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ELECTION FOCUS

GE13
outcome:
A people’s victory
We should not just look at GE13's formal outcome but view it
as a continuing process of democratisation, says Johan
Saravanamuttu.
ne should first pose the
question, what sort of
‘victory’ was the outcome of GE13 on 5 May
2013 for the Barisan Nasional(BN)
and then ask whether it was truly
a defeat for the Pakatan
Rayat(PR).

O

Many have raised the point of
how the BN could be said to have
won the election with only 47 per
cent of the popular votes, while
the PR went well past 50 per cent,
customarily thought to be a
marker of victory in most contests
(See Table 3). However, electoral
systems are often designed to give
a clear majority of seats to the
eventual winner thereby distorting the result in terms of the popular vote.
Malaysia’s first-past-the-post
(FPTP) system is particularly notorious for immense distortions of
this sort. In the 1969 election, the
Alliance collected only about 45
per cent of the popular vote but
attained a simple majority in parliament, winning 55 per cent of
the 140 seats [1]. The 2013 outcome is quite similar. The BN has
won about 47 per cent of the popular vote but has garnered 60 per

Malapportionment:
No. of Voters in BN and PR Seats, GE13 2013

Average Contituency Size, PR:77,655

Average Contituency Size, BN:46,510

Figure 1
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EDITOR'S

NOTE

What an election it was. A majority of Malaysians
clearly wanted change. We must not just look at the
formal outcome of the election but view it as a continuing process of democratisation, says Johan
Saravanamuttu in our cover story.
Certainly, the Malaysian people are already the winners – even if electoral victory for their preferred
political party is usurped through a flawed electoral system, says M M Pereira. In fact, the rakyat
can take comfort that the process of change is now
firmly in place, asserts Henry Loh. There was no
betrayal by Chinese Malaysians either as no one
promised the BN their votes ahead of the polls, says
P Ramakrishnan.
The electoral results show that a bold trend among
young Malay voters – there is a break from the neofeudal mindset of ‘hutang budi’ that once gripped
the Malay community, says Azmil Tayeb.
Jeyakumar Devaraj adds that if we want to bring
about change, we also have to be sensitive to the
anxieties of the Malay community regarding what
‘change’ would entail.
In another article, Jeyakumar lists his observations
of the election campaign in Sungai Siput while
Prema Devaraj explains some of the checks and
forms used to reduce electoral fraud on polling day.
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Putting the spotlight on Sibu, Ngu Ik Tien finds that
the politics of patronage and campaign propaganda
have lost their hold on many urban voters.
The big question now is can the BN evolve to retain
47 per cent of the popular vote in the next round.
But if it fails to come up with a clear and clean aspiration, then the BN could be on its last legs, says
Haridas.
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TABLE 1: PARLIAMENTARY SEATS
STATES

cent of the seats.

At Stake

BN

PR

Perlis
Kedah
Penang
Perak
Kelantan
Terengganu
Pahang
Selangor
N.S
Melaka
Johor
Sabah
Sarawak

3
15
13
24
14
8
14
22
8
6
26
25
31

3
10
3
12
5
4
10
5
5
4
21
22
25

0
5
10
12
9
4
4
17
3
2
5
3
6

TOTAL

222

133

89

TABLE 2: STATE SEATS
STATES

At Stake

BN

PR

Perlis
Kedah
Penang
Perak
Kelantan
Terengganu
Pahang
Selangor
N.S
Melaka
Johor
Sabah
Sarawak

15
36
40
59
45
32
42
56
36
28
56
60
-

13
21
10
31
12
17
30
12
22
21
38
48
-

2
15
30
28
33
15
12
44
14
7
18
12
-

TOTAL

505

274

230

Source: http://live.undi.info/index.html
TABLE 3: THE POPULAR VOTE
Peninsular Malaysia Total Vote

Percentage

Pakatan Rakyat
Barisan Nasional
Others

5,035,611
4,322,129
89,986

53.29
45.74
0.95

5,623,984
5,237,699
192,894

50.87
47.38
1.74

Nationwide
Pakatan Rakyat
Barisan Nasional
Others

Source: Azlan Zamhari, Malaysiakini

It has been pointed out by many analysts that the
Malaysian electoral system has been gerrymandered
to favour incumbents, and constituencies are apportioned to favour rural areas. This has worked
well for the BN, and the Alliance before it, in all
general elections since Independence. The rationale
for greater rural weightage was not initially thought
to be unreasonable given that rural areas have scant
access to resources and communication and deserved some form of affirmative action. However the
Electoral Commission (EC) has over time completely
ignored a 15 per cent limit on weighting given to
rural seats. This is the reason for our current huge
distortion of results.
However, what is really remarkable about the GE 13
is that Malaysia has finally become a two-party or
two-coalition system. No third parties have won any
seats at the parliamentary level of contestation except the BN and PR. Most third parties and independent candidates have lost badly – many their
deposits – at both state and federal levels, indicating that the electorate has little appetite for spoilers.

The

popular

vote

In 1969 and in this election in 2013, the Alliance
and the BN respectively failed to gain the popular
vote but still retained power with a simple majority
of seats. This anomaly is explained by the BN mostly
winning in predominantly rural and semi-rural areas (and with slimmer majorities) while the PR won
convincingly in the urban areas, giving rise to what
is now labelled a rural-urban divide in Malaysia’s
electoral politics.
This is not to say that the PR did not win at all in
rural areas, only that its wins were smaller and the
same goes for BN in urban seats. The often-stated
fact about such lopsidedness is that Sarawak and
Sabah have been allocated 31 and 25 seats respectively, accounting for a quarter of the total parliamentary seats and thus have been dubbed the “fixed
deposits’ for the BN. In this election, the two states
combined delivered 47 seats to the ruling coalition.
(See Table 1).
A stark example of the phenomenon of a mismatch
between the popular vote and seats at the state level
of contestation can be found in the Perak results
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this time around. Pakatan won
54.75 percent of the popular vote
in Perak compared to BN’s 45.25
percent, but the latter was able to
form the state government with 31
elected representatives compared
to PR’s 28.

gal or judicial challenges should
follow. After all this has happened
before. If indeed, electoral fraud is
evident beyond acceptable limits,
and ruled so by court decisions,
then by-elections should automatically be called by the EC.

A quick glance at Figure 1 below
will further confirm the point
about
the
severe
malapportionment evident in
Malaysia’s electoral constituencies. Translated in terms of outcomes, the larger the constituency,
the greater the likelihood of
Pakatan victories. The average
size of Pakatan seats is 60 per cent
larger than the average size of BN
seats.

The third point regards the eligibility of voters and how many eligible voters were actually disenfranchised by the lack of a genuine effort of the EC to put them on
the roll. The related question is
whether this is tantamount to a
non-validation of the electoral result. Again, I stand on the side of
accepting the result despite the
fact that literally thousands of
voters were denied their right due
to the disingenuity of the EC or its
sheer inertia. This is after three
Bersih rallies have called for basic electoral reform.

