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2013 - Time for a new
government
Even a cursory consideration of the Pakatan performance as
administrators of five states will establish that they are fair,
reasonable and, most importantly, not corrupt
by Tommy Thomas

William Shakespeare
“Julius Caesar”
Act IV iii 215

I

The 13th General Elections,
which must be held before 28 June
2013, gives Malaysians an opportunity to break free from the monopoly of political power exercised by Umno, first, in the guise

of the Alliance and subsequently
as Barisan Nasional.

Umno

dominance

The five years between the 12th
General Elections in March 2008
and the 13th have been a watershed period in post-independent
Malaysia because of the establishment of a truly functioning twoparty system, with a strong opposition capable of forming the next
government.
But it took half a century for our
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magine Britain being
governed by the same
political party, say,
Labour, for 55 successive
years from 1957. Or the United
States by the Republican party for
the same continuous, unbroken
period. That has been Malaysia’s
fate since Merdeka.

Suara Keadilan

“There is a tide in the affairs of men,
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to fortune;
Omitted, all the voyage of their life
Is bound in shallows and in miseries.
On such a full sea are we now afloat,
And we must take the current when it serves,
Or lose our ventures.”

EDITOR'S

NOTE

As a much-anticipated general election approaches,
Tommy Thomas asserts that it is time for a new government. The Pakatan’s performance in five states
shows that is has been fairer and cleaner, he says.
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nation to accomplish this stage of
democratic development. Like
many peoples of nations emerging from colonial rule in the Third
World, Malaysians were very
grateful to the Alliance party, led
by Prime Minister Tengku Abdul
Rahman, for gaining independence from the British. The reservoir of goodwill for nationalist
independence fighters greatly assisted Umno in the early decades.
Race, which the colonial power
had exploited in its divide-andrule policy, became the singular
fundamental feature of Malaysian
politics since Merdeka, reflected
at the centre by the Alliance coalition comprising Umno, MCA and
MIC, each representing a specific
race, and expected to pursue the
interests of its ethnic constituency. In the early days, Umno
acted as the elder brother, with a
semblance of contribution from its
junior siblings, MCA and MIC.
But there was never a question of
parity.
After the National Operations
Council (NOC) through its Director, Tun Razak, assumed actual
power in the wake of the 13 May
1969 riots (which itself was a coup
de’ etat against the continued leadership of Tengku), Umno’s
ascendency and dominance were
never questioned. Hence the practical reality since the early 1970s
is that Barisan is actually Umno,
and major decisions affecting the
nation are more often than not
taken in the inner recesses of
Umno, rather than the Cabinet.
Ayatollah Khomeini’s rise to
power in the Iranian Revolution
of 1979 resulted in an Islamic resurgence across the globe. It had
its influence in Malaysia by the

mid-1980s, when Prime Minister
Dr Mahathir decided to outflank
Pas by taking up Islam as a political ideology and weapon.
Thus, Umno added religion to
race, a powerful emotive cocktail
in a plural society. Race or religion
infects nearly every decision
made by Umno, and the state apparatus controlled by it. It will
therefore not be an understatement to describe race and religion
as the fundamental elements of
modern Malaysian politics.
Perhaps the most unacceptable
consequence of a lengthy rule by
Umno is its control over all the
nation’s public institutions, like
the media, the universities, the
civil service and the police. Length
of governance creates rulers who
believe they have a divine right to
rule, that,there is no longer any
difference between the nation
state and the ruling party – they
become inseparable. Thus, Umno
has behaved as if its interests are
identical
with
those
of
Malaysia’s.
When genuine support for Umno
ebbed over time, a climate of fear
was developed, with the spectre
of May 13 repeated time and time
again to intimidate and frighten
the electorate, especially the older
generation and non-Malays.
The success of Pakatan in depriving Barisan of the much vaunted
two thirds majority in Parliament,
winning 10 out of 11 Parliamentary seats in Kuala Lumpur, and
capturing power in five states in
March 2008 forever demolished
the myth of Umno’s invincibility.
Even if ethnic-based politics
played a role in securing Merdeka
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and governing an infant nation,
they have long outlived their use,
and should be jettisoned. The next
stage in Malaysia’s evolving democracy is a change of national
government. As night follows
day, it will inevitably happen.

Deepak
The Deepak saga currently hogging the internet media, which has
for all practical purposes became
the mainstream media for millions
of Malaysians disgusted with the
putrid reporting of newspapers,
epitomises the depths to which our
public life has descended: only a
basket nation like Zimbabwe can
provide an adequate parallel.
Here is an absolutely unknown
businessman of a minority ethnic
group without any known institutional support mocking the
Prime Minister and his wife for
over one month without anyone
from Umno defending them.
One would have thought that
such repeated public criticism of
Umno’s president constitutes a
direct challenge to the entire party,
which in the past was always met
with a stinging rebuttal from
Umno, and thereafter by the full
might of the state. One only needs
to recall strident calls just months
ago to revoke the citizenship of
Ambiga Sreenevasan, also a member of the same minority ethnic
group, when she bravely led
Bersih’s legitimate struggle for
electoral return.
What must be kept in mind about
Deepak’s allegations is their gravity: after all it concerns the barbarous murder of a Mongolian
mother visiting her alleged lover
in Kuala Lumpur, and its cover-

‘Being in the political wilderness
for 15 years, and having suffered
the humility of prosecution,
persecution, conviction and a long
jail sentence can only have
humbled him.’

up. The critical issue in her
murder - who gave the instructions to the two patsies to C4 her has never been investigated, and
the perpetrators have never been
charged.
A society that does not allow the
most thorough, independent and
professional investigation leading to the arrest, prosecution and
conviction of Altantuya’s actual
murderers forfeits all claim to be a
decent, law-abiding society.
It is no coincidence that such brazen conduct takes place in a society where the political leaders
have governed for half a century
and have treated the nation and
its institutions like their private
property and its electorate with
contempt. Accountability, integrity and truth are lost values in
our society.
Even the establishment’s response
to Deepak’s blackmail has been
striking: since his private debt has
to be settled, a company which
purports to look after the interest
of armed forces service personnel
has been directed to bail him out.
What has been totally disregarded
is the corporate governance ques-

tion: how are the interests of this
company, its shareholders and
creditors served by this transaction? Because Umno controls the
management of hundreds of companies, the distinction between
Umno’s interests and the interests
of such companies is blurred.
Seldom in history is Lord Acton’s
acute comment “Power corrupts,
and absolute power corrupts absolutely” more apt than in contemporary Malaysia.

Governing

Malaysia

It is often argued by Umno apologists that on a relative basis, Malaysia is prosperous.
The response should be: to which
country are we being compared?
If we are compared to Burma, Nigeria or Colombia, yes, we are
flourishing. But surely, any comparison should be with countries
with equivalent standing, that is,
our peers. South Korea and Malaysia were victims of the 1997
Asian Financial Crisis. Indeed,
South Korea received IMF assistance in 1998. But 15 years later,
by every measure, South Korea
has surpassed Malaysia by leaps
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and bounds. Whether in heavy industry, ship-building or technology, South Korea is absolutely
world-class: think Samsung, LG
and Hyundai. Likewise, its democratic traditions.
Hence, the best way to describe the
management of Malaysia’s
economy is that despite poor and
misguided policies that have impinged on business, Malaysia has
thrived because of natural resources and the industry, initiative and inherent business skills
of its people, especially those in
the SMEs.
Corruption and nepotism have
caused leakages in the billions. If
Tan Siew Sin had remained as
Malaysia’s Finance Minister for
these 55 years, his prudent stewardship would have saved, I suggest, at least 1 trillion ringgit.
A nation’s greatest asset is its
people: human capital. Umno’s
brilliant policies have driven
away 1.5-2.0m Malaysians with
their skills and talents enjoyed by
other nations. In return, we have
attracted 4-5 m immigrants (legal
and ‘illegal’) to keep our country
“cheap” and to depress the wages

of our labour.
What a great exchange! Just to cite
one illustration of the loss to Malaysia and benefit to other nations:
if all Malaysian citizens were to
immediately leave Singapore and
return to Malaysia, Singapore
would be seriously affected.

A
Pakatan
government?
It is often asked: we accept
Umno’s weaknesses, but better
the devil you know; can we trust
Pakatan to govern better? The
short answer is that in a proper
functioning two-party system, we
shall have an opportunity in four
to five years to throw them out at
the 14th General Elections. A nation is always better served when
governments alternate regularly:
after all, that is the raison d’etre of
genuine free and fair general elections.
But the better answer is to consider the actual track record of the
five Pakatan state governments
from 2008. Even detractors accept
Lim Guan Eng has led Penang
superbly and should be entrusted
with national leadership. Likewise, Selangor.
Proponents of “big development”
criticise the Pas style of leadership
in Kelantan and Kedah: what is
disregarded in this analysis is
that their soft, gentle and slow
style receives support from their
electorate. Nizar Jamaluddin was
a fantastic Menteri Besar in Perak,
and his administration was already making waves in the first
year, which resulted in the Umno
orchestrated coup d’etat.
Even a cursory consideration of

the Pakatan performance as administrators of five states will establish that they are fair, reasonable and, most importantly, not
corrupt. Can the same be said of
the other state governments ruled
by Umno? When one also takes
into account heavyweight politicians of the standing and experience of Nik Aziz, Hadi Awang,
Lim Kit Siang and Karpal Singh
being given senior Cabinet positions, the ship of state will be in
very safe and capable hands.
Anwar Ibrahim will be sworn in
as Malaysia’s seventh Prime Minister when Pakatan is elected. In a
public life exceeding 30 years,
Anwar had had his detractors.
But it must be remembered that he
was a very successful Finance
Minister for some five years, even
earning accolades from Mrs
Thatcher.
He was equally a very successful
Deputy Prime Minister; indeed, so
successful that his boss had to remove him in 1998! Being in the
political wilderness for 15 years,
and having suffered the humility
of prosecution, persecution, conviction and a long jail sentence
can only have humbled him. Dr
Mahathir and Umno have been
obsessive and have used the
might of the state to prevent
Anwar from assuming power.
But the Malaysian electorate is the
final arbiter. Malaysians should
therefore look forward with confidence to Anwar’s prime
ministership. We hope his government will take race-free, religionfree and colour-blind decisions.
The one person in Malaysia who
cannot accept Anwar becoming
Prime Minister is Mahathir, who
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can only judge people by his (Dr
M’s) own values and standards.
Consequently, Mahathir expects
an Anwar administration to settle
scores, particularly against him
and his family. He may be proved
wrong.
What is to say that rather than
wasting the time, energy and resources of the State in investigating and prosecuting Dr Mahathir
and his cohorts in what may be
perceived as political vendetta,
Anwar may appoint a “Truth and
Reconciliation” Royal Commission, modelled along Nelson
Mandela’s post-apartheid South
Africa, with a mandate to discover
the truth (rather that punishing
wrongdoers) as a means of reconciling the nation and moving forward to meet fresh challenges.
If the majority of Malaysians accept that a change of government
is imperative and cast their ballots in the forthcoming general
elections, it will happen. Pious
people should also seek divine intervention. With God’s blessing,
Malaysia should finally leave the
yoke of one party rule by the
middle of this year. Millions cannot wait for it to happen soon
enough. q

Tommy Thomas, a leading
constitutional lawyer, is a
long-time contributor to
Aliran.

POLITICS

Twilight
Umno is like a drowning man clutching at a floating straw to
save his life
by Hishamuddin Yahaya

n unusually swaggering
speech, the DPM lambasted PKR leaders for
suing the newspapers
because that, according to him,
was against the party’s policy on
press freedom. The occasion was
the officiating of the yearly general assemblies in Kuala Lumpur
of Umno Youth and the Putri’s
Wings.

