion the Rights
of Gays, Lesbians
Bisexuals & Transvestites.
1 0 .Post internet images
of Police firing
tear-gas canisters
into innocent bystanders.
Cecil Rajendra
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DEMOCRACY

Looking beyond elections: Civil
society, democracy and the ISA
Change happens because ordinary people decide that they
can no longer tolerate any action by the state that harms the
greater common good
by Christopher Chong
f we were to judge the
health of democracy by
the frequency of elections being held, then
Malaysia would be in the best of
health. Since independence, elections have been held as scheduled
without interruption - although
local government elections were
suspended in 1964 and then abolished in 1976. The Barisan
Nasional (an enlargement of the
original Alliance Party that consisted of Umno, MCA and MIC)
has won every election since the
nation was formed. The opposition parties have contested in all
these elections.

I

As Rashid Rahman, the former
Election Commission chairman,
pointed out, Malaysia is a democracy because our leaders are
elected and our elections “are free
and fair” (The Star, 1 October
2011). However, as Francis Loh
had argued, democracy is more
than just elections. Ultimately, it
should be about conscientisation
and empowerment of the rakyat
(‘Elections and democracy in Malaysia’, Aliran Monthly Vol.32
No.2). This then raises the question how do the rakyat become

conscientised and empowered? I
would argue that this happens
when there is a vigorous civil society.

State

of

civil

society

Democracy is more than just periodical elections. It also requires a
vigorous civil society that acts as
a counter to the state’s massive
power. I define civil society as a
space where the rakyat can gather
to hold public discussions and
debates on issues that affect them.
In addition, this space allows
people to organise themselves collectively to make representations
to the state on issues that affect
society.
Almost from the start, Malaysian
civil society has been debilitated
by the state through the enactment
of various repressive laws. For
example, the Printing Presses and
Publications Act, the Official Secrets Act and the Sedition Act
make censorship a way of life in
Malaysian society with the government dictating what the rakyat
should know. This is made worse
by the Sedition Act, under which
self-censorship becomes part of
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the political culture because of the
fear of being brought to book on
charges of “acting” seditiously.
The Sedition Act defines sedition
as anything which when “applied or used in respect of any act,
speech, words, publication or
other thing qualifies the act,
speech, words, publication or
other thing as having a seditious
tendency”. The ambiguity of the
wordings of the act makes it difficult to decide as to what is not
“seditious” particularly on social
and political issues (see ‘Finding
the nation’s voice’ in Aliran
Monthly Vol.31 No. 3).
Not only are the rakyat restricted
as to what they can know and say
regarding public issues, they are
also restricted to what they can do
with regards to making their concerns known to the government.
The Police Act 1967 and its successor Peaceful Assembly Act
2012 empower the authorities to
stop people from assembling in
public - as a means to voice their
dissent of government policies -

Continued on page 37