Electoral

fraud

The second issue to be raised is
the procedural issue of the manner in which the whole election
was conducted and whether electoral fraud such as cheating, manipulation and other unethical
tactics had marred the GE13 to the
extent that the outcome should not
be recognised. The jury is still out
on this question and certainly an
independent tribunal could help
us resolve this question. For the
moment, I am of the view that
there is insufficient evidence to
invalidate the overall electoral result.
Determining this would depend
on whether there is clear evidence
of substantial irregularities in
enough parliamentary constituencies to overturn the current balance of seats from the BN’s to
Pakatan’s favour. Constituencies
where outright cheating may have
occurred should be subjected to
full investigation and where
prima facie evidence pertains le-

Another issue concerns the use of
indelible ink, sanctioned this time
by the EC, but which was found
to be easily removed. Did this give
rise to double voting of early voters, particularly family members
of the military and police? The
numbers could be significant, perhaps some tens of thousands of
voters. Here again, there is the
charge of the ferrying in of foreigners from Sabah holding Malaysian ICs to vote in the Peninsula.
What is the evidence and what are
the real numbers? Again, the jury
is still out on this. Both Anwar
and Lim Kit Siang have charged
that some 30 constituencies may
have been subjected to electoral
fraud.

The
trail

campaign
and issues

The issues raised by the Pakatan
on the campaign trail were antici-
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pated as they have been raised
time and again over the past two
years or more. However this did
not stem the avalanche of audiences at Pakatan rallies. The coalition offered the voters a Malaysia that would be free from corruption and money politics. It
pledged to bring about economic
transparency and accountability
through democratic governance,
which also implied the instituting
of electoral reforms, advocated by
the Bersih movement.
The Pakatan manifesto, a populist one, offered, inter alia, free
education up to the tertiary
level, a minimum wage of
RM1100, affordable housing,
cheaper cars, a lower petrol
price and the incremental abolition of tolls. Targeting the oilrich states, Pakatan promised a
20 per cent royalty instead of the
current five per cent.
In the Kuching Declaration of
2012 made on 16 September (Malaysia Day), along with “oil justice”, Pakatan had offered the
Borneo states restoration of native
customary rights land and an
equal partnership with Peninsular Malaysia. In my visit to Sabah
before the campaign period, politicians from both sides of the divide never failed to remind me that
Sabah and Sarawak joined Malaysia on equal terms with “Malaya”.
As for the issues pertaining to the
Indian minority, now sadly fragmented politically after the splintering of Hindraf, DAP’s Gelang
Patah Declaration of 31 March
2013 offered empowerment and
citizenship to stateless individuals and other measures to deal
with poverty and unemployment.

The BN manifesto was trotted out
after the Pakatan’s two weeks before the campaign period on 6
April. Najib offered a strong and
stable government, moderation
and power sharing and continued ‘transformation’ of the Malaysian economy. More blatantly,
all the ’1Malaysia’ programmes
were to be continued including a
third BR1M, a cash handout
programme of RM500 to Malaysians earning less than RM1000
per month. Tagged on late in the
day to its manifesto was also the
lowering of car prices, which the
Pakatan alleged was a copy of
their policy.
As I traversed the campaign trail
on the west coast of the peninsula,
two slogans “Ini kalikah, ubah”
(This is the time, change) and “Wu
Yue Wu, Huan Zheng Fu” (Fifth
of May, change the government)
reverberated throughout the massive Pakatan rallies. Both these
buzzes had replaced “Makkal
Sakti”, the Hindraf battle cry, constantly heard during the 2008
campaign.
Thousands of Malaysians
thronged the Pakatan rallies to
savour the rousing and entertaining speeches of Anwar Ibrahim.
The atmosphere in all these rallies was festive and celebratory.
The BN could offer no real alternative with hardly any rallies to
talk of, but the free dinners in
Penang did attract crowds. The
unprecedented 70,000-strong
Pakatan rallies at Sutera Mall in
Johor and the100,000-strong
rally at Padang Kota in Penang
breached all records of rally attendances
and
evidently
showed that Pakatan supporters were hungry for a regime
change.

Putrajaya

quest

We will now analyse why the BN
actually lost massive ground and
yet the Pakatan failed in its quest
to take Putrajaya. Symbolic of this
failure was Pas vice president
Husam Musa’s inability to wrest
the seat of Putrajaya itself. We will
focus mostly on the parliamentary
contest in this section.
The main reason that the BN lost
a great deal of ground in this election can be explained by the massive swing of urban votes to the
PR. Another explanation for the
swing towards Pakatan could
well be the youth vote, which will
require further analysis. Contrariwise, an East-West divide evidently favoured the BN as we
have already noted earlier how
Sarawak and Sabah delivered 25
per cent of BN’s seats.
Much scorn has been poured on
Najib’s reference to a so-called
“Chinese tsunami” in GE 13. Although it would not be wrong to
suggest that a large numbers of
Chinese Malayisan voters supported the Pakatan, for it to win,
even larger numbers of Malay voters was required. The ethnic vote
would vary from state to state.

Gelang Patah
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This time around Malays tended
on the whole to throw their weight
behind the BN in Kedah. This
contrasts starkly with the overwhelming support the Malays
gave to PR via Pas in Kelantan and
contributing about 49 per cent of
their votes to PR in Terengganu,
won by the BN by a mere two
seats.
The near decimation of the MCA
and Gerakan and the low returns
for the MIC reveal that Chinese
and Indian Malaysian voters now
have little appetite for race-based
parties, a testimony to growing
multiracialism in Malaysia’s electoral politics. The DAP, by fielding two winning Malay candidates, shows that it is now able to
bandwagon on multiracial politics.

Frontline

states

We will now examine briefly the
Pakatan’s foray in the new socalled “frontline states”. In an earlier article, I had defined “frontline states” to mean those that
would be defended stoutly or won
by either side at the state level and
also those that could deliver a significant number of parliamentary
seats to the Opposition towards

its goal of capturing Putrajaya.
Let’s focus particularly on the outcomes in Johor, Negri Sembilan,
Sabah and Sarawak.

Pakatan was en route to capturing state power and capable of
taking an extra four seats from the
outcome of 2008.

Pakatan made an unprecedented
penetration of Johor, customarily
touted as Umno and MCA’s bastion. From a standing of merely
one parliamentary and six state
seats, the PR has now secured five
(out of 26) parliamentary and 18
(out of 56) state seats. In the battle
royale of Gelang Patah, DAP veteran Lim Kit Siang resoundingly
defeated Abdul Ghani Othman,
former Mentri Besar, by 14,762
votes in a mixed parliamentary
constituency of over 106,864 electors. Thus Johor does not appear
anymore to be a safe haven for the
BN.

In an almost similar situation in
Perak, the Pakatan was three short
of reassuming the state power that
it lost by crossovers in 2009.

Many BN defeats came from MCA
losses while PKR picked up one
parliamentary and one state seat
and Pas took four state seats, an
improvement of three from the
previous outing. DAP was
Pakatan’s major winner, securing
three new parliamentary seats,
and 14 state seats, ten more than
before.
Two significant defeats for the PR
came by way of Salahuddin Ayub,
a Pas vice president, losing in
Pulai and Chua Jui Meng, a PKR
vice president, losing in Segamat.
All said, Umno stayed its ground
in Johor and denied Pakatan parties the larger breakthrough that
they had hoped for.
In Negri Sembilan, the status quo
was more or less maintained with
Pakatan holding on to three (out
of eight) parliamentary seats but
with one loss in the state, taking
14 out of 36 seats. This result put
paid to the suggestion that the

Oddly, while no major plan of
capturing Terengganu was announced, Pakatan came within
spitting distance, two seats short
of the target, and winning about
49 per cent of the popular vote.
In Sabah and Sarawak, there were
gains but no major breakthrough
for the Pakatan. In Sarawak, six
parliamentary seats were captured, a modest gain, five delivered by the DAP and one by PKR.
In Sabah, the capture of three parliamentary seats by the Pakatan
was two more than before. As
such this was a poor performance
due mainly to multi-cornered contests in many seats. However, at
the state level, Pakatan’s penetration could be said to be significant
with PKR winning seven seats
and DAP, four.
All said, Pakatan’s foray into the
new frontline states and its defence of old terrain failed to yield
the desired results. There was the
loss of Kedah, the less than stellar
performance in Negri Sembilan,
while the lacklustre results in
Sabah and Sarawak proved crucial in its failure to gain the seat of
power in Putrajaya.