I

Being a man of his position - no
less than the Deputy Prime Minister of Malaysia – and yet unable
to understand what press freedom
means is all the more appalling.
Or maybe, he was stressed by a

formidable pre-election campaign
that fatigue betrayed his intelligence and therefore he was unable to see the wood for the trees.
If press freedom means (as the
DPM understands it) the freedom
to report or write on anything and
to cast aspersions on others and
to extinguish an individual’s
rights to protect his or her honour
and integrity, then by the same
token, a right to assemble will extinguish all individual rights to
the protection of person and property, and the demonstrators can
just trample and destroy properties as they march along.
Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(11) Page 7

That’s anarchy in full bloom.
The potential future PM (God forbid) went a step further criticising
the PR for not walking the talk and
failing to fulfil promises made during the last election campaign. He
blinded the audience to the fact
that PR has not yet taken over
Putrajaya. But that seems not to
matter. What matters was to
criticise as much as possible to the
applause of a psychogenetic audience. That’s the order of the day
and with it the media frenzy.
Inspired by his deputy’s contrived
speech, the next day the PM took

cal clout far exceeding that of
Umno/BN. Intellectually Anwar
is above all of the Umno leaders
put together. Anwar only expounds party policies and seldom
criticises but when he does, he attacks very effectively and exposes
their weakness, their corruption,
their abuse, their cronyism – that
often leaves Umno/BN leaders
dumbfounded and helpless.

DPM Muhyiddin: Unable to
understand what press freedom
means.

PM Najib: Took Umno on a
warpath.

Umno on a warpath. Slandering
and swiping the PR leaders as
power crazy bigots, whose coming to power will only create
chaos and instability in the country and even worse, relegate
Malay supremacy, he jolted the
Youth, Wanita and Putri Wings to
spontaneously respond for total
election war this time.

dynamics at campaigns is a major headache for the BN. Umno
and BN’s doddering candidates
are no match for the young and
able candidates offered by the PR.

The speeches and the mood were
telling signs and provided insight
into the psyche of Umno and BN
leaders that they are indeed facing the most difficult general election this time. Factors haunting
them are many. Sabah and
Sarawak are no more “fixed deposits”. Internal dissensions in
Umno between young and “winnable” candidates of Najib’s
choice and the stalwarts who
refuse to give way are major obstacles causing party elections to
be postponed.

The plundering of wealth by
sons and daughters of BN leaders, the unmotivated murder of
Altantuya Shaariibuu, and the
allegedly close trade connections between the BN government and the Zionist State have
left the BN very vulnerable. The
controversial purchase of the
“sophisticated” submarines –
unable to submerge at one time
– and the alleged fat commission
paid for the purchase are all lethal political weapons for the PR
to expose the BN - for which it
has no plausible explanation.
These and many others are extra baggage for Umno/BN to
haul (which at the moment they
lack the capacity to do so), rendering them rather defenceless.

Change is in the air
The surge of young voters who
want a political change and new

It cannot be denied that months
of campaigning have revealed
Anwar Ibrahim as having politi-
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Umno/BN’s campaign on the
other hand is lacklustre and
colourless. Instead of disclosing
any meaningful and structural
reforms (they haven’t any) to the
public, they choose to slander
and defame, believing that it
will work on the voters. Appearing affable by attending all functions, big or small, is another of
their antics. They seem not to
have any durable policy that
can withstand public debate and make up for this by resorting to sentiments and veiled
threats to shore up support,
which of course appeals only to
the extremists. It is like a drowning man clutching at a floating
straw to save his life.
Many see Umno/BN’s campaign
as intellectually uninspiring and
lacking in strategy. These people
also believe that the 13th General
Election can only be won by the
BN if there are enough phantom
voters to vote for them. But Bersih
will not let that happen. Change
is in the air. q

Dato Hishamuddin bin
Haji Yahaya, a long-time
contributor to Aliran, is
a lawyer and former MP
for Temerloh.

ENVIRONMENT

The Anti-Lynas movement:
Are we being unreasonable?
Given all the uncertainties, can we take the risk and make the
several thousands of residents of Kuantan the guinea pigs?
by Jeyakumar Devaraj
n the evening of 25 November 2012, a group of
anti-Lynas walkers,
headed by Himpunan
Hijau 2.0 Chairman Wong Tack,
who had walked from Kuantan to
KL over the previous 14 days,
reached Dataran Merdeka. A huge
crowd of 10,000 was there to meet
them. It was a huge show of support by the Malaysian public.

O

But there are also, I think, a significant number of thinking Malaysians who are not entirely convinced that the RM 1.3bn Lynas
factory or Lynas Advanced Material Plant (Lamp) is such a serious health hazard. Numerous
government spokepersons including the Minister of Health have
argued:
• Lynas’ proposed plant has
been vetted by a number of
Malaysian agencies including
the Pahang State Government,
the Department of Environment and the Atomic Energy
Licensing Board (AELB) and
all of these agencies and bodies have approved the plans;
• As the public still had reservations, the government then invited the International Atomic

Energy Agency (IAEA) to come
and do a study. A nine-member team selected by the IAEA
arrived on 29 May 2011 and,
after a study tour of six days,
said that the Lynas plant is
safe.
• As people were still not satisfied, in March 2012, the government set up a Special Parliamentary Committee to study
the issue. Three Pakatan
Rakyat MPs were invited to sit
on this nine-person committee
but the PR decided to boycott
this committee (as they felt that
it was only a cover-up exercise
with no mandate to actually
veto the project). This committee too made some recommendations but overall gave their
endorsement for the project.
Based on all these, BN leaders
have argued that the anti-Lynas
protest has been fanned by opposition PR leaders who are looking
for issues to make the BN government look bad. The people have
been misled by scare-mongers,
they claim.
Prime Minister Najib Razak was
quoted in The Star (27 February
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2012) as saying Lynas Corp’s rare
earth plant in Gebeng had been
reviewed by the government and
found to be safe:
He also said that they were looking for an uninhabited location to
place the waste material from the
Lynas plant….
“But if there are people who object for political reasons, there is
nothing we can do about it. Opposition parties will look for issues like this as capital to garner
support”.
I am one of the Opposition MPs
who, according to our PM, is a
scare-monger. I have argued on
several occasions in Parliament
that the Lynas project should be
shelved. But it has always been
my belief that I should speak up
for or against policies based on
facts and principles, and not because of political expediency. To
espouse something which is not
true or which you do not believe
in just to make you or your party
popular amounts to misleading
the public and reflects a lack of
respect for the public! I would
now like to share with you the reasons why I have argued that Lynas

Ore is crushed to
a fine dust

Sequence of filtration
and centrifuging

Ore heated in sulphuric
acid within a revolving
turbine

The solid residue (WLP) which
contains thorium1 and lead2 is
neutralised with calcium compounds and then has to be
stored as waste

H2SO4 solution
containing the rare
earth is further processed

Liquid waste

Note: WLP – water leach purification residue

Table:

Comparison

of
Australian with Malaysian
for rare earth factory

requirements

Aspect

Australian requirements

Malaysian requirements

Process

Detailed environmental impact assessment done. Local community allowed to participate in the process of
setting the terms and conditions.

EIA not made known to the public
until after project approved and
building of the factory nearly completed.

Waste water

To be left to evaporate in ponds. The
solid residue to be collected, placed
in barrels and transported back to the
mine to be stored there.

To be held in ponds for a few hours
and then discharged into the nearest
river, the Sg Balok.

Solid residue

To be transported back to the mine to
be stored there

This has not been clarified up till now.
Diluted and sold as road mix or cement?

Storage site

In a desert 34 miles from the nearest
town.

Nearest residential area (Taman
Balok Baru) is less than a kilometre
away.No permanent storage site identified. Temporary storage at the plant
on peat soil, where the water table is
three to four feet below the ground.

In a desert where the water table is 15
feet below surface level.

should be shelved.

Vastly
differing
standards
First, a brief overview of the indus-

trial process of separating the rare
earths from the rest of the ore.
Lynas actually has the licence to
operate a refining plant in Australia itself.
itself Lynas acquired this
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licence upon buying over Aston,
the company that owned the mine
in Mount Weld. In the mid- 1990s,
Ashton applied for a licence to
refine the ore, and in the process
of consultations with the public

in the region, agreed to a set of specific performances. If Lynas wants
to use the refining licence that
came with the purchase of
Ashton, it is committed to observing all the procedures agreed to
by Ashton earlier. The table below
compares requirements that
Lynas would have to observe in
Australia with the requirements
for it in Malaysia.
The government has said in Parliament that Lynas is keen on operating a plant here because the
total cost in Malaysia is only 30
per cent of the cost of refining the
ore in Australia! (Despite the fact
that it has to be transported from
Mount Weld to Freemantle Port,
loaded on ships and then brought
some 4000km to Kuantan for refining!) That means safety precautions in Malaysia are so much
more lax than those required in
Australia.
This point alone makes me uncomfortable. Why should we allow anything less in terms of
safety standards than Australia?
Does the BN government feel that
the Australian government is being too fussy? Or that Malaysians
can take more radiation than the
Australians?

L y n a s ’ c a valier
attitude with regard
to solid waste
Let me quote verbatim from The
Star (10 February 2012):
Lynas Malaysia Sdn Bhd says that
its residue from its rare earth plant
in Kuantan will be safe and can
be used to build roads. Its managing director Datuk Mashal
Ahmad said that the firm had succeeded in lowering the radiation

level to below 1 Becquerel per
gram, which is similar to the radiation level in fertiliser. He added
that such usage of the residue was
not new and common in developed countries. Mashal said if the
residue could be used commercially, there would be no need to
have a permanent disposal facility.
Rendered non-radioactive? How
is that even possible? Thorium has
an unstable nucleus. Every year a
small percentage of all thorium
existing in the world will start a
process of nuclear decay, emitting
a series of alpha, beta and gamma
rays. Out of every kilogram of thorium, about 10 billion thorium atoms will start the process of decay each hour! There is no known
technology to stop this occurrence.
Lynas is trying to pull wool over
our eyes! Let me explain – according to the IAEA, a substance is
classified as radioactive if it emits
alpha, beta or gamma rays at a frequency of equal to or more than 1
emission per second per gram of
that substance. 1 radioactive ray
per second per gram is termed 1
Becquerel. 1 Becquerel per gram
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is the threshold level for classifying a substance as radioactive.
According to documents filed by
Lynas, the solid waste from the
Lynas refinery would have an
emission level of 6.4 Becqueral per
gram. So it would have to be classified as radioactive.
But if one “dilutes” it by mixing
this solid waste up with nine
parts of road fill material, then
its radiation level drops to 0.64
Becquerel – Hey Presto! No
longer radioactive! It is like adding water to a glass containing
a sweet drink to make it taste less
sweet – but the total amount of
sugar that is consumed is not reduced!
Don’t forget, the same waste if produced in Australia would have to
be shipped back to the mine and
stored beneath the ground in the
shafts from where it was taken!
We should also remember that the
Lynas waste contains small but
significant amounts of thorium
that has been ground down to a
very fine size in the course of extracting the rare earths. If roadworks are carried out on a road

Thorium, with 90 protons, is one of the largest atoms occurring naturally. However, its nucleus is not stable, and
spontaneously undergoes degeneration by shooting out
an alpha particle, thus transforming itself Radium (88 protons). Radium also is not stable, and it gives off a Beta
particle transforming itself to Actinium (89 protons). This
process goes on over 10 steps until Lead (82 protons), an
atom with a stable nucleus, is generated. In the process, 6
alpha particles and 4 Beta particles are shot out of the
degenerating nuclei of a single thorium atom.
You might be interested to know that there are 2.281 x
1024 atoms of thorium in a kilogram of thorium oxide. As
the half life of Thorium is 12bn years, out of 1 kg of Thorium, about 10bn thorium atoms will start the process of
decay each hour!
As lead is the final product in the decay chain for thorium,
there will be a significant amount of lead in the solid waste.
Lead can cause mental retardation in children if ingested
by them. Lead dust in road mix would not add to the quality of our environment!
Let’s calculate the amount of radioactivity that is going to
be introduced into the country because of Lynas. 64,000
tons of WLP waste = 64,000 x 1000 kg = 64,000 x 1000 x
1000 grams (64 x 109 )
The radioactivity of the waste is said to be 6.4 Becquerels
per gram. Ie each gram of that stuff will emit 6.4 radioactive rays every second. In other words 64,000 tons of waste
will be emitting 6.4 x 64 x 109 radioactive rays each second. Multiply that by 60sec x 60min x 24hr x 365days and
you will get a measure of the amount of radiation we will
be introducing into our country for the year – 12.9bn radioactive emissions each year.
This amount of radiation from this year’s waste will remain constant over the next several hundred years as the
half life of thorium is very long. But every year another
64,000 tons of waste will be generated by Lynas – which
will contribute another 12.9bn radioactive emissions per
year! (It was all safely locked within the earth in Mount
Weld, Australia! We are going to take it out, crush it into a
fine powder, transport it around and then keep it in our
backyard!)
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comprising Lynas-manufactured
road fill or if a pothole develops,
there is a real danger of release of
this fine dust into the environment!
Underhand attempts to hoodwink us regarding the safety of the
waste (and the amount of waste
that will be produced is a huge
amount - 64,000 tons per year) has
increased my level of suspicion
regarding the entire project.

The
competency
and/or
integrity
of our ministries and
agencies is suspect
Our government’s responses to
the proposal to recycle the waste
for commercial purposes isn’t too
reassuring either! Consider the
Science, Technology and Innovation Minister’s reply on 2 April
2012 to Lim Guan Eng’s question
in Parliament:
“ Dakwaan YB Bagan bahawa
syarikat Lynas tidak menjelaskan
pelan
pembuangan
dan
penyimpanan sisa projek Lamp
adalah tidak benar.
Syarikat Lynas bercadang mengitar
dan mengguna semula residu yang
dihasilkan melalui penyelidikan dan
pembangunan
untuk
tujuan
komercial.”
Translation: “The accusation by
the Honourable Member from
Bagan that Lynas hasn’t yet specified how it intends to dispose of
the waste from Lamp isn’t true.
Lynas has proposed that the
waste could be recycled and deployed for other commercial purposes through research and development.”

This kind of answer does little
to reassure thinking Malaysians
who are genuinely worried
about the possible health consequences of the Lynas plant. Are
the government agencies competent enough? Do they understand the issues involved? Do
they know that if Lynas had set
up its plant in Australia, it
would have had to transport the
solid waste back to the mine for
storage? Do they know about the
issue of “internal emitters”? Or
has Lynas influenced them by
underhand methods? Have certain parties already taken big
sums of money promising to
push the project approval
through no matter what? Once
this element of doubt arises, and
the credibility of the government
agencies is eroded, it becomes
increasingly difficult to take
their reassurances seriously.

But how about
the IAEA?
They are supposed to be the international experts, and they have
okayed the project. Right! But let
me take you through a few points.
• The IAEA is fully behind the
drive to build nuclear reactors.
They say that these are safe,
that we have the technology to
ensure that nothing goes
wrong. But we have had accidents in Sellafield (UK), the
Three Miles reactor (USA),
Chernobyl (USSR), and this
was
the
worst
until
Fukushima (Japan) occurred!
How safe are they really? But
the IAEA is still all for Malaysia embarking on building two
nuclear reactors – at a cost of
more than RM20bn! How objective is the IAEA?

• Epidemiological studies have
shown that the incidence of
leukaemia in children staying
within a 5km radius of nuclear
reactors in Germany and in
Britain is twice as high as the
national average, although the
levels of radiation in the 5km
radius are very much lower
than the 1mSv/year “safe”
threshold for the public as per
IAEA recommendations (Written answer 306/June 2012 to
questions asked by YB Fuziah
Salleh. Also The Star, 23 February 2012).
• The British Parliament found
this so disturbing that they set
up a special committee – the
Cherie Committee - to study
this increased incidence. The
minority report of this committee posits that the health effect
of exposure to low levels of radiation has been grossly under-estimated by perhaps a
factor of 100, because the effect
of “internal emitters” has not
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been factored in (Submission
by Dr Chan Chee Khoon at the
Ministerial Hearing on 17
April 2012 to revoke the TOL
approved for Lamp).
A radioactive substance emitting alpha or beta rays will
have negligible effect on any
person in the vicinity as a few
metres of air or clothes would
stop these rays. But if a small
part of that substance is inhaled or ingested and it then
happens to release one of those
rays – that would be at point
blank range and the odds that
it causes significant damage to
the DNA of that person is
much, much higher.
We must remember that in the process of extracting the rare earths
from the ore, the ore has to be
crushed to a very fine dust so that
the economic product, the rare
earths can be separated out. But
crushing reduces the ore, including the thorium content, to a very
fine size, making ingestion and/

or inhalation much more possible!
So, can we trust the IAEA as an
objective authority – its brief is to
promote the use of nuclear technology the world over, especially
to promote nuclear reactors! Lynas
isn’t a nuclear reactor to be sure,
but if the IAEA can be off the mark
in the case of the adverse health
effects of low level radiation in the
vicinity of nuclear reactors, how
much can we trust them when they
say Lynas is safe. There are people
who argue that there has been
“regulatory capture” of the IAEA
by the multi-billion dollar nuclear
reactor and defence industries!
In any case, the IAEA team made
11 recommendations to ensure the
safety of the Lynas refinery, and
one among these is that the manner in which solid waste will be
managed should be submitted by
Lynas and approved by AELB before Lynas is given approval to
commence operation (Written answer 306/ June 2012 and 306/
June 2012 to questions asked by
MP Fuziah Salleh. Also The Star,
23 February 2012).
However the Temporary Operating Licence approved on 7 February 2012 allows Lynas to start
operations even before they
present their proposed plan for
comprehensive management of
the solid waste – the TOL only requires them to submit the waste
management plan within 10
months of starting operations
(The Star, 3 February 2012. Pg 30
and 23 February 2012)! Ten
months have passed, and a safe
permanent depository has not yet
been identified and agreed upon
by all parties. Instead Lynas is still
talking of rendering the waste

“safe”.
In a statement on Monday, Lynas
said it would convert LAMP’s water leach purification (WLP) residue which contains a low-level of
naturally occurring radioactive
material , into a commercially safe
product called “synthetic aggregate”. Lynas also said that the plant
to convert the WLP had been built
in LAMP and was now ready for
operation. (The Star, 12 December
2012, Page 22)
From information such as this I
have come to the following conclusions:
• We still do not know the full
health effects of low level radiation. The assumptions of
the IAEA are obviously off the
mark – they underestimate the
adverse effects.
• The Lynas management has
not been honest with us from
the start. They have tried to
bluff about health issues – they
kept the safety features that
were required of them in Australia from us; they tried to
make us believe that they could
render the solid waste non-radioactive and therefore safe.
• The Lynas management were
able to avoid a Detailed Environmental Impact Assessment
before the project was approved because they managed
to mislead our authorities that
the material being refined was
not radioactive – they intended
to ensure that the concentration of the ore sent to Malaysia
didn’t proceed to the extent
that rendered the ore more radioactive than the 1 Becquerel
per gram threshold.
• The Malaysian authorities are
either very gullible or not terri-
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bly competent. Or else, they are
on the take!
Given all the uncertainties, is it
fair to expose the people of
Kuantan to this rare earth refinery? I still am not 100 per cent sure
that it will definitely cause harm.
But can we take the risk and make
the several thousands of Malaysians there the guinea pigs?
We should practice the ‘Precautionary Principle’. If there is a
risk that a particular course of
action might bring adverse effects, then one should consider
not embarking on that action
unless there are very compelling
reasons for doing so. This is why
I have argued several times in
Parliament that the Lynas
project should be shelved. And
as there was an element of attempting to withhold information and mislead our government authorities by Lynas, the
quantum of compensation
should be modest if at all!
What do you think? Do you think
that is being unreasonable? q

Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj, an
Aliran member, is the
Member of Parliament for
Sungai Siput
Acknowledgements: YB
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residents Mr V Vijayan
and Mr CS Yee who all
contributed information
and analyses.

INSTITUTIONAL VIOLENCE

A year of
violence

institutionalised

The State and its machinery must be made accountable
for all unjustified violence
by Angeline Loh
here has been an upsurge of violence this
year, inside and outside
our beloved nation. Most
of it ensuing from uniformed units
of government security forces.
Most of it apparently directed
against ordinary unarmed civilians and citizens of the state. State
violence has escalated. It is time
to recognise this institutionalised
violence that stalks all living under the jurisdiction of the state
and its justice machinery.

T

Institutional violence is always
justified by the right of self-defence and protection of national
security, but often lacks the crucial element of accountability.
State violence continues in many
countries nurturing a culture of
impunity with the aid of state machinery, legalising acts that would
otherwise be crimes of violence.
Earlier in the year, we were faced
with the unprovoked attack by
police riot squads on peaceful protesters at the Bersih 3.0 and
Himpunan Hijau rallies in Kuala
Lumpur. Authorities closed public transport hubs to contain an
already dispersing crowd and the
ordinary public who may not

have participated in the protests.
The dragnet was thrown over all
present. Tear gas and water cannons were fired into the unarmed
multitude, apparently, walking
towards Dataran Merdeka.
Some (agitators?) instigated acts
of criminal damage to tempt those
unable to control their frustration
with existing circumstances,
whether real or perceived, and
further aggravated the violence
initiated by the state security
forces. Journalists doing their job
were attacked by police, in an effort to prevent knowledge of this
atrocity being revealed to the
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world at large. Press equipment
was destroyed and loss sustained
uncompensated. Yet, the news escaped into cyberspace for the
world to know.
People were injured, including a
few policemen. Yet, the government-controlled media, with
forked tongue, selectively reported
these, neglecting the injuries sustained by many of the common
people. Last year, tear gas was
thrown into a hospital, yet blatant
denials spewed from government
mouthpieces. Threats to personal
safety of leaders of these peaceful
protests, arrests, beatings, and

police interrogation, expectedly
followed. None of the activists
and common people were compensated for the injuries inflicted
by the state’s brute force. In the
wake of all this orchestrated violence, none has been made accountable, nor admitted responsibility for causing the ruckus and
loss.
At the same time, other related
protests broke out around the
country in unanimous support of
the KL Bersih 3.0 rally. Most went
unhindered. It looked as if the
capital had to be defended against
the multitude of peaceful
protesters,whilst peaceful rallies
in states like Penang convened
and dispersed without any police
interference or incitement of violence. This made the use of state
violence in the capital appear
even more obviously deliberate.

Brutalised
without
reason
An arrested suspect ends up dead
in a police lock up. There have
been numerous cases recorded
over the years lying in court and
lawyers’ case files. Kugan, Teoh
Beng Hock, Gunasegeran, and
several more, who now don’t live
to tell the tale. Minors like
Aminulrasyid lost their lives for a
prank because of trigger-happy
cops. Foreigners suspected, but
not proven, to have committed
crimes have also been victims of
arbitrary killing by state security
enforcers. With no inquest into the
cases of foreign suspects, there is
no evidence but the word of the
police, supposedly acting in selfdefence. Dubious proof and a judiciary that lacks independence
ensure verdicts remain consistent.
Coroners often rely on open ver-

dicts: an uncommitted and neutral answer – despite the volume
of evidence of suspicious circumstances surrounding these widely
publicised deaths.
This kind of violence stalks the
man-in-the-street. The traditional
stereotypes of cops-and-robbers,
‘good guys’ and ‘bad guys’ is only
a myth. There is much to be proven
before any verdict should be
passed, and the absence of concrete irrefutable evidence has frequently been ignored. The aim of
prosecution seems simply to secure guilty verdicts to meet target
numbers of prosecutions set by the
A-G’s Chambers, deviating from
the true objective of doing justice.
This apparently senseless, secretive and devious violence committed without witnesses, often behind closed doors, by the ‘keepers of law and order’, is a dangerous hazard that all residents in
this country face. Corruption and
racism have produced an unsafe
environment for the common
people, especially the voiceless,
invisible, and least powerful in
society. We remain uncertain of
our personal security. Is this justice?
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Violence
breeds
violence
The inversion of values and misdirected crackdowns against the
justified exercise of basic human
rights and fundamental freedoms
in this country automatically
open the floodgates to the commission of crime. Mainstream broadcast media appear to be bankrupt
of real news to report except to
serve the ruling regime as outlets
for public announcements and
propaganda; besides playing the
role of police and court diaries in
video form. It homes in on daily
common criminal trials and
crimes under investigation. The
menu of local and national news
is limited, with reports of horrific
traffic accidents thrown in to add
spice without taste.
From this often tasteless and insipid menu, one fact can clearly
be deduced – crime rates are spiralling. A viewer can anticipate
that the number of homicide
crimes reported in a week can be
at least three or four, the number
of property crimes i.e. theft, burglary, bribery or arson, could number at least two to three, disastrous
accidents resulting in death could

be four to five, about one occurring everyday. These are sprinkled
with trials of persons for crimes
like rape, incest, assault and battery.
The business news usually covers world economies, the stock
exchange, and how wonderfully
well Malaysia is faring with foreign investors queueing up to put
their money here. We always have
fair weather despite the economic
thunderstorms wreaking destruction in countries far and near. In
fact, when it comes to natural disasters, Malaysia is said to be one
of the safest places on earth, so we
believe.
It is not that these events hold no
value as news, but the disproportion of the focus of news bulletins
implies the scarcity of important
news stories. What an ordinary
viewer may deduce from watching prime time television is that
security of person and property is
deteriorating, despite the widely
publicised police ‘victories’ on
crime busting in the mainstream
mass media. Can a majority of the
public believe what they are told
by this media?