Concluding

remarks

GE 13 was a victory for the onward trajectory of a people-oriented democracy in Malaysia and
showed the tracking of a two-coa-
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lition electoral system in Malaysia. The election has continued to
valorise the Reformasi movement
of the late 1990s, with a newer
generation of young voters joining the fray along with the now
older Reformasi generation, many
of whom such as Nurul Izzah,
Liew Chin Tong, Nik Nazmi, Tony
Pua, Nizar Jamaluddin and
Charles Santiago have now become icons of Malaysia’s reformist politics.
One should not just look at GE 13
in terms of its formal outcome but
also in terms of it as a continuing
process of democratisation. Malaysia remains on this path thanks
to the agency of the youth, whose
engagement in new politics no
doubt explains the unprecedented
85 per cent turnout and the new
spirit of multiracialism in this election. In this sense, 505-13 marked
an historic breakthrough of a
people-oriented, participatory
electoral politics. q
1. The general election was suspended in Sabah and Sarawak after
the May 13 riots but held later in
June. Some of the Borneo parties
later joined the Barisan Nasional
(BN), the Alliance’s successor, to
boost its parliamentary majority to
two-thirds of the seats.

Dr Johan Saravana
muttu, a long-time
Aliran contributor and
former Aliran trustee, is
currently Senior Visiting
Research Fellow at the
Institute of South East
Asian Studies (Iseas),
Singapore.
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GE13: We
winners!

are

already

the

The Malaysian people are already the winners – even if
electoral victory for their preferred political party is usurped
through a flawed electoral system or fraud, says M M Pereira.

N

othing is going to stop or
reverse this dynamic
democratic transformation.

A few days before the historic 505,
the then caretaker Prime Minister
Najib Razak said, “The victor or
loser of this 13th General Election
will not be BN or PR. It will be Malaysia, its people and our children.” Immediately after the official results were announced, he
blamed the loss of BN seats on a
“Chinese tsunami”.
In my view, these statements not
only reflect Najib’s arrogance but
also his shallow understanding
of the democratic process and
how disconnected he is with
what is happening at the
grassroots. And he continues to
insult our intelligence!
Today we see Malaysians from
diverse ethnic backgrounds manifesting their unity of purpose with
so much pride, confidence and
optimism, taking ownership of
their country and their destiny.
They are ready to take risks to secure the future they desire.
Ordinary Malaysians have
equipped themselves with greater

knowledge of the laws and electoral system in Malaysia – they
can even put many politicians to
shame! They no longer fear the
wrath of scorned politicians, out
for revenge.
They expect their elected representatives and the government to be
answerable to them. They refuse
to tolerate injustice, racism, incompetence, corruption, discrimination and deceit anymore.
The changes that are so apparent in the Malaysian socio-political milieu today are the result
of many forces impinging upon
the Malaysian psyche over a
span of more than 20 years, gaining greater momentum in the
last seven years.
Many ordinary Malaysians have
played a significant role in this
conscientising and transformation, whether as individuals or as
groups,
through
formal
organisations and mass movements; many have also paid a
price in the process.
Nothing is going to stop or reverse
this dynamic democratic transformation. And we can already see
some of the fruits of this transforAliran Monthly : Vol.33(3) Page 8

mation:
• an electorate that is more concerned about national issues
that unite them across racial
lines;
• a ruling party that is denied a
two thirds majority in Parliament;
• a respected and credible Opposition in Parliament; more
elected representatives who
are honest and competent;
• fewer racist and bigoted
elected representatives;
• a civil service that is more
aware of their political rights
and professional integrity;
and,
• a government that must now
fulfil ALL its election promises
(and there are many!).
The Malaysian people are already
the winners – even if electoral victory for their preferred political
party is usurped through a flawed
electoral system or fraud!
But we need to move forward –
there is much more to be done. q
M M Pereira is an Aliran
member based in the
Klang Valley.
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Whither

neo-feudalism?

Melayu memang mudah lupa? Election results show that the
bold trend among young Malay voters demonstrates a break
from the neo-feudal mindset of hutang budi that once
gripped the Malay community, says Azmil Tayeb.
s we walked back to his
car amidst the snarled
traffic, fluttering party
flags and ear-splitting
vuvuzelas, a festive atmosphere
brought on by the massive
120,000-strong Suara Rakyat
Suara Keramat (People’s Voice,
Sacred Voice) post-election rally
in Stadium Kelana Jaya, my friend
lamented: “I wish that my dad
were still alive, so he could have
helped my mom to make the right
decision.”

A

What he meant was that his late
father used to print online news
articles and blog posts, along with
taking out a subscription to
Harakah, Pas’ newspaper, to
show his mom that there are other
sources of information besides the
pro-government mainstream media. Now that his father has
passed away his mom has gone
back to getting her information
from Utusan Malaysia and TV3,
and ended up voting for the
Umno candidates in the recent
election.
My friend’s parents live in the rural Pendang parliamentary district in the state of Kedah, where
Mohamad “Mat” Sabu, one of
Pas’ moderate leaders, was
closely defeated. This seems to jive

with the general consensus that
there is a wide urban-rural divide,
which characterises the current
Malaysian political landscape.
But is this so-called dichotomy
that simple?
A closer look at the election results shows that the fault line is
not clearly demarcated between
the pro-status quo rural people
and the pro-reform urban people.

Young Malay voters
tend to favour the
opposition
Firstly, the trend among the young
Malay voters tends to favour the
opposition, even in the rural areas. The information gap that afflicts my friend’s mom and other
older rural folks seems to be less
of an issue for the young rural
voters. It will take more time to
pinpoint the exact reasons for this
discrepancy but it is safe to assume for now that availability of
affordable smartphones does play
a part in allowing the young rural people to connect with the
wider world, especially through
Facebook.
While having internet connectivity does not necessarily transform
one into a sophisticated consumer
Aliran Monthly : Vol.33(3) Page 9

of information it does offer a relatively free space for wide-ranging
views should one choose to partake, an option certainly not available in the mainstream media.
Coupled with PR’s dominance in
the cyberspace, the wired generation, rural and urban alike, is
more likely to be amenable to the
Ubah! (change) agenda of the opposition.
Secondly, while the geographical
divide might seem clear at the parliamentary level, a perfunctory
scan of the seat distribution at the
state level reveals that the opposition has made major inroads
compared to the 2008 results, especially in rural areas and seats
that are considered as BN strongholds. This shows that spending
on election-related candies such
as BR1M and various rural development projects, totalling up to
RM57.7bnn, did not achieve the
results that the BN government
had fully hoped for, putting to
rest the claim that the rural votes
can be easily bought off with just
a few hundred ringgit and a
newly paved road.
Still, it is premature to say that
promises of development projects
and cash handouts no longer
hold any traction among the ru-

ral communities but the trend is
assuredly pointing to that direction, especially in the peninsular
Malaysia. The fact is, if not for
blatant gerrymandering, PR
would have snatched at least one
more state government (Perak) by
virtue of having more popular
votes, and not to say, the federal
government as well.

to portray Umno as not only the
sole defender of the Malay community from the evil British but
also from the threats posed by
non-Malays, namely the Chinese.
Thus, for decades the Malay
people were told that the only
way to balas budi (repay the
favour) is to unquestionably support Umno.