Ever so often, the boredom is broken with reports of local protests.
The juicier ones invariably take
place in the Pakatan Rakyat-administered states against the PR
state governments. These are
souped-up with fiery statements
by Barisan Nasional politicians
about how the PR should run
their political campaigns or how
they should govern their states
modelled on past BN governing
experience. So much for the BN
understanding of democracy in
which the rakyat must have a
choice which they can freely make,
without coercion or bribery by either side.
This article may seem one-sided
but it only reflects the repertoire
of the mainstream media attempting to give an impression that freedom of expression is alive and
well in Malaysia. Perhaps the last
bastion of this UDHR Article 19
right may reside in cyberspace,
that comes under attack, from time
to time, with forays into this territory by the state machinery, using
institutional action against those
seen causing serious damage to
its image. A citizen in Johor was
recently arrested for allegedly in-

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(11) Page 17

sulting the Sultan of Johor in a
comment on his Facebook. The
facts of this case are so ambiguous and the alleged offensive
comments cannot be accessed,
even by any of his family. So, this
free space is shrinking with laws
like Section 114A of the Evidence
Act, devised to silence wagging
tongues in cyberspace.
Thus another year has passed
with few victories for the protection and promotion of human
rights and human rights defenders. It is one more year added to
the dismal record of violations
and increasing restriction of basic human rights and fundamental freedoms in Malaysia.
The State and its machinery must
be made accountable for all unjustified violence it approves and
will only be redeemed if it decides
to concretely change its agenda to
keep its promises to make protection and respect of human dignity,
rights and fundamental freedoms
a priority in practice; not merely
in theory, instituted to boost the
image of the current government.
Malaysians cannot continue to
live on cosmetic dreams. q

Deepak’s
be

exposure will
cartoonised

I find that the disclosures made
by
businessman
Deepak
Jaikishan were significant due to
the fact that the disclosures revealed serious abuse of power,
corruption and murder.
Letters must not exceed 250
words and must include the
writer's name and address.
Pseudonyms may be used. Send
letters or emails to Editor (see
page 3 for address details).
Views expressed need not reflect
those of Aliran. If e-mailing,
include message in the e-mail
body itself.

It is made further significant with
the allegation of the involvement
of the country’s supreme leader,
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak and
his wife Datin Seri Rosmah
Mansor.
I may not agree with all of
Deepak’s action, but the issues
that he brought up point to some
of the country’s biggest scandals
and should be translated into visual form.

Among the revelations made by
Deepak concern the manipulation
of P. Balasubramaniam’s second
SD and the lawyers involved, the
issues behind the murder of
Altantuya and the land issues involving Selangor Umno Wanita
Chief, Senator Datuk Raja
Ropiaah Abdullah.
It is made worse by the Prime Minister and his wife’s non-responsiveness to the allegations and the
black-out of the scandals by the
government-controlled media.
Hence, it is my duty as a cartoonist to cartoonise these issues in
book form for public dissemination for the issues to be further
understood.
Zunar
Background:
Zunar’s cartoons unravel the issues of the Altantuya murder, the
Scorpene scandal, election fraud,
corruption, injustice, abuse of
power and waste of public funds
by the BN government of Malaysia.
Zunar’s six cartoon books are
currently banned by the Malaysian government for allegedly
“having contents that can incite
public hatred and stoke riots
against the government”.
Zunar was arrested on 24 September 2010 under the Sedition
Act for allegedly publishing a
‘seditious’ cartoon book.
Zunar was the recipient of the
“Courage in Editorial Cartoon”
from the Cartoonist Rights Network International, Washington
DC in 2011.
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CORRUPTION

Don’t bribe us with our money!
Malaysians are not that stupid
It is nothing but a bait to fish for votes that will keep
the BN in power
by P Ramakrishnan
he Prime Minister seems
to be playing Santa
Claus. He is very generously dishing out goodies from seemingly bottomless coffers, convinced that Malaysians
are a greedy, unthinking lot who
can be bought easily

T

Little does he realise that the Malaysians of today are a very perceptive and discerning lot who
can see through his election ploy.
They know that the money that is
being doled out does not come
from Barisan Nasional coffers. If
that was the case, then Malaysians can be grateful to the BN.
But when he uses the people’s
money to bribe them and expects
them to be grateful to the BN, it is
insulting their intelligence.
The new-found concern and compassion for Malaysians is very telling. It is nothing but a bait to fish
for votes that will keep the BN in
power. Malaysians will not fall for
this ruse.
Housing has been a great problem for Penangites for the last
thirty over years. The soaring
prices have put houses beyond

the reach of average Penangites.
Thousands of Penangites have
moved to the mainland to buy
houses. An equal number of
Penangites have bought houses in
Kulim and Sungai Petani simply
because they could not afford
houses on the island.
The narrow streets and poor public transport had created horrendous congestion and pollution for
Penangites, making their lives a
nightmare. But this problem did
not suddenly confront Penangites
with the change in government on
8 March 2008. It has always been
there.
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Hardly anything substantive has
been done by the BN to redress
these problems. This neglect continued despite Penang producing
a Prime Minister in the past.
Penang has been marginalised for
many decades. That is a fact.
The housing problem confronting
Penangites has been there all
along. Najib should have known
this. He was the Deputy Prime
Minister for more than five years
after which he became Prime Minister, a position he has been holding for more than three years. In
other words, he was in the forefront of the nation’s leadership for

almost nine years.
How has he been blind to this
grave situation all this while? He
must have known this; yet he did
nothing to alleviate the misery of
the poor in Penang. He did nothing to solve this problem even
when he became the Finance Minister.
It is not a question of finance for
not building the much-needed
houses in Penang. The BN seems
to be never short of cash! It only
means that the BN did not care
for Penang in spite of the continued support that the BN received
from Penang every time there was
an election. We were just taken for
granted!
During his visit to Penang on 8
December 2012, Najib said that
“the opposition had failed to deliver on promises of affordable
housing made when campaigning
during the last election”. He further alleged, “They had promised
that they would resolve the housing issue within two weeks of
coming to power”.

PRIMA project will involve some
2,000 units in Kampung Kastam,
Bukit Glugor”. The ground-breaking for the project is expected to
be next year and the project is
slated for completion 36 months
later.
In other words, with all the resources and expertise at hand, it
would take the federal government three years just to build 2,000
houses. Yet he expects the opposition to build houses in “two
weeks”!
What kind of houses is the BN
going to build? According to him,
“if the current unit costs
RM500,000, we will sell it around
RM300,000 only”. In would mean
a 40 per cent discount. But the
RM200,000 discount has to be
absorbed by the government. It
would cost RM400,000,000. For
the 20,000 units promised, the
government will have to fork out
four billion ringgit!
What would be the monthly instalment for these houses? Who
can afford to pay such

I don’t seem to remember such a
promise being made. If it was true
that the opposition promised to
solve the housing issue within
two weeks of coming to power,
then they must be stupid. Can
houses be built that fast? The opposition has been in power for
more than four years. With limited
resources and burdened with carried forward debts, can this be
solved within this period?

instalments?
Now, even if the houses are to be
bought at RM300,000, who will be
buying these houses? Can the
homeless poor and the low-income earners afford to buy these
houses? Where is the BN’s concern for the poor? All their talk
about caring for the poor and taking care of their welfare is now
exposed as empty talk. There is no
housing solution for the poor!
Why is the BN unable to start
building immediately? According
to him, federal-owned land and
that belonging to agencies like the
Penang Regional Development
Authority, JKP Sdn Bhd and
Syarikat Perumahan Nasional
Bhd are available for this project.
This land has been available for
many years; so why was no attempt made previously to build
houses to ease the housing problem. Why wait until next year?
This is where the BN comes across
as hypocritical. He is making a
conditional promise expecting
support to be returned to power
in order to build the houses. He is
coercing Penangites to vote for
BN. He did not say that these
houses would be built irrespective
of the outcome of the election results. He did not say that the BN
will build these houses even if it
lost the elections.
Will Najib dare to declare that he
will build the promised houses
even if Penangites voted for the
opposition?

Let’s take a look at Najib’s promise. He promised to build 20,000
houses for Penang. He stated that
under the 1Malaysia People’s
Housing Scheme, “the first

Prove your sincerity by making such a declaration. Malaysians are not that stupid. They
will not be bribed with their
own money! q
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ABUSE OF POWER

‘Rosmah told me to look for Bala’
Deepak Jaikishan alleges that the PM’s wife rang him at about
6pm on the day private investigator P Balasubramaniam made
the first statutory declaration
by Leven Woon

Rosmah

UALA LUMPUR: Carpet dealer Deepak
Jaikishan today claimed that Prime Minister Najib Tun Razak’s wife Rosmah
Mansor told him to look for private investigator P Balasubramaniam on the day the latter’s
statutory declaration (SD) was made public.

K

Revealing the identity of “the female friend” whom
he mentioned at his recent press conferences, Deepak
claimed that Rosmah called up many people for
favours on the day Balasubramaniam disclosed his
first SD, which linked Najib to the murder of Mongolian national Altantuya Shaariibuu.
“At about 6pm or 7pm that day, Rosmah called me,
asking me to help resolve the matter. I don’t know
Bala in person, but we have a mutual friend,” he
told FMT.
The well-connected businessman repeated his earlier claim that Rosmah was rushing because one of
the five individuals involved in the murder case was
going to come forward to speak against Najib.

Deepak

Although he did not mention the date, it is likely
that the incident took place on July 3, 2008.
Deepak said he managed to get hold of the private
investigator within a few hours of Rosmah’s phone
call but the latter was sceptical over what he said.
“He asked to meet with Najib. I went to Najib’s
house to discuss this, but Najib did not want to see
him.
“Then Rosmah proposed to have Najib’s brother
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Nazim to meet him.”

trouble if he had, like the other friends Rosmah had
called, refused to help her out.

Deepak said a meeting between him,
Balasubramaniam and Nazim was later held at The
Curve, where Nazim asked the private investigator
what he wanted in return for making the second
SD.

The
40-year-old
businessman
claimed
Balasubramaniam was speaking the truth in the first
SD.

He said Nazim took Balasubramaniam to the Hilton
Hotel in Kuala Lumpur after the meeting.

Asked how he knew that the premier and his wife
were involved in the murder of Altantuya, he said:
“I think this is pure fact. I was involved in the case.
I knew that.”

He claimed that Najib had arranged for a senior
lawyer who is now a Tan Sri to prepare the second
SD for Balasubramaniam.

‘My biggest mistake’
In the second SD issued the next morning,
Balasubramaniam retracted all the allegations he
had made against Najib, claiming that he was compelled to affirm the first SD under duress.
Deepak said he now regretted getting involved in
the case.
“It was the biggest mistake I have made,” he said,
adding that he could have saved himself a lot of
Nazim

He claimed that when Rosmah was asking for his
“favour” in the phone call, he already knew the
nature of the “favour” because there were already
news reports of Balasubramaniam’s SD on the
Internet.
Deepak said his friendship with Rosmah, whom he
once referred to as “Elder Sister”, deteriorated following a land dispute involving him and Umno
senator Raja Roopiah Abdullah.

Thanks

to

Rosmah

He claimed that his company, Asta Canggih Sdn
Bhd, was the nominee company or third party vehicle in the acquisition of 223 acres of land after he
struck an agreement with Raja Roopiah.
Under the agreement, he was supposed to get all
but 23 acres of the land, which would be returned to
Raja Roopiah.
Deepak claimed that Najib had bypassed the Cabinet in deciding to pull back the land from him.
He alleged that he had been constantly intimidated
by government machinery and had lost a lot of business deals with the government,
“I acknowledge that because of (Rosmah), I was able
to rise from a carpet dealer to receiving multi-million [ringgit] contracts from the government,” he
said. “I received a lot of support from her.”
He said he had decided to go on a “long holiday” in
Myanmar from Dec 10 to March 11, which is his
birthday.
Source: freemalaysiatoday.com
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SCANDAL

Malaysian PM caught up in
murder,
bribery
scandal
Persistent allegations could harm the ruling party’s poll
chances, writes Lindsay Murdoch of The Age, as news of the
Altantuya murder scandal reaches foreign shores.
he plot has all the trappings of a B-grade movie:
the murder of a glamorous Mongolian socialite
amid allegations of high-level bribery, blackmail, betrayal and political cover-up.

Scorpene submarines in 2002
while Mr Najib was defence minister.

But these are real-life events, and
they could set back the chances of
Malaysia’s ruling coalition in an
election that Prime Minister Najib
Razak must call by midyear.

The link between the two events
is a Ferrari-driving businessman,
Abdul Razak Baginda, one of Mr
Najib’s best friends and policy advisers, who was the director of the
Malaysian Strategic Research
Centre.

T

Mr Najib denies involvement but
the allegations will not go away.
The internet in Malaysia is running hot with allegations by a disaffected businessman, Deepak
Jaikishan, who is well connected
in the ruling United Malays National Organisation.
They relate in part to the alleged
cover-up of the murder of 28-yearold Mongolian fashion model and
translator Altantuya Shaariibuu
in a patch of jungle in the Kuala
Lumpur suburbs in 2006.
The second part of the controversy
is driven by an inquiry in France
into a complex money trail left by
Malaysia’s $US2 billion purchase
of two French-Spanish built

Ms Shaariibuu worked as a translator in the latter stages of the deal
negotiations.

Mr Najib, who is preparing to
contest his first election since being installed in power by his
party in 2009, denies ever meeting Ms Shaariibuu or having any
link with her. The government
denies any wrongdoing in the
submarine purchases.
But it was two of Mr Najib’s bodyguards who dragged Ms
Shaariibuu from a car, knocked her
unconscious and shot her twice
in the head on October 19, 2006,
according to court testimony. She
had begged for her life and apparently that of her unborn child.
The killers then wrapped her
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body in C4 plastic explosives obtained from the military and blew
her up, ensuring the foetus was
destroyed along with the identity
of the father. For good measure,
they erased her entry into Malaysia from immigration records.
The Scorpene submarine story
has been tumbling out since 2002
when Mr Najib ordered them from
French ship builder DCNS.
Two French investigating magistrates are looking into so-called
“commission” payments of about
$US160 million into companies
reportedly set up by Mr Baginda.
Documents have been seized from
the DCNS offices in Paris.
Ms Shaariibuu, who spoke several
languages, became Mr Baginda’s
lover after they had met in Hong
Kong. Stunningly beautiful, she
had been married to a popular
Mongolian singer and to the son
of a famous Mongolian fashion
designer.
Ms Shaariibuu admitted in a letter found after her murder that she
had been blackmailing Mr
Baginda, who had jilted her after
they had travelled through Asia

and Europe together.
She reportedly had wanted a
$US500,000 cut to remain silent
about her knowledge of the deal.
Ms Shaariibuu was abducted outside Mr Baginda’s house, where
she was said to be causing a
scene. Her murder was eventually
uncovered following continued
pressure from her well-connected
family and the Mongolian embassy in Kuala Lumpur.
The two bodyguards were convicted of murder in 2009 but have
claimed they are scapegoats and
are appealing against death sentences. Pleading with a court not
to execute him in February 2009,
Sirul Azhar Umar described himself as a “black sheep that has to
be sacrificed” to protect unnamed
people.
“I have no reason to cause hurt,
what’s more to take the life of the
victim in such a cruel manner,”
he said.
“I appeal to the court, which has
the powers to determine if I live or
die, not to sentence me so as to
fulfil others’ plans for me.”
A judge sensationally dropped an
abetting a murder charge against
Mr Baginda in 2008 before any
evidence was heard and he is believed to be living in exile in Britain with his family.
Among several claims made by Mr
Deepak – a carpet dealer – to opposition
and
independent
websites are that he interceded to
have a private detective change his
2008 sworn declaration that Mr
Najib had had a sexual relation-

ship with Ms Shaariibuu. The
Prime Minister has repeatedly
denied any relationship with Ms
Shaariibuu, calling it a “terrible
lie”.

country for more than 50 years,
as the latest opinion polls show
Mr Najib’s approval rating has
fallen to its lowest level in 16
months.

Often sensational claims and
counter claims in the case have
been barely reported in Malaysia’s
government-controlled mainstream media.

Wong wrote in the Chronicle on
January 7 that Umno watchers
believed former prime minister
Mahathir Mohamad had decided
to throw his weight behind
Deputy
Prime
Minister,
Muhyiddin Yassin, and effect an
11th-hour change in leadership,
although many have cautioned
that such a move could boomerang and create even greater infighting.

The Malaysian human rights
non-government organisation
SUARAM, whose approach to a
magistrate in Paris in 2010
prompted the French investigation, has complained of official
harassment.
But the claims are hot issues on
opposition and independent
websites, led by the Hong Kongbased Asia Sentinel online magazine, which published confidential files on the case last year and
whose editor, John Berthelsen, has
doggedly pursued the story for
years.
Malaysia, with a population of 28
million, has an internet penetration of more than 62 per cent, one
of the highest in south-east Asia.
Some commentators in Kuala
Lumpur, including Wong Choon
Mei writing in the Malaysia
Chronicle, have speculated that 59year-old Mr Najib could be forced
from office before he gets to call
the election. Jittery powerbrokers
in Umno fear that if he remains
head of the coalition, they may
lose to the opposition leader,
Anwar Ibrahim, and his Pakatan
Rakyat coalition.
There is infighting in Umno,
which has shared power in the
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But Mr Najib, the son of
Malaysia’s second prime minister, has emerged unscathed by the
prosecution of his bodyguards
and is publicly ignoring the
French inquiry and Mr Deepak’s
claims as he presents himself as a
reformist, abolishing several restrictive laws and implementing
a program to bolster unity among
ethnic groups.
Malaysia’s economy has fared
well and the country is considered
by the World Bank to be an attractive place to do business. On January 8, Mr Najib denied rumours
he had suffered a minor stroke due
to the pressure of the allegations
by Mr Deepak, saying he is
healthy. “So don’t listen to the
blogs, please,” he said.
Analysts say the election will be
the strongest ever challenge to
Umno’s rule. Mr Najib has called
the coming election “a defining
point for the destiny of the people
and country”.
Source: The Age, Australia

HEALTHCARE

Doctors have an
to tell it as it is

obligation

When politicians make decisions that have far-reaching
adverse consequences on people, doctors have a moral duty
to openly challenge such decisions
by Ronald McCoy

Medicine is a social science, and politics is nothing else
but medicine on a large scale.
Physicians are the natural attorneys of the poor,
and social problems fall to a large extent within
their jurisdiction.
Rudolf Virchow (1821-1902)

he universal public
health project was born
in the eighteenth century,
established politically in
the nineteenth century, and defined for the modern world in
1920 by Charles Edward
Winslow:

T

Public Health is the Science and Art
of preventing disease, prolonging life,
and promoting health and efficiency
through organised community effort
for sanitation of the environment, the
control of communicable disease, the
education of the individual in personal hygiene, the organisation of
medical and nursing services for early
diagnosis and preventive treatment

of disease, and the development of the
social machinery to insure everyone
a standard of living adequate for
maintenance of health, so organising
these benefits as to enable every citizen to realise his birthright of health
and longevity.
The definition conceptualises
public health as a programme of
intervention strategies, requiring
knowledge, imagination, political
will, policy advocacy, commitment and implementation. Over
the last century, public health has
gradually evolved as a human
right and a means for shaping the
conditions and social determinants which will enable health to
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flourish and health policies to
achieve meaningful outcomes.
Today, this implies that public
health must courageously confront the powerful forces of
globalisation and resist the negative political and economic trends
that frame the twenty-first century
and undermine human welfare.
The pursuit of genuine democracy and human rights is another
problematic transition, critical for
public health.
Democracy, particularly its sense
of active engagement in shaping
society, is the most appropriate
approach in a world where so
many people are marginalised,
excluded from control of their own
lives, suffer a sense of alienation,
and are deprived of good health
care; where governments, including the Malaysian government,
increasingly
support
the
privatisation of health care and
repeatedly refer to health care as
an industry, an object of tourism,
and a mainstream contributor to
economic growth, forgetting that
health is a human right and
health care a social service which

governments have a duty to support and provide out of taxation.
Collectively, doctors are respected
and influential members of society. If the medical profession really believes in putting patients
first, then it should be equally, if
not more, motivated to be politically active and contest government decisions which are detrimental to health. Doctors should
be more outspoken as a professional body, when taxpayers’
money is being siphoned off to
secret bank accounts in foreign
countries or diverted to dubious,
inflated projects, including the
purchase of military hardware.
When politicians make decisions
that have far-reaching adverse
consequences on people, whose
health and wellbeing doctors are
entrusted with, doctors have a
moral duty to openly challenge
such decisions. Such political action would represent a powerful
and effective example of preventive medicine. Last year, Greek
doctors took to the streets of Athens to protest against austerity
measures which would impinge
negatively on health care.

Social

determinants
health

of

Studies have shown that health
is universally sensitive to social
and economic factors and follows
a social gradient: the higher the
social position, the better the
health. Academic research has
contributed substantially to understanding the social determinants of health, such as poverty
and low levels of education. In
attempting to change such social
inequalities, the main difficulty
has been the lack of political commitment to effecting change.

Public health workers protest in Greece.

The end of the Cold War and the
fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989
seemed to unleash a new era of
unopposed global capitalism,
which the American political scientist and author, Francis
Fukuyama, called the “end of history.” But neoliberalism and unfettered capitalism have now come
under close scrutiny and pressure,
with revelations that deregulated
market forces and avarice have
been the main cause of the 2008
financial crash and the ongoing
economic meltdown, which has
had devastating consequences for
people all over the world. Social
inequality has proved to be incredibly toxic and many people have
had to endure redundancy and
stagnating wages, while banking
and business executives have received bonuses and other forms
of remuneration that have, on average, increased by 12 per cent.
Unemployment and enforced
austerity measures are causing
serious physical and mental
health problems. The suicide
rate in Athens rose by 25 per
cent last year and the national
rate in Greece doubled to 5 per
100,000 of the population. The
number of suicides in the United
Kingdom rose 6 per cent in 2008
to 5,766 suicides. Increasing
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poverty and mental stress will
negatively affect mental health,
crime, nutrition, substance misuse and other aspects of
wellbeing, including morbidity
and mortality rates.

The
Occupy
Movement
On 17 September 2011, the Occupy
movement exploded onto the
streets of New York. By 24 September, 6,705 protesters had been arrested and jailed. Since then, Occupy has spread to hundreds of
towns and cities across the world.
The movement now occupies the
global conscience. Messages of
protest have spread from the
streets to opinion editorials to political leaders and governments.
It is time to wake up!
Occupy is an unprecedented
movement that has critiqued and
challenged corporate veils and
corruption, and has called for
greater openness, transparency,
accountability, civic participation,
equity and democracy. The Occupy movement is a rallying call
to change our mode of thinking
and forge a kinder, more egalitarian future. Occupy is asking questions and demanding change in
top-down governance.