What this trend signifies is a slow
break from the neo-feudal mindset
that has gripped the Malay community, especially in the rural areas, for decades. It is the decline
of the patronage system which
sees Umno politicians as feudal
lords dispensing favours for their
local communities i.e. fiefdoms, in
return for the people’s support to
keep them in power.

It seems like the young Malay
generation in general feels less
obliged to show its gratefulness
for all Umno has achieved over
the years, unlike the previous generation that came of age in an era
when race relations were extremely tenuous. The further removed a Malay person is from the
early years of Malaysia the less
gratefulness he or she will likely
hold for Umno.

In addition to the material logic,
there is also an emotional appeal
to this neo-feudal system. The
concept of hutang budi (gratefulness) is deeply ingrained within
the Malay psyche, which in essence means that any favour done
on a person’s behalf must never
be forgotten and will be repaid in
kind at some point in the future.
One major narrative weaved into
this notion of hutang budi is the
national myth that without
Umno, Malaysia would have
never attained her independence
from the British. As the reasoning goes, every Malay person has
the moral obligation to support
Umno as a sign of gratefulness for
liberating them from the yoke of
colonialism.

Young
do

Malays
forget

In the post-independence years,
the narrative has been expanded

It comes as no surprise then that
the Umno-dominated government decided to screen the racist film ‘Tanda Putera’ in some
university campuses and Felda
communities as a timely reminder of Umno leaders’ ‘heroic
acts’ to protect the Malay community from the ‘rampaging
Chinese mobs’, purportedly led
by DAP leader, Lim Kit Siang (he
was not even in the peninsula),
during the May 13, 1969 riots.
As the former Prime Minister,
Mahathir Mohamad, is fond to
say, Melayu mudah lupa
(Malays forget easily).
And the young Malays do forget
easily, at least when it comes to
showing their gratitude for
Umno’s ‘good deeds’ in the past,
much to Mahathir’s dismay. It is
a trend that started in the 2008
election and continued to the
2013 election with nary a sign of
slackening.
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As more and more young
Malays lose the emotional link
with Umno, the party is left with
a fast dwindling, aging rural
base. It does not help Umno that
the Malaysian population in
general is getting younger and
more urbanised.
The question then is how will
Umno respond to the changing
dynamics within the Malay community, not to add, the challenges
presented by the non-Malays, especially the Chinese, who are
now solidly in the opposition
camp.
Umno leaders are taking the
party further off course by blaming the election results on the
“Chinese tsunami” and calling
the Chinese ungrateful for supporting the opposition. This usversus-them, racialist rhetoric
no longer has any real resonance within the Malay community, especially with the young
generation.
People will be waiting with bated
breath for the outcome of the upcoming Umno annual general
meeting as its leaders decide
which direction to take, for the
choice can either be toward a more
unified and tolerant Malaysia or
permanent irrelevancy in the
dustbin of history. q

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

in

Sibu

Patronage politics and campaign propaganda lose their hold
on urban voters in Sibu, reports Ngu Ik Tien.
he Sibu District is located in the lower Rejang
River. It comprises two
parliamentary seats,
namely the Lanang and Sibu constituencies.

Unreasonable imbalance also occurs within Sarawak. The Sibu
constituency, an urban seat, has
64,601 registered voters while
Lawas, a rural seat, has only
18,845 registered voters.

Both Lanang (72 per cent) and
Sibu (64 per cent) are ethnic Chinese-majority seats, with Ibans
and Malay-Melanaus making up
the remainder. Among these three
ethnic groups, the Chinese are
highly urbanised, followed by the
Malay-Melanaus and the Ibans.

Business
elites
versus
young
professionals

T

Over the last two decades, the development of Sibu town has been
relatively slow in terms of population growth and economic development, lagging behind the cities of Miri and Bintulu. Timber,
shipping, agriculture and smallscale family businesses are the
main sources of employment.
In Sarawak, state and parliamentary elections are not held concurrently. As Sarawak held its state
elections two years ago in 2011,
only parliamentary elections were
held in 2013.
With only a small population of
about 2.42m, the state of
Sarawak is allotted 31 seats in
the federal parliament. In contrast, Selangor, which has about
5.41m people, is only given 22
parliamentary seats.

The GE13 polling result for indicates that patronage politics losing its grip over urban voters in
Sibu, a majority of whom are Chinese.
Ever since the parliamentary elections of 1995, the parliamentary
seats of Sibu and Lanang had been
held by the Sarawak United
People’s Party (SUPP), a component party of the Sarawak Barisan
Nasional.
Invariably, the candidates fielded
by the SUPP in the two seats came
from the business elite families of
Tiong and Lau, who respectively
own the Rimbunan Hijau Group
and KTS Group. The core businesses of the two business conglomerates in Sarawak are almost
identical: timber and oil palm cultivation.
Today, the two corporations have
diversified their businesses and
extended their business empires
abroad. It was widely assumed
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that Tiong and Lau mobilised
thousands of their multiracial
employees to vote for their bosses
who contested in the Sibu and
Lanang constituencies.
In 2010, the DAP managed to
make a breakthrough by defeating
Robert Lau Hui Yew in a by-election following the death of the
former Member of Parliament for
Sibu.
The political landscape has
changed significantly since then.
Tycoon-politicians are no longer
perceived as undefeatable candidates and the effects of money
politics have been fading. In the
state election of 2011 and the general election of 2013, tycoon-politicians were repeatedly defeated
by young DAPs candidates.
For GE13, the DAP fielded Alice
Lau in the Lanang seat and Oscar
Ling in the Sibu seat. The two of
them are in their thirties and grew
up in Sibu They were trained as
pharmacists in the United Kingdom and Australia. Neither of
them comes from a business or
political elite family; both are from
middle-class families.
Like many of their DAP counterparts in the Peninsula, they are
fluent in at least three languages:
Mandarin, English and Malay.
Unlike their competitors from the

SUPP and many of the Sarawak
DAP veterans, many of whom
have poor proficiency in Malay as
a result of growing up in an early
Sarawak context, Alice and Oscar
represent a new generation who
went through the national education system, which stresses multilingual skills.
With respect to social participation and influences, SUPP candidates Lau and Tiong appeared to
have sufficient profile to win the
elections. Tiong and Lau helm several prominent Chinese associations, charity societies and school
boards of directors in Sibu and
have been the major financing
source of those organisations.
They also hold public positions
such as Chairman of the Sibu Local Council and Chinese
Temenggong for the Sibu Division.
This has enabled them to reach out
to rural and multi-ethnic communities.
More importantly, the Tiong and
Lau families respectively control
the two biggest Chinese-language
newspaper groups in Malaysia,
namely the Sin Chew Daily and
Oriental or See Hua Daily. When
polling day approached, the
Sarawak edition of the two newspapers failed to report the news
in a neutral and balanced way. For
instance, while Tiong and Lau
enjoyed greater exposure in local
news edition, the coverage of opposition events was reduced significantly.
Alice Lau and Oscar Ling, on the
other hand, have never held any
top leadership positions in prominent societies in Sibu. They may
have joined the youth sections in
some associations but have nei-

ther reached the top leadership
nor played the role of financer as
Lau and Tiong have. Nor have
they the money to publish eight
full pages of advertisements in
major newspapers on the eve of
polling day like the SUPP candidates and their supporters did.
The major avenues for the DAP
duo to reach Sibu voters were the
evening ceramahs and the
walkabouts at markets and shopping malls. The downside of this
approach: losing touch with rural voters. Put another way, while
Lau and Tiong acted like patrons
in the social sphere of Sibu, Alice
and Oscar were more like participants in Sibu society

Erosion
patronage

of
politics

Despite having all the advantages, Tiong and Lau lost the elections to their young opponents.
The polling results of the just concluded general elections show
that that Alice Lau won with a
comfortable majority of 8,630, defeating the four-term MP Tiong
Thai King.
In the Sibu constituency, Oscar
Ling defeated Vincent Lau with a
majority of 2,841.
Voting turnouts in both areas increased substantially, with 79.9
per cent in Sibu and 78.7 per cent
in Lanang. The main reason: a
large number of voters returning
to Sibu to vote.
The victory of DAP suggests that
there has been an erosion in the
influence of the traditional elite
and social institutions in the urban community of Sibu in terms
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of opinion formation and political mobilisation.
The campaign propaganda of the
SUPP, which was spread through
ceramahs, banners, mainstream
newspapers, speeches at feasts
held by some traditional social associations, etc. was seemingly less
effective in shaping public opinion among urban voters. While
most of the SUPP’s campaign
workers were paid, the DAP had
been able to get volunteers to work
for them.
In spite of the absence of heavyweight national leaders at the
Sibu DAP’s rallies, the DAP managed to draw huge crowds during the last few days before polling day. At each rally, thousands
of ringgit was collected from audiences and from the sales of
Ubah merchanise.
In an interview with Dominique
Hii, the coordinator of Sibu Bersih
3.0, he claimed that there were
fewer incidents of vote-buying in
town in GE13, signalling the diminishing effect of money politics
among urban voters.
In contrast to the urban situation,
rural voters remained relatively
more subservient to their patrons
and money politics.
Over the last few years, Dominique and his organisations had
conducted over a hundred PACA
workshops in the rural areas of
Sarawak. Hopefully, their hard
work will pay off in the next
Sarawak state election. q
Ngu Ik Tien is an academic from Sibu.
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GE13: Pliant papers,
restless
hearts
The normally compliant mainstream media dropped all
pretence of trying to be socially responsible newspapers in the
run-up to the general election, observes Mustafa K Anuar.
The
infamous
statement
made
by
Utusan
The recent 13th general election,
dubbed by some as “the Mother
of Elections”, was hotly contested
by the two coalitions of Barisan
Nasional (BN) and Pakatan
Rakyat (PR) because the stakes
were high especially for the two
key leaders of these coalitions.
Incumbent Najib Razak was not
only strongly challenged by his
nemesis Anwar Ibrahim in this
electoral contest, but also by an
emboldened and revitalised opposition coalition that the latter
leads. Besides, Najib strategically
needed to win big in the general
election to ward off any possible
attempts at displacing him as
Umno Baru president at the end
of the year, when party polls are
held, had he suffered heavy electoral losses.
In addition, there is the restless
and energised civil society that
has been demanding good governance, accountability and transparency. it has also been waging
an unwavering and relentless
campaign against systemic and
endemic corruption, a spike in the

crime rate and the rising cost of
living as well as forging a movement for free and fair elections.

Compliant
dropped
all

media
pretences

vertisements in the newspapers,
on radio, Youtube, Facebook,
email accounts and news portals;
the selective screening of the controversial and discredited Tanda
Putera; and cash handouts carried out openly and freely.

Given this larger context, it is
hardly surprising that the normally compliant mainstream media, i.e. much of the press, dropped
all pretence of trying to be socially
responsible newspapers in their
endeavour to serve the jealously
guarded interests of their political masters.

In this regard, the claim that the
BN had spent millions of ringgit
for its electoral campaigns, particularly political advertisements,
is no exaggeration. These advertisements were a part of the ideological and psychological arsenal
of the BN.

Stripped to the bone, these newspapers shamelessly appeared to
be more like (BN) party organs especially in the run-up to the general election, putting heavy emphasis on, and prioritising, matters and issues related to the BN,
while distorting, downplaying
and denigrating the PR and their
policies.

As for the mainstream press, especially certain English and
Malay language newspapers,
there appeared to be a disconnect
between these publications and
the rest of society, particularly the
discerning and the young. The social reality that these dailies construct often didn’t square with
what the public is experiencing.

The deliberately biased and distorted reporting in the mainstream press ran parallel with the
BN’s larger psychological warfare
that included free concerts, free
dinners, free beers, and large political billboards on the highways.
Then there were the pro-BN ad-

For example, The Star (1 May
2013) front-paged Najib’s whirlwind visit to Penang where he
announced “a slew of good tidings” such as the federal
government’s pledge to build
9,999 (don’t know why this
‘magic’ four-digit number) afford-
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able homes, upgrade Han Chiang
College and scrap the cross-channel tunnel project.
While these promises might have
had traction with some
Penangites, there were other
equally pressing issues still
haunting the people: endemic corruption, absence of the rule of law,
the rising cost of living, and social injustice. The expected euphoria from the people of Penang, arising from the well-publicised announcement was rather misplaced.

Ethics

of journalism
ignored

In their inherent desire to serve,
nay please, their political masters,
the mainstream newspapers totally ignored the ethics of journalism. They were out of sync not
only with social reality, but also
and especially with the younger
generation who did not take what
was offered by these dailies
blindly nor did they react kindly
to disinformation. This is a group
of young people who are eager to
participate in the democratic process of the country, but to do so
effectively they require as much
accurate information as possible
– which the mainstream press is
not willing to provide.
These mainstream newspapers
did a disservice to themselves
when they involved themselves
in scaremongering in the run-up
to the general election. The
MCA-owned Star ecstatically
painted the blackest possible
picture of the so-called ‘dangerous duo’ of the DAP and Pas
over the hudud controversy. The
casting of aspersions by the
daily was dangerously con-

ducted in a way that could pit
one ethnic and religious community against another to the detriment of delicate ethnic relations in the country.
As if such reportage wasn’t
enough to cause unnecessary uneasiness, The Star also ran a series of political advertisements
aimed at undermining the political legitimacy of both the DAP and
Pas while further demonising
hudud. For instance, in one advertisement in the newspaper,
Malaysians were warned: “PM
will be from Pas and Pas hudud
to follow.” And this was followed
by the usual foolish political chant
of “A vote for DAP is a vote for
Pas”.
In Sabah and Sarawak, similar
attacks on Pas over hudud were
mounted in political advertisements in major Chinese-language newspapers such as See
Hua Daily and Overseas Chinese Daily News to the point of
idiocy. In one advertisement, a
woman was shown sporting red
lipstick and red nail polish, accompanied by a caption: “Now
your life is colourful.” Next to
this picture was one that
showed a finger without nail
polish and pale lips, with the
caption: “It would be like this if
or when Pas takes over.”
Worse, such distorted presentation and advertisements over a
religious issue was tantamount to
promoting
Islamophobia
amongst non-Muslim Malaysians. It is to the credit of ordinary
Malaysians that most of them did
not fall for the ethno-religious bait
that was deviously propagated by
both politicians and the media
concerned.
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DAP

denied space
rebut

to

Equally disturbing was that the
DAP was denied the opportunity
and space to respond or rebut
such strong accusations in similar fashion, i.e. by coming out with
their own political advertisements to counter the misrepresentation in the same newspaper.
Thus, the DAP was unable to correct the distortion to counter the
MCA’s anti-hudud attack.
DAP leaders accused The Star of
rejecting its application to place
an
advertisement;
the
newspaper’s management insisted that it was rejected because
the advertisement had, amongst
other things, “elements that could
provoke sentiments of hate which
could lead to a divisive society”.
That’s rich coming from a paper
that wilfully provides a platform
for the politics of hate and fear in
our society.
Given the unethical and unconscionable practice of demonising
hudud via DAP and Pas and consequently pitting one community
against another, it is therefore utterly hypocritical of The Star to
carry post-GE13 stories supposedly meant to promote and
prioritise unity among the diverse
ethnic groups in the country – but
clearly that was not the intention
in their practice.
Unfair reporting, obviously, is not
condoned by many Malaysians.
This explains why The Star found
it necessary to conduct an interview with its deputy chairperson
Vincent Lee, which was reported
on 3 May 2013. Lee reportedly insisted that the daily had made “a
conscious effort to provide cover-

age to both sides (of the political
divide)” as a way of practising fair
journalism. “We have allocated at
least two pages of news for the
opposition parties daily in our
main pages, as well as in Metro.”
As if to convince himself further,
Lee implied that his paper respects differing points of view.
Lee and his newspaper should
bear in mind that the credibility
and reputation of a newspaper
organisation, arising from a conscious practice of fair and ethical
journalism, is not established on
the assurance of its top boss. It is
normally built upon years of high
standards of fearless and responsible journalism.