How are the wealthiest 1 per cent
in the United States influencing
and dominating the lives of the
other 99 per cent? Is it not time to
separate money from politics and
politics from money? How do we
redefine basic concepts of economic growth and make them
ecologically sustainable in order
to reduce inequality, stop climate
change, and increase the quality
of life for all?
Occupy is people power that has
succeeded in putting everyday
inequalities on national agendas
and informing public perceptions
of income disparity. It has highlighted the plight of the poor and
the disempowered, those without
a voice, those without hope for
changes in a capitalist economy
that for decades has been shaped
and coded to benefit the rich and
the powerful.
Occupy represents a vision of democracy that fundamentally opposes the management of society
as a corporate-controlled space
that underwrites a political system that serves the wealthy,
glosses over the poor, and fails to
listen to criticisms and objections
by the rest of society. People are
now demanding of their governments new solutions and of themselves the effort and inventiveness
to create them. This emerging
paradigm shift in awareness and
confidence is profound, but it is
only the first step towards meaningful transformation.
People are waking up to the reality that change will not come
about from someone else or from
corporate-linked politicians, or by
simply voting for change. The
Occupy movement’s radical message is that we have to change

ourselves, individually and collectively, by questioning the dominant model and by redefining old
ideas, such as gross domestic
product and economic growth.
Unless we change our mode of
thinking and habits of consumerism, future generations will not
survive cataclysmic climate
change and loss of biodiversity.
No one is going to do this for us,
not our governments, not our socalled political leaders. As the
black feminist poet, June Jordan,
said, “We are the ones we have
been waiting for.”
The Occupy movement seeks to
challenge corporate manipulation of the economy and the concentration of increasing wealth
and political power in the 1 per
cent, who now control the American political system and ignore
the 99 per cent of the people in
economic decline. It seeks to discover new forms of participatory
democracy that are least susceptible to corruption and profit-motivated corporate entities. Similar
scenarios are in play in other
countries, including Malaysia.

haves and have-nots, between
what Noam Chomsky calls the
‘plutonomy’ and the ‘precariat.’
In the imagery of the Occupy
movement, the ‘plutonomy’ represents the rich and their affinity
for luxury goods, and the
‘precariat’ represents the rest, that
is, people who live a precarious
existence on the peripheral margins of society.

People
distrust
those in power
Dysfunctional politics is a global
problem. In almost every country,
people distrust their governments
and are keen for change. The 2012
Trust Barometer study by
Edelman, one of the world’s largest independent public relations
companies, has revealed a severe
breakdown in government trust
globally. In Europe, less than 50
per cent of citizens in Ireland, Germany, the United Kingdom, Russia, Poland, Italy, France and
Spain trusted their governments.
Only 52 per cent of Malaysians
trusted their government, while 46
per cent trusted the mainstream
media.

When Alan Greenspan, former
chair of the US Federal Reserve,
testified to Congress in the Clinton
years, he explained that the success of the US economy and capitalism was based mainly on what
he called “growing worker insecurity.” He explained that insecure people, who live precarious
lives, are part of the ‘precariat’ and
do not make demands in a
“healthy” economy. The Occupy
movement is the first popular reaction to this great social divide
in the United States.

The study also showed that there
was particular concern with the
failure of governments generally
to listen and take heed of citizens’
views and needs, to effectively
manage national financial affairs,
to follow transparent and open
practices, and to communicate frequently and honestly. It also
showed that voter anger directed
against governments often arose
from the perception that elected
representatives are unwilling to
own up to hard truths.

The world is hardening and dividing more and more into the

There is a growing conviction that
elected representatives have
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grown too remote, too arrogant,
too corrupt and too closely associated with corporate interests to
serve the common good. The incestuous cronyism between government and private enterprise
increasingly exacerbates suspicions of venality.
In ancient China, each new dynasty launched a ceremonial “rectification” of words and their
meanings, bringing together language and the subjects of the new
dynasty and clarifying imperial
politics and governance. We know
that nuanced language, circumlocutions and euphemisms often
provide cover and protection for
what is wrong and outrageous. By
changing the language, it is often
possible to to change thinking
about the reality of the status quo
in order to bring about muchneeded reform.
Confucius has this to say: “If language is not correct, then what is said
is not what is meant; if what is said is
not what is meant, then what must be
done remains undone; if this remains
undone, morals and arts will deteriorate; if justice goes astray, the people
will stand about in helpless confusion.”
Rectifying the true meanings of
words used and calling things by
their true meanings are the first
crucial steps in describing what
is wrong before taking action. A
doctor must first make a diagnosis before starting treatment. Citizens must begin by describing
and recognising what is wrong
before taking action. Language
and truth matter. Lies are “lies”,
not “terminological inexactitudes”. Theft is “theft”, not “inappropriate acquisition”. Murder
is “murder”, not “accidental

death” or "suicide."

Political change
Malaysia

in

People everywhere are beginning
to wake up and realise that those
in power are ignoring the public
interest and are not listening to the
cries and protests of citizens.
Many voters are rising up,
organising street demonstrations
and demanding change. The socalled Arab Spring and the Occupy movement are good examples of the actions of desperate, alienated populations.

In Malaysia, people are aware of
the deafness of government leaders in ignoring public objections
to exposure to industrial waste
containing radioactive thorium,
which will be produced by the
rare earth refinery of the Lynas
Advanced Materials Project
(LAMP) in Gebeng, Pahang. Such
waste will require robust isolation
and containment for at least a few
hundred years.
Civil society groups, Save Malaysia Stop Lynas and Stop Lynas Coalition, have expressed major safety
concerns that 700,000 people living within a 35km radius of the
refinery will be exposed to longterm radiation hazards, including
ionising radiation from internal
emitters following the inhalation
and ingestion of thorium particles. This is particularly damning when Lynas has been given a
temporary operation licence and
has made no public disclosure
whatsoever regarding its permanent waste disposal and decommissioning plans.
People are also aware that the

Aliran Monthly : Vol.32(11) Page 28

Malaysian government has set up
the Malaysia Nuclear Power Corporation for the purpose of building two nuclear power plants by
2021, despite public objections to
possible nuclear accidents and
lethal radioactive contamination
of the country, in the face of the
recent Fukushima nuclear meltdown in Japan, when other countries are phasing out their nuclear
reactors and investing in renewable energy for the future. More
than that, as there is no method of
safely and permanently disposing
of long-lived radioactive nuclear
waste, future generations of Malaysians will be exposed to radioactive elements for thousands of
years including for example, plutonium which has a half-life of
24,400 years. This is not a legacy
we should leave future generations. We don’t need mendacious
“experts” or politicians to tell us
that nuclear reactors and rare
earth refinery plants are safe.
There is a growing number of
Malaysians who want to see political change. Business as usual
is no longer an option. The same
Malay-dominated coalition of ethnic-based political parties has
been in power for too long. The
Barisan Nasional government
has had a good run for their
money - in fact, with our money. It
has grown fat, corrupt, addicted
to cronyism, authoritarian, arrogant, and replaceable. For Malaysia to grow into a united, democratic, multicultural, high-income,
developed country by 2020 and a
respected member state of the international community, there will
have to be many transformations.
The most vital, primary change
would be to dismantle ethnicbased political parties and re-

place them with multiethnic, ideological parties, dedicated to good
governance, human rights and
fundamental freedoms, particularly the freedoms of thought, conscience, religion, expression of
opinion, a free media, and peaceful assembly and association.
Systemic corruption, arbitrary arrest and detention, police brutality and custodial deaths must be
eradicated. The rule of just law
and independence of the judiciary must be restored. One of the
worst self-inflicted wounds has
been the politicisation of education in primary and secondary
schools, which has impoverished
the country of world-class universities and employable graduates.
Many of those who enrol in foreign universities do not return
home, a debilitating, unaffordable
brain drain for a developing country.
Reforming the Barisan Nasional
government, comparable to a
lobotomised prisoner confined to
a soundproofed cell, is unrealistic. A few years spent in the political wilderness could be therapeutic. Malaysia urgently needs a new
government, capable of dispassionately thinking through the
emotive and divisive arguments
arising out of interpretations of
the so-called “social contract”
and the term “Ketuanan Melayu”
and creating conditions that
would nurture a country of
twenty-first century Malaysians,
believing in a borderless world.

Conclusion
In many developing countries, the
ruling classes effectively control
the population by influencing
and controlling the attitudes and
beliefs of people through a public

relations industry, made up of a
compliant, government-controlled
media and special interest groups.
In order to bring about change in
the status quo, there has to be
organised and informed civil society activism. Karl Marx had a
famous line: “The task is not just
to understand the world, but to
change it.” To change the world
constructively, you first have to
understand it. Understanding the
world does not mean just listening to a talk or reading a book. It
means learning through longterm participation in civic life.
I believe that if we have a human
problem, then there has to be a
human solution. History recounts
the human struggles to abolish
human sacrifice, slavery, racial
segregation and apartheid. Each
time, there was a human cost for
change. Many activists were imprisoned, brutalised and killed.
Human history is not only about
injustice and cruelty, but also
about compassion, courage and
sacrifice.
Nothing will change if we don’t
take that first step to bring about
change. If we believe that change
is not possible before we take that
first step, it will weaken our capacity to act and nothing will
change. Be the change you want
so badly! Great moral victories are
often achieved through an infinite
succession of countless small actions by unknown people.
The next three or four decades of
the twenty-first century will mark
a watershed in human history.
There are two existential threats
to human security, the integrity of
the planet, and ultimately the survival of civilisation as we know
it. First, the increasing
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militarisation of diplomacy in a
world bristling with nuclear
weapons will ultimately lead to
catastrophic nuclear war. Second,
ecologically unsustainable economic development in a world seduced by materialism will result
in irreversible, cataclysmic climate change and loss of ecosystems.
We must learn from the mistakes
of the past and forge a common,
secure future. The greatest moral
challenge of our time is the unthinkable possibility of self-destruction on a global scale in a
nuclear war or from cataclysmic
climate change. The greatest priority for the future is to ensure that
there will be a future.
Doctors are bound by the Hippocratic Principle: First Do No Harm.
When they become aware of circumstances harmful to their fellow human beings, they must
speak up. It means never turning
your face, whispering or remaining silent in the presence of
wrong. q
Dr Ronald McCoy, is
president of the Malaysian Physicians for Social
Responsiblity and past copresident of International
Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, which
received the Nobel Peace
Prize in 1985. He retired
as an obstetrician and
gynaecologist and believes that the babies he
delivered and everyone
else deserve to live in a
peaceful world, free of
nuclear weapons and
nuclear reactors.

RELIGION

Don’t

Politicise God

Have the ordinary, average Muslims, who are the majority in
this country, ever complained that they are confused when
Christians use the word “Allah”?
by P Ramakrishnan

The word “Allah” has been used all along in Malaysia without causing any problem or creating any unrest.

hen God is politicised
we are in big trouble.
That is what is happening in Malaysia. And
that’s why we are in such a big
mess.

W

be used by the Christians.

Religious zealots have come out
with edicts that defy logic and
override the supreme law of the
land, the Federal Constitution.

The government has appealed
against this decision. But nothing
has happened for more than three
years. Seemingly it is meant to be
so! There is no urgency to solve
this matter as soon as possible.
Most people think that the delay
is deliberate and politically motivated.

They have paid scant attention to
the High Court ruling way back
in 2009 that the word “Allah” can

The claim by some members of
certain organisations who had
aggressively demonstrated on the
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premise that Muslims and Christians will be confused if “Allah”
is used by non-Muslims is ridiculous and laughable. There is no
merit in their claim. There is no
justification for this view. What is
the basis for this ridiculous
claim?
Why is the word “Allah” confusing? And confusing to whom?
What is so confusing about the
word? It had been in use for thousands of years; yet we have not
come across anyone in any part

of the world who was ever confused because the word “Allah”
was commonly used by Muslims
and non-Muslims.
Have the ordinary, average Muslims, who are the majority in this
country, ever complained that
they are confused when Christians use the word “Allah”? Until this controversy, which has
been recently created deliberately
by the religious zealots, the word
“Allah” has been used widely
and commonly in Malaysia by the
various communities without
anyone getting confused or upset!
It would appear that the only ones
who are confused must be the minority of narrow-minded religious zealots! Are they really confused – or are they, for political
reasons, desperately trying to confuse the majority of people who
are sane and sensible and comfortable with the use of the word
“Allah”?
The word “Allah” has been used
all along in Malaysia without
causing any problem or creating
any unrest – until some religious
zealots came along and suddenly
claimed exclusive right to the use
of the word. For heaven’s sake,
this is an Arabic word used freely
and universally without any
problem or confusion in the rest
of the world!
Muslims throughout the world
have understood this word and
what it refers to. Locally Muslims, Hindus, Chinese, Sikhs,
the Peranakan community in
Malacca and the Orang Asli
have used the word comfortably
and freely and they have understood what it stands for and represents.