Kit

Siang portrayed as
splitting the races

This apparent assurance sounds
hollow when you start looking at
a copy of The Star in which the
content of the national news
mainly revolved around the MCA
and the BN. There were, to be sure,
two or three items on the PR. Compare that to the one whole page of
a seemingly worried outgoing
Johor Mentri Besar Ghani
Othman, lamenting about his political contender (implying Lim Kit
Siang) whose purportedly aggressive style of politicking had
caused harm to the moderate
“Johor way”, which he had supposedly built over the years.
Kit Siang was portrayed in this
appeal to the people of Johore as a
politician who potentially could
cause a split between the main ethnic groups in the state, namely the
Malays and the Chinese. Would
the newspaper, in the name of fairness and responsible journalism,

provide space for Kit Siang to respond?
Moreover, in a more democratic
society, dissenting voices do not
require a quota of two or three
pages. They get the fair amount of
editorial space they rightfully deserve just as the ruling party gets
its rightful portion.
Apart from such news reporting,
there are the sycophantic commentaries penned by columnists
in certain English-language newspapers who waxed lyrical about
the supposed ‘virtues’ of the BN
and its politicians.
In the meantime, there was lots of
activity in cyberspace. The major
news portals, for instance, were
giving the mainstream papers a
run for their money. The former
had made attempts to present free,
fair and responsible journalism.
Although there were certain weaknesses in these alternative media,
such as occasional factual errors
and limited resources, they at least
consciously tried to offer space for
politicians from both sides of the
political divide.

Malaysiakini
provides
free
access
In the case of Malaysiakini, which
is a subscription-based news portal, it made a deliberate decision
to offer a no-fee service in the runup to the general election in a
noble endeavour to allow access
to as many readers as possible at
an important juncture of
Malaysia’s political history.
For most PR leaders, these virtual
news outlets are the among the
few platforms available for them
to talk about their manifestos, poli-
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cies and positions on certain issues. These alternative media
served as a vital mechanism
through which PR politicians
could try to defend themselves in
the face of the outrageous ideological onslaught made against
them in the mainstream media.
Certainly, the right of reply was
not offered (nor provided sufficiently) or respected by much of
the mainstream media.
Inquisitive and discerning readers were able to get as much information as possible about the political situation in the country as
well as incisive and no-holdsbarred commentaries from the
news portals. They were also able
to obtain information and comments in social media such as
Facebook.
It is noteworthy, though, that such
access to a variety of news and
information was mainly confined
to geographical areas where there
is Internet access, which in many
cases translates into a rural-urban
divide. This situation has repercussions on the inalienable rights
of the citizenry to have access to
information, the freedom of expression and the ability to make
informed choices.
For the sake of democracy and
real service to the rakyat, the mainstream newspapers and other
media (and their respective owners) should look hard in the mirror – and to the future. q
Dr Mustafa K Anuar, the
honorary secretary of
Aliran, is concerned
about issues of press freedom and freedom of expression in our society.
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Malay hesitation
change

to

regime

If we truly want to bring about this change, we have to be
sensitive to the anxieties of the Malay community who still
make up the majority of Malaysian families
by Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj
he New Strait Times of 7
May 2013 provided the
full election results for all
parliamentary seats in
PRU 13, together with the ethnic
breakdown of each constituency.
If one analyses the outcomes on a
state by state basis the following
picture emerges:-

T

Table One: Performance of BN and
the PR by state and by ethnic composition of the constituencies (See
note below on how to interpret the
table)
I think the following conclusions
can be drawn from this table. The
first is that there were several constituencies in Kelantan and
Trengganu where more than 50
per cent of the Malays voted for
Pakatan. Otherwise Pas could not
have possibly won in constituencies where there are more than 95
per cent Malays.
The second conclusion that one
may draw is that Malay support
for Pakatan in Kedah was lower
than in Kelantan, for Pas lost in
all the seven seats it contested
where the Malay majority of over
80 per cent. The PR only could win

seats when the Malay majority
was less than 80 per cent, suggesting that Pakatan Rakyat needed
the non-Malay “push” to counterbalance the decline of Malay support to less than 50 per cent in
these seats. If one assumes that the
non-Malay support for Pakatan
was 70 per cent in Kedah, then the
Malay support would have to be
about 45 per cent for the PR to be
able to win by a small margin in
seats with 75-80 per cent Malay
majorities1.
The third conclusion that suggests itself is that Malay support
for Pakatan Rakyat is even lower
in Perak and Penang, for in these

Aliran Monthly : Vol.33(3) Page 16

states, the PR only started winning seats when the Malay majority fell to below 70 per cent.
Again assuming a 70 per cent
non-Malay support for the PR,
scraping to a narrow win in a 70
per cent Malay majority constituency would mean Malay support
of about 41.4 per cent for the Pas
or PKR candidate!
Why is there weaker Malay support for the PR in the west coast
states? Why the hesitation to go
for change – I do not believe that
the rural Malay population is
oblivious to the corruption, the
abuse of power and the flamboyant life-styles of the Umno elite

% of Malay Voters

Kel

Treng

Kedah

Selangor

P Pg

Perak

Johore

>95
91 – 95
81 – 90
71 – 80
61 – 70
51 – 60
< 50

3:6*
1:2
0:1
1:0
0:0
0:0
0:0

3:3
1:0
0:1
0:0
0:0
0:0
0:0

0:0
4:0#
3:0
1:2
2:1
0:2
0:0

0:0
0:0
1:0
1:1
2:1
1:5
0:10

0:0
0:0
0:0
2:0
1:1
0:0
0:9

0:0
1:0
2:0
3:0
3:2
2:1
1:9

0:0
0:0
2:0
4:0
3:0
7:1
5:4

*In Kelantan there were nine Parliamentary seats with more than 95 per cent Malay voters.
Of these BN won three and PR won six.
# In Kedah there were four constituencies with 91–95 per cent Malay voters. BN won all four of these.
Notes
1. If the non Malay composition is 20 per cent and 70 per cent of them voted Pakatan Rakyat, then
Pakatan would get 14 per cent of the popular vote from the non Malays. To win the Pakatan would have
to get another 36 per cent of the popular vote from the Malay community, which constitutes 80 per cent
of the constituency. 36 divided by 80 would give 45 per cent.

and their families. They know, but
still they hold back from voting for
a change.
This is the crucial question that
all of us who want to see the end
of BN mis-rule have to address
and find the correct solutions to.
My take is that there is still a deep
seated fear among a significant
portion of the Malay population
that they will “lose control” and
thus lose the educational and
other aid that their families have
been getting. They fear that they
will be neglected by a government
that places too much emphasis on
meritocracy.
I believe that we have to replace
the BN if we wish to rebuild our
democratic institutions – a professional police force, an independent judicial system, an independent Election Commission, etc. The current crop of BN
leaders are too mired in corruption to bring about any meaningful reform of the political and
administrative process in this
country!

But if we truly want to bring
about this change, we have to
be sensitive to the anxieties of
the Malay community who
still make up the majority of
Malaysian families earning
less than RM3000 per month!
And all of us have to share the
responsibility of reassuring
them that there will be an enhancement of the aid they currently receive when the PR
takes over.
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That political task cannot be “subcontracted” to Pas. If we do not
take this issue on board, and
handle it correctly, then we shall
be stuck with the BN for several
more elections! q
Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj,
an Aliran member, is the
member of parliament for
Sungai Siput.
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GE13:

The

aftermath

The rakyat can take comfort that the process of change is now
firmly in place and politics in Malaysia will never be the same
again, says Henry Loh.
fter an agonising wait
while the GE results
trickled in, it was only
after 3.00 am that the
official final tally was known.
Of the total of 222 Parliamentary seats, Barisan Nasional
won 133 seats and Pakatan
Rakyat 89 seats.

A

Whilst the much sought after
change of government failed to
materialise to the disappointment of many – there are positives that we can draw from
GE 13. A record voter turnout
of 80 per cent is a major indication that democracy is thriving in our country. No other GE
has generated so much interest and concern and the young
Facebook generation of voters filled cyberspace with
their thoughts and feelings of
the country’s political future,
and this is a most encouraging sign.
Voters also clearly rejected extremist politicans such as
Perkasa’s, Ibrahim Ali and
Zulkifli Nordin by not voting
them in. The policies of Perkasa
promotes religious extremism
and racial polarisation and the
rakyat have clearly rejected
them.

Zulkifli Nordin

Ibrahim Ali
Voters also clearly rejected extremist politicans.

In Selangor and Penang the
electorate displayed their political maturity and mettle by
not being enticed and blinded
by the “goodies” such as free
dinners and cash thrown to
them. They returned the
Pakatan government to power
with an even larger number of
seats.
The final election results may
well have been very different
if there had not been any irregularities. We the rakyat can
however take comfort that the
process of change is now
firmly in place and politics in
Malaysia will never be the
same again. Civil society
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movements like Bersih have
played a key role in awakening the political consciousness
of all Malaysians.
The struggle for free and fair
elections continues to gain momentum and support amongst
the rakyat, and any political
party, whether ruling or in the
opposition, that fails to
recognise this – does so at its
own peril. q
Henry Loh, a former bank
manager-turned-activist,
is the honorary assistant
secretary of Aliran.
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What

betrayal?

Was there an agreement before the general election? Did
Chinese Malaysians actually promise the BN their votes ahead
of time, asks P Ramakrishnan.
iscredited politicians are
trying to denigrate the
Chinese by accusing
them of betrayal. What
betrayal are they talking about?
Do they indeed know what they
are talking about?

D

Crowd in Esplanade

When you talk of betrayal, it
means going back on one’s word.
It means dishonouring a solemn
pledge.
For this to take place there must
have been a clear understanding
and undertaking between two
parties. In this case it would be
the Barisan Nasional and the Chinese community reaching an understanding and pledging to vote
in a mutually acceptable manner
with regard to GE13.
Was there such an understanding
and undertaking on the part of the
Chinese community to vote for the
BN? Who brokered this undertaking?
The entire Chinese community
does not belong to any political
party aligned to the BN to be beholden to it. Even if they were, they
were not obliged to vote only for
the BN. In the 2008 general election, even Umno members deserted the BN and voted for the
opposition. Nobody then accused
the Malay community of betrayal.

Why then are the Umno president
and those in cahoots with him
beating the war drum against the
Chinese community and accusing
them of betrayal?
As far as Malaysian voters are
concerned, there was no report of
any undertaking by Chinese Malaysians to vote for the BN. How
then can the BN accuse the Chinese community of betrayal?
Half-baked politicians who know
nothing about elections and democracy are talking nonsense
when they accuse the Chinese
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community of betrayal. Why
should anyone – especially the
vast majority who had not taken
up membership with MCA/
Gerakan – even come to this arrangement when the elections are
touted to be free and fair? They are
in no way obliged to go the way of
the BN.
When elections are conducted, the
voters have the fundamental freedom of choice to elect whomever
they choose to support. When that
choice is denied, it is no more a
democratic election. It becomes a
farce which is mockingly peddled

as free and fair elections.
Chinese Malaysians were even
accused by Tun Dr Mahathir of
rejecting the hand of friendship
extended by the Malays to the Chinese. Mahathir is surely fishing
in troubled waters!
Tun, when was this hand of
friendship extended in exchange
for voting BN? When was this
conditional hand of friendship
extended to the Chinese community before the GE13? Who was
brokering for the Malays? And
brokering for which Malays? You

must surely realise that there are
other Malays who do not belong
to Umno and who are not whining!
What about the Malays in Pas and
Keadilan? They are not complaining of any such betrayal!
It is only certain Umno members
– in fact only a minority of them –
who are making this scandalous
claim to sour our peace and harmony. For selfish reasons and for
self-preservation, these unscrupulous Umno members are making
the Chinese Malaysians the
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scapegoat for Umno’s dismal performance in the GE13.
Umno, the writing is on the wall
for you. The sooner you take note
of this the better it will be for you –
otherwise it will be bye-bye for
you! q

P Ramakrishnan, the
former Aliran president,
now serves as Aliran executive committee member.
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Musings

on

GE13

The people have spoken clearly through the ballot box. The
big question is: can BN evolve to retain 47 per cent of the
popular vote in the next round of battle, wonders Allen Lopez.

G

E-13 was, for many, a political wake-up call. It
was for me.

I have always taken an interest in
politics, keeping abreast of news
both in the mainstream and alternative media, though much less
of the former in recent times. I have
been a passionate armchair critic.
In each of the past five GEs, I have
voted in the (mostly unfulfilled)
hope of greater transparency and
accountability, and good governance.
My hope has been for a transformation into a vibrant democracy
where leaders govern with the
best interests of the governed at
heart. I’ve yearned for a leadership shorn of the arrogance which

accompanies the trappings of
power. My longing was for a political reality where checks and
balances, accountability and
transparency would be at the vanguard.
And I have prayed for a government stripped of the vestiges of
cronyism, greed and corruption.
I think my hopes resonate with the
average Malaysian.

The

2008

message

In 2008 we spoke with clear voice
in denying BN a two thirds majority.
This was change for the good. A
political transformation was set in
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train.
In spite of the unmistakable message of the 2008 election, the arrogance of the elites was undiminished. Financial scandals were
uncovered exposing embezzlement in high places.
In the face of clear evidence, the
leadership feigned ignorance and
dragged its feet. Denials, excuses,
justifications and rationalisations
were trotted out, with a pliant
mainstream media in tow.
When the public outcry became
deafening (thanks to the internet)
and (a big “and”) where the culpable were politically expendable,
the government’s hand was
forced.

But the reluctance to act
was clear for all to see.
The acceptance of
wrongdoings and disregard for public opinion
was an affront to the ordinary citizen.

overwhelming, such
that we even had volunteers who were kept
as reserves.

When the price of bringing the perpetrators to
task was too high, the silence at the top was deafening. Even when the
so-called guardians of
good governance were
belittled and openly mocked,
nothing was said. Silence was
golden for the elites.
But it was not for the silent majority. To the moderately better informed and educated, anger at
such larceny simmered.