We have never ever had
confused zombies walking around like lost
souls and going astray.
Yet, it is argued that the
use of “Allah” by nonMuslims can cause confusion. Why is it that this
so-called affliction only
affects Muslims in West
Malaysia? What is the
rational explanation?
Are the Muslims in East
Malaysia made of
sterner stuff that they are
not afflicted by this confusion? Could it be a
The Penang Mufti, Hassan Ahmad:
case of Muslims in East
“Allah” can only be used by the Muslims
Malaysia being better
in the country.
educated and instructed
in Islam that nothing will shake Islam was not founded on dethem from their faith?
nial. It is a compassionate religion whose tenets exhort MusWhat has gone wrong in West lim to be tolerant and caring, to
Malaysia for the religious zealots stand up for justice, to protect
to claim that the Muslims here will the rights of others, and to be
be confused? Are the Muslims in accommodating and to never
West Malaysia that weak and gull- deny what is rightfully others.
ible to the extent that they are not These religious zealots seem incapable of thinking rationally and capable of living up to the dediscerning what is right and mands of their faith. Their docwrong? Are they really confused? trine is one of denial.
Or is it a case of causing confusion where there is no confusion? Is the faith of the Muslims in West
What is the political agenda for Malaysia that shallow and precreating this controversy?
carious that they can be so easily
led astray? Isn’t it an indictment
The word “Allah” has been used that after all that has been done to
for centuries. It has been around protect and preserve Islam and to
even before Islam came into being. educate the Muslims into becomWhere Islam originated, there has ing better human beings with so
been tolerance and accommoda- much effort, it has been a total failtion. Both Christians and Muslims ure?
have used the same word freely
in their daily conversation and Shouldn’t these religious zealots
prayers without upsetting any re- be directing their attention and
ligious sensitivity. No prohibition anger to the more serious malaise
was imposed because they under- plaguing the Muslim community
stood the core value of their re- and deserving their wholehearted
spective faiths.
attention?
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had ruled in a landmark
decision in December
2009 that the Home
Ministry’s blanket ban
on the use of the word
“Allah” is illegal. Would
he care to rage and rail
against the Malaysian
judiciary for that ruling?
Would he now state that
the judiciary has no right
to adjudicate on this issue?
The Perak Mufti, Tan Sri
Harussani Zakaria has
declared that if nonMuslims want to use the
The Perak Mufti, Tan Sri Harussani
word “Allah” they must
Zakaria: If non-Muslims want to use the
convert to Islam. There is
word “Allah” they must convert to Islam.
no logic in this baffling
It is a fact that teenage pregnancy, statement. Would he dare to deincest, baby dumping, drug abuse, clare that the entire world is subHIV infection and many more ail- ject to his ‘ruling’? The rest of the
ments are rampant among the world wouldn’t care two hoots for
Malay community. Seriously, his views. He would become the
these are the areas that the zeal- laughing stock of the Muslim
world.
ots should be involved in.
There is wide-spread corruption,
abuse of power, human rights violations, injustice, deaths in custody, racism, co-habitation, rape,
murder, discrimination, wastage
and many more wrongs which
should be the concern of these religious zealots. But there are no
earnest attempts to resolve these
issues. But strangely, the uttering
of the word “Allah” by non-Muslims consumes their entire attention.
The Penang Mufti, Hassan
Ahmad, has reminded all parties
not to challenge the National
Fatwa Council’s decision that
“Allah” can only be used by the
Muslims in the country.
The Kuala Lumpur High Court

Going by their logic, Islam must
be insulted throughout the wide
world on a daily basis because
many adherents of different faiths
utter this word in their prayers
and conversations. What are
these religious zealots going to do
about this?
Now, what happens to the Holy
Book of the Sikhs which has the
word “Allah” in it? Are the religious zealots suggesting that it
should be rewritten, dropping the
word “Allah” to reflect their
views?
Mizrahi Jews (descendants of the
Jewish communities of the
Babylonian era in the Middle East
and the Caucasus) also use the
term “Allah”. Are the religious
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zealots declaring that from henceforth the Mizrahi Jews have no
right to use this word? How ridiculous can one get.
In the view of many thinking Malaysians, it is these religious zealots who are confused – not the rest
of the Muslim community. It is time
we settle this issue once and for
all.
Now is the real test for these religious zealots. We hope that they
will be brave enough and honest
enough to be consistent in their
narrow-minded views. There are
some state anthems that have the
word “Allah” in the lyrics. Will
they now declare that the nonMuslims in West Malaysia should
not sing these state anthems?
That should be the case, going by
their warped reasoning!
Will they be consistent in their
stand by declaring that the Rukun
Negara, the national code of conduct for all Malaysians, should
not be observed by Muslims because of the word “Tuhan”? Will
they have the guts to say that we
sideline the Rukun Negara because, in their lopsided view, it can
confuse the Muslims in West Malaysia?
And likewise, will they also forbid the Muslims of West Malaysia from singing the national anthem, Negaraku, which has been
sung spiritedly since our independence, because in the lyrics there
is the word “Tuhan”? Will they
say that we must abolish the national anthem in West Malaysia?
Now, it is really confusing to all
of us. The religious zealots must
be genuinely and thoroughly confused as well! q

BOOK REVIEW

Multiculturalism
vs
Divide-and-rule
eight chapters: Identity formation
and its articulation; Malayness
and Islam; Ordered spaces: Naming places and defining boundaries; Engineering Muslim Malay
identities; Other Malays and
Malaysia(n)s: Resistance and
change; Islamicity: Experiencing
the divine light; Between a cosmopolitan ethic and the politicide of
the Malays; and Conclusion.

Modern Muslim Identities:
Negotiating Religion and
Ethnicity in Malaysia
by Gerhard Hoffstaedter,
Copenhagen:
NIAS Press, 2011, 272 pp.
dentity politics, which
revolves
around
ethnicity and religion, is
very much embedded
and, often times, exploited in Malaysian politics. This social reality is the thrust of this volume,
which is the outcome of an ethnographic study of identity politics
in Malay-Muslim majority Malaysia.

I

This 272-page book is divided into

In this study, the author immersed
himself in, among other things,
“rituals, feasts, celebrations, habits and written or oral traditions”
in predominantly Malay communities in various parts of Peninsular Malaysia. This research was
conducted in part driven by the
author’s desire “to find out what
the Malaysian case may have to
say in more general terms about
living together in multicultural societies and in particular about
how Malaysians negotiate a multitude of ethnic, cultural, religious
and political identities” (p. 9).
Such is the nature of the three-andhalf-year study especially when
one aims to examine Islam, which
is recognised as a way of life, and
Malayness – the very “twin factors,” if you like, of the constitutional definition of being Malay
in Malaysia. Although defined
constitutionally, being Malay and
Muslim can mean many things to
many people in different social
classes and contexts, which is
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clearly the object of the study concerned.
In other words, the identity
marker of Malayness and Islam
has become a contested terrain
where the state and civil society
stakeholders, namely the liberal
elements and the reactionary
forces, compete vigorously. Indeed, the Malay ruling elite, in
their interest to maintain cultural
and political hegemony over the
populace particularly the Malay
communities, would “dominate,
accommodate and negotiate”
with various stakeholders in civil
society.
Tension, conflict, resistance and
even concession are bound to occur as various groups – such as
Sisters in Islam on the one hand
and Muslim Brothers, Teras,
Badai and Perkasa on the other
hand – strive to forge their respective definitions of Islam and
Malayness into the public sphere.
The conservative elements, which
habitually claim to represent the
Malay-Muslim majority, do not
condone, let alone encourage, differing views of Islam and
Malayness.
Often, the silence of the so-called
“silent Malay-Muslim majority”
encourages the reactionary Islamic elements to take centre stage
and dominate civil society. This,
as this study shows, can be

brought about when the reactionary forces indulge in labelling and
demonising those who oppose
their views as “anti-Islam” and
“infidels”. As a result, they occupy a strategic and dominant
position, where they determine
the parameters of Islamic discourses.
And if this approach is not sufficient to rein in the supposed “recalcitrant” liberal Muslims, the
conservative elements indulge in
the politics of fear within the
Malay-Muslim communities,
such as the perceived threat of
mass conversion to Catholicism,
as claimed by Perak Mufti
Harussani Zakaria in 2006 (p.
206). And given the politics of
ethnicity and of divide-and-rule
in the country, it would not be an
exaggeration to argue that such a
tactic can also be employed in the
desired objective of gaining consent and support for a particular
ethno-religious-based political
party.
Ethnic and religious identities
may be socially, culturally and
institutionally allocated where
state institutions, civil society and
social and cultural practices generate the discourses within which
ethnicity and religious memberships are constituted. In this context, there are times when the state
feels compelled to negotiate or
lend its support to the conservative elements whose views are
loud enough to marginalise the
voices of the majority Malay-Muslims and minority others.
The author observes that there are
many Islamic laws, apart from
cultural traditions, that govern the
lives of Muslims in modern Malaysia. But the implementation of

sector in Malaysia, and give Malaysia a bad image’’ (p. 181).
The above example seriously implies a violation of the principle
of justice that is otherwise promoted and sanctified by Islamic
teachings.
Perkasa striving to forge its
respective definitions of Islam and
Malayness.

these laws that are purported to
protect the faith of the Malay-Muslim communities may not necessarily be just and fair. As rightly
pointed out by the author, there is
a class dimension to religious policing. The raids conducted by the
moral police in the city of Kuala
Lumpur to monitor and curb occurrences of khalwat (close proximity), for example, are often focused on cheap hotels, not the fivestar ones where the rich and famous Malay-Muslims patronise.
Indeed, many of the rich MalayMuslims are not overly concerned
by the growing moral policing primarily because they are relatively
immune to such religious intervention. An example given by
Hoffstaedter is the raid in 2005 by
the Federal Territory religious authorities on the upscale nightclub
Zouk in Kuala Lumpur. The sons
and daughters of Kuala
Lumpur’s elite were caught,
which subsequently gave rise to
loud complaints from their influential parents.
The outcome of this incident was
that “the government decreed that
the religious police stay away from
five-star establishments, which include bars, clubs and hotels. The
reason offered was that it would
abrupt tourism, a major economic
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The immense attention given to
the Malay-Muslim communities
by the state, contends the author,
invariably resulted in the relative
neglect and “discrimination of
Chinese, Indians and Orang Asli
as minorities, whose place as
equal Malaysian citizens is contested by the Malay majority’’ (p.
26). The interaction and relationship between the Malay-Muslim
communities and their non-Muslim counterparts also help to define the identities of the MalayMuslims as well - among other
things, notions such as Malay
supremacy prevail in the national
discourse.
Troubled by worsening ethnic
fragmentation, the state, under the
brief leadership of Abdullah
Ahmad Badawi, had introduced
the concept of Islam Hadhari or
Civilisational Islam, a supposedly
universalising identity marker in
Malaysia that would take into
consideration the interests of both
Muslims and non-Muslim communities.
The
concept,
Hoffstaedter points out, was
short-lived as it failed to gain support even among (Malay-Muslim)
government functionaries for a
variety of reasons, one of which is
simply that there’s only Islam, not
Islam Hadhari.
But competing interests and contestation are also found in the cultural domain, where the power of
the state to define cultural forms

and practices is challenged, if not
subverted, by people in the arts.
One interesting case cited by the
author is the controversy surrounding Kelantan’s traditional
art form of Mak Yong. Students of
cultural politics would profit from
the author’s analysis pertaining
to the politics of contestation in
the arts. Mak Yong has been considered by the Pas-led Kelantan
government as being un-Islamic
primarily because of some Hindu
elements inherent in it. The ruling party called for the “purging”
of the Hindu elements in Mak
Yong.
And yet, resistance was waged by
local Mak Yong performers
through the use of the artistic tool
of humour to ridicule, if not subvert, the local ruling elite. The author also detects that certain performers “use the Muslim pseudonyms only for the first couple of
minutes before changing back to
the Hindu names” (p. 124).
Additionally, the ideological
struggle waged in this contested
site gained an added impetus
with the intervention of rival
United
Malays
National
Organisation (Umno) party that
encouraged the performance of
Mak Yong in Pas-led Kelantan,
which was touted as a Malay
heritage to be proud of. In this
instance, the local performers
preferred to struggle on their
own steam rather than being
wedged between Pas and Umno
in an ideological and political
war that both had vested interest in. Besides, it is crucial that
these artistic people used their
very own voices to narrate and
preserve their long-held tradition and heritage.

This study, as intimated above,
also examines the marginalisation
of minorities in society. And they
include the Indian Muslims.
However, Hoffstaedter argues that
he consciously avoids engaging
with the exclusion of Indian Muslims, “who are arguably doubly
excluded. On the one hand they
are marginalised for being nonMalay, on the other hand they are
Muslims and therefore subject to
Islamic laws they have little control over’’ (p. 27).
In response, I would argue that the
author should have incorporated
the Indian Muslims into his study
as this community provides an excellent case of how identities can
be very fluid and dynamic to the
extent that some of them have
been accepted and recognised as
“Malay” via intermarriage, Islamic practices and also the politics of ethnicity. In fact, history has
shown that a few members of this
community have even reached the
top echelon of a political party
that champions Malay supremacy.
In his conclusion, the author asserts, among other things, that
Malaysia has failed in its attempt
at multiculturalism in the larger
context of the politics of divideand-rule. To help overcome this
obstacle, he proposes that the individual has to be freed from “the
tyranny of racial-cum-religious
politics and return agency to the
individual. This includes allowing all individuals, especially
Malays, to choose their religion’’
(p. 227).
While this proposition can be regarded as unthinkable in contemporary Malaysia where the constitutional definition of Malay is
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interlinked with Islam and where
there already have been vigorous
initiatives to draw up an antiapostasy law for the Malay community, the author’s remark and
his entire study, however, serve as
a useful reminder that Islam is
indeed universal in that it is not
congenitally connected to any
ethnicity nor station in life; it’s the
degree of piety in the widest sense
of the word that counts. The creation of different tribes and nations is meant for us to celebrate
diversity and humanity in all its
various forms. This message is
clearly imparted in such Qur’anic
verses as the following:
O mankind! We created you from a
single (pair) of a male and a female,
and made you into nations and tribes,
that ye may know each other (not that
ye may despise each other). Verily the
most honoured of you in the sight of
Allah is (he who is) the most righteous of you. And Allah has full
knowledge and is well acquainted
(with all things) (Qur’an, Surah 49:
13).
This book, in which the author has
shown his meticulous handling
of the finer details, makes a compelling read especially for those
concerned with Islam, identity
politics, power relations, ethnic
relations and democracy in Malaysia. q
Dr Mustafa K Anuar, the
honorary secretary of
Aliran, teaches media and
communications at a local university.
Source: Kajian Malaysia,
Vol. 30, No. 1, 2012, 139–
143
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The Big, Bad
Indonesian
Bogeyman
The prospect of a democratic wave sweeping through
Malaysia is simply too terrifying for supporters of the status
quo over here – hence the need for a bogeyman
by Azmil Tayeb
resently, a film entitled
“Habibie & Ainun” is
being screened all over
Indonesia, a rather cloying depiction of the life of the
former President of Indonesia, B J
Habibie and his late wife.

P

Quite coincidentally, the film’s
protagonist was also recently the
object of scorn heaped upon by the
former Malaysian Information
Minister, Zainuddin ‘Zam’
Maidin. Habibie, along with the
Malaysian Opposition leader
Anwar Ibrahim, was called a
“traitor” to his country and “the
dog of imperialism” for reasons
that are at the very least factually
inaccurate, and at worst, meanspirited and vile.

Utter

failure?

Habibie was accused of “breaking up” the country by allowing
East Timor to hold a referendum
that eventually led to its independence from Indonesia in 1999;
hence, he instantly became the
most hated figure in Indonesia and
subsequently did not get chosen
as the president after the first
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democratic election in
1999. Habibie as the
Reformasi president
was an utter failure.
Nothing could be further from the truth.
The fact of the matter
is East Timor never
really belonged to Indonesia. It was forcibly annexed by Indonesia in December
1975 soon after the
abrupt departure of
its former colonial
master the Portuguese, with the explicit approval of the
US
government
(President Gerald
Ford and Secretary of
State Henry Kissinger
were in Jakarta a day
before the East Timor
invasion). It was only
after decades of protracted armed
struggle and international campaigns that East Timor finally
managed to secure its sovereignty
and freedom.
The (s)election of the first postauthoritarian president in 1999
had nothing to do with Habibie’s
perceived mishandling of the East
Timor issue. He was not chosen
as the president simply due to the
shrewd power play within the legislative assembly (MPR) that controversially picked Abdurrahman
Wahid (Gus Dur) over Megawati
Sukarnoputri, whose party had
won the most seats. Habibie’s
party, Golkar, actually received
the second most votes in the election, thus negating any association between the East Timor’s secession and the party’s (by extension, Habibie’s) public image as a
“traitor” to the Indonesian na-

Konfrontasi in the early
1960s. Indonesia has
always been perceived
in Malaysia as a bloody
mess, sometimes quite
literally. This is especially so in the postReformasi era (1998 onwards) when there have
been spates of suicide
bombings by Jemaah
Islamiyyah (JI), religious conflicts in Poso
and Ambon, ethic conflicts in Central and
West
Kalimantan,
church burning incidents in Tangerang and
Bekasi, attacks on
Ahmadiyah mosques
and
followers
in
Cikeusik and Sampang,
and not to include, the
various oft-organised
mass demonstrations in
central Jakarta and
other major cities.

tion.
But, of course, Zam Maidin and
his ilk are not exactly known to be
the purveyors of well-researched
facts, or even civilised discourse,
for that matter. Their interest in the
“facts” is to be solely employed
as a political sledgehammer
against their enemies, bludgeoning them to a bloody pulp (literally true in the case of Zam
Maidin’s ‘partner-in-crime’, the
former Inspector General of Police,
Rahim Noor). Nonetheless, what
is interesting here is the injection
of xenophobia in their otherwise
usual ad hominem attacks against
Anwar Ibrahim.

Fear-mongering
Fear of the big and powerful
neighbour Indonesia is nothing
new in Malaysia, starting with the
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These incidents have been held up
by the democratically averse politicians in Malaysia as an example
of why “unfettered” freedom as
accorded by the “Western-style”
democracy is detrimental to the
country’s economic development
and ethnic harmony (Reformasi
bantutkan ekonomi, Utusan Malaysia, 29 February 2012). Democracy
– the one promoted by the “West”
– only serves to spread hedonism
and anarchism as the supremacy
of individual rights and freedom
unravels the binding social fabric
of traditional cultural and religious values and norms
(Kebebasan, hak asasi agama baru
dunia, Utusan Malaysia, 31 July
2011). According to their unimpeachable logic, the status quo i.e.
the unbroken rule of Barisan
Nasional in Malaysia, is by far the

most preferable method of governance lest the country suffers the
same fate as its chaotic albeit more
democratic and free neighbour.
Another “threat” posed by Indonesia, as construed by the conservative forces in Malaysia, is its
culture of religious pluralism and
diverse Islamic discourse and ideologies. Indonesia has always
been seen by the self-appointed
vanguards of Islam in Malaysia
as the bastion of liberal Islam and
secularism, a practice unbecoming of the most populous Muslim
country in the world (Bahaya
pluralisme agama, Utusan Malaysia,
14 December, 2010).
Indonesian Muslim intellectuals
such as Nurcholish Madjid,
Harun Nasution, Abdurrahman
Wahid (Gus Dur) and others are
deemed to be dangerous as they
tend to mislead unsuspecting and
naive Malay Muslims into believing that Islam is compatible with
secularism, that it stands on equal
footing with other religions and
not the sole proprietorship of one
ethnic group.
Therefore, the goal of the religious
conservatives in Malaysia is
never to allow the Islamic faith,
as it is monopolistically interpreted and practised in the country, to devolve and mutate into the
variegated Indonesian form.

Xenophobia

strikes

It is also all too common to hear
grumblings among some Malaysians about those “Indon” people:
of Indonesian female domestic
helpers who steal money and run
away from their employers; too
unsophisticated to use modern
home appliances; too careless

with the toddlers; too flirty with
their male employer; and the Indonesian male migrants who are
often stereotyped as ruthless
predators importing criminal values from their lawless, free-for-all
homeland and violating the innocence of an orderly Malaysian society (Tetamu mesti akur budaya tuan
rumah, Utusan Malaysia, 22 January, 2002).
This pattern of demonisation is
the symptom of a xenophobic disease, the smug sense of superiority over the people who are
deemed to be not as educated, sophisticated, religious, prosperous,
civilised like us. If the HabibieAnwar brouhaha is viewed within
this context, then the bile that
spewed out of the former
minister’s gutter mouth is as assuredly expected as the unwanted prospect of a volcanic
eruption in Indonesia.
What then explains this xenophobia? One short explanation
is the fear of losing hegemony,
be it politically or religiously.
Malaysia and Indonesia were
kindred spirits back during the
pre-Reformasi times, as both
Mahathir (Zam Maidin’s political master) and the late Suharto
were joined at the hips in their
visceral abhorrence for democratic ideals and strident support for crony capitalism.

Democracy
still the best
It has been almost 14 years since
Suharto was forced to step down
by the multi-faceted mass protests
that turned the ancien régime topsyturvy. A survey done in Indonesia
shows that an overwhelming 72
per cent of the population believes
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democracy is still the best system
of governance despite all its shortcomings (Lembaga Survei Indonesia, May 2006). This result certainly runs counter to the fearmongering campaign by the status quo proponents in Malaysia.
Parallels can now be drawn with
the post-March 2008 political dynamics in Malaysia, and there is
a real chance, however slight it is,
that the deeply entrenched BN
government might finally deserve
its long-in-coming coup de grace
after the 13th General Elections,
to be called within the next four
months.
The cracks in the political and
religious hegemony are already
apparent, and the roaring prospect of the democratic wave
breaching through this shaky
authoritarian wall is simply too
terrifying to be contemplated by
the supporters of status quo.
Instead of riding this wave they
remain stubborn by futilely trying to patch the ever widening
cracks on the wall.
It is not a question of if, but when
the democratic wave will sweep
across the Malaysian political
landscape, and when it does there
will not be enough life jackets and
inflatable rafts in Malaysia and
Indonesia, so to speak, to save
them all. q

Azmil Tayeb an Aliran
member, is a PhD student
at the Department of Political and Social Change,
College of Asia and the
Pacific, Australian National University.
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ACCOUNTABILITY

Swiss MPs push for freeze
of Taib family assets
‘The Taib family is acting like a criminal organisation’
ENEVA/BERN, Switzerland — Twenty
Swiss MPs have filed
a motion in parliament
that calls for an immediate
freeze of assets held by Swiss
banks on behalf of the Malaysian Taib family.

US$100m for her ex-husband.

G

Last week, Geneva MP and
lawyer Carlo Sommaruga, who
is spearheading the move, also
lodged a criminal complaint,
asking the Attorney General of
Switzerland, Michael Lauber,
to declare the Malaysian Taib
family a criminal organisation.
“All the evidence I have seen
makes it clear that the Taib family is acting like a criminal
organisation,
said
Mr.
Sommaruga. In his submissions
to the Swiss prosecutors and to
the Swiss government, he demands that “all assets under
the power of this criminal
organisation deposited in
Switzerland, specifically with
the banking establishments
UBS, Pictet & Cie, and the private
bank
Edmond
de
Rothschild”, should be confiscated under section 72 of the
Swiss Criminal Code. Mr

In June 2011, Taib Mahmud declared in the Sarawak state assembly that he had no secret
Swiss bank account and
pledged to “swiftly bring the
truth to light” by fully cooperating with any probe by Swiss
authorities. However, Taib refused to answer questions on
the matter and did not comment on the possibility of assets held by his son or other
nominees on his behalf.
Carlo Sommaruga

Sommaruga compared the Taib
family to the clan of former Nigerian dictator Sani Abacha
whose Swiss assets had been
frozen.
The lawmakers’ move was triggered by recent statements by
Taib’s former daughter-in-law
Shanaz Abdul Majid in the
syariah court in Kuala Lumpur.
Shanaz, who is divorced from
Taib son Mahmud Abu Bekir
Taib, said that her ex-husband
held 111 bank accounts in 10
countries and that three Swiss
banks administered over
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Last August, Swiss prosecutors
opened a criminal case against
UBS in a similar case involving
a Malaysian top politician. The
bank is accused of having laundered over US$90m of corruption proceeds on behalf of
Musa Aman, Chief Minister of
the Malaysian state of Sabah.
Both Musa Aman and his
Sarawak
colleague
Taib
Mahmud have massively enriched themselves and their
political cronies from the destructive and often illegal logging of Borneo’s tropical
rainforests.
Source: Bruno Manser Fonds