Galvanised

to

vote

This pent-up frustration was a singular galvanising force in the recent 2013 election.
The impulse to vote among the
electorate was as palpable as it
was unprecedented. The voter
turnout of well over 80 per cent
was proof of this. The
groundswell was especially evident among the young, whatever
their ethnic origin.
My son, who currently works and
resides in Christchurch, registered
online months earlier and attempted many times to check with
the High Commission in
Wellington about becoming a
postal voter.
But to no avail. He did not get to
vote – why, he still does not know.
Was it some bureaucratic snafu?
Perhaps.

My daughter, who studies in
Penang, returned to KL to vote, as
did many of her college mates,
even though their exams were
imminent.

Mobilised

to

action

Together with my wife, I joined a
volunteer group mobilised in support of our candidate. We served
as polling agents and attended
several briefings on our duties.
Our group’s leaders showed exemplary commitment to the task
at hand, sacrificing days and even
week-ends to conduct these sessions. The enthusiasm was infectious.
The volunteers ranged in age from
the late-teens to the past-70s. They
went house-to-house to deliver
pamphlets during scorching afternoons.
They were prepared to work
double or even triple shifts at the
polling centres if necessary, all for
a cause that they believed in, with
no material reward. Many spent
out of their own pockets for petrol,
stationery, food and drinks.
The outpouring of support was

Aliran Monthly : Vol.33(3) Page 22

Due to the expected
traffic congestion at the
polling centre on polling day, car-pooling
was arranged. We
drove separately to a
designated location
and were then ferried
to the polling centre
about a kilometre away.
Our driver was in his late-teens, a
college student volunteer, too
young to vote. Such was the commitment.
When our two-hour session was
done and we started to walk back
to our cars, it began to rain heavily.
Half-soaked, we took shelter in a
warong and summoned for transport back to the rendezvous point.
Meanwhile, we saw BN volunteers stroll in, sheltered by BN
umbrellas each clutching a packet
of biryani bukhara for lunch. We
were driven back by a volunteer
who was in his late-60s. Yes, we
paid for our own lunch.

Victory from the
jaws of defeat
Our candidate was pitted against
a sitting minister who, by all accounts, was untainted by scandal.
He was expected to be a shoo-in.
His banners and other election
paraphernalia blanketed the constituency,
outdoing
our
candidate’s by at least 10 to one.
He must have spent a small fortune. He apparently is from an
affluent background.
Against the odds, our candidate
prevailed, albeit narrowly. The

victory was not without a few
heart-stopping moments. There
were reports of attempts to allegedly sneak in ballot boxes at the
last moment when the final tally
was clearly moving in our
candidate’s favour. The attempts
were rebuffed courageously by a
human barricade.

Victory

in

disguise

The rakyat had this time spoken
more clearly and loudly than in
2008.
Despite retaining only three states,
the signs are clear. Winning the
popular vote by a significant majority of about four percentage
points, securing emphatic wins in
three states, losing very narrowly
in some states, and making clear
inroads in others, the message was
unmistakable.
Putrajaya may not have been won
this time, but this was a victory in
a different guise. The people had
spoken, in the best possible way,
through the ballot box.
To characterise the election results
in racial terms is plain wrong. It
is a cheap shot.
Wiser voices have it spot-on when
they say that the results reflected
the rakyat’s disenchantment and
frustration at the gross mismanagement of the public purse and
the way corruption is condoned
in the highest places. The rhetoric
about clean governance and fostering racial unity was shown to
be devoid of real meaning.

Lessons

of

GE13

The 2013 election reflected the
coming of age of our young. The

future belongs to them and they
wanted this to be heard loud and
clear.
The puerile attempts to win support by demonising fellow Malaysians of different ethnic origins,
the enticement with money, and
using political grandees of yesterday well past their sell-by dates
to impugn opponents gained no
traction.
Perhaps most insidious were the
attempts to instil the fear of hudud
(to non-Malays) and Chinese
dominance (to Malays), and most
abominable of all, resurrecting the
May 13 spectre by the screening
of a movie on that theme to frighten
a segment of the voters. This was
shameful.
Political expediency and opportunism in decision-making was
laid bare. The double-talk was
plainly visible: in the initial
branding of Hindraf as illegal,
only to become bedfellows on the
eve of election; and in failed attempts to join forces with Pas,
only to later taint them as religious
extremists.
The foot-dragging on the call for
clean electoral rolls was viewed
negatively. The demonising and
crackdown of Bersih went over
the top. Why resist change for the
better if one has nothing to hide
or to be ashamed of, the people
seemed to say.

to victory was predominantly rural, less affluent, older and less
tech savvy. One commentator
aptly depicted it as a sunset demographic. As the population gets
more urbanised and affluent, as
more young people enter the electoral rolls and internet penetration
expands, this will become a
shrinking base.
To be clear, there is a place for a
reformed BN in the evolving political landscape. In a two-party
system to which this country is
clearly heading, a strong BN and
a strong PR both have a role. Indeed, one needs to be the counterweight for the other, to serve as a
check on each other. This will be
for the common good.

47

per

cent

Lastly, I cannot help but see a curious coincidence in the figure of
47 per cent.
In the last US presidential election, Mitt Romney dismissed 47
per cent of Americans as moochers, and was soundly defeated.
Curiously, BN received 47 per cent
of the popular vote but was reelected, thanks to shrewd electoral
map drawing.
The big question is can BN evolve
to even retain the 47 per cent the
next time around? Without drastic change, the answer must be in
some doubt. q

The
sunset
demographic
Statistically sound readings show
that the drift away from BN reflected not so much a racial dichotomy as an urban-rural divide.
The voter base which carried BN
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Allen Lopez is a keen observer of local politics
based in the Klang Valley.
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No sobriety or sanity in
former judge’s statement
One would expect such incoherent utterings from the likes of
extremists from Umno — not from a judge.
by P. Ramakrishnan
ecent thinking Malaysians were justifiably
shocked that a former
judge of the Court of Appeals, Mohd Noor Abdullah,
could have expressed views that
are so abhorrently out of character for a judge.

D

Mohd Noor Abdullah

What the former judge fails to understand is the simple fact that
Chinese and Malays overwhelmingly voted against Umno — not
against the Malays. It is a pity that
he is unable to comprehend or discern this glaring fact.

There was no sobriety or sanity in
his statement.
One would expect such incoherent utterings from the likes of extremists from Umno — not from a
judge. But then, he reportedly has
some connections with Umno and
therefore it should not come as a
surprise. Apparently, he is a member of Umno’s disciplinary committee.
He doesn’t seem to understand
simple mathematics. The Chinese
form about 26 per cent of the population. The popular vote of the
Pakatan was 51 per cent. This being the case how could the Chinese have betrayed the Malays,
presumably by voting for the
DAP? Not every Chinese voter
voted for the DAP. That is pretty
obvious.
If it was only the Chinese vote that

Within Pakatan itself, there is a
marked, predominant Malay presence who supported the DAP.
Without that support the party
could not have scored decisive
victories in many parts of the
country.

made the difference, how do you
account for Barisan Nasional’s
loss in Kelantan? Did the Chinese
contribute to Umno’s loss in
Kelantan?
Pakatan Rakyat came within a
whisker of victory in Terengganu;
was it because of the Chinese
vote?
The DAP could not have won 38
parliamentary and numerous
state seats without the support of
the Malays. There is evidence that
many thinking Malays had voted
for the DAP.
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He is totally off the mark when he
stated: “For the Malays, it is taboo
to be betrayed, because when they
are betrayed, they will react and
when they react, their vengeance
will be endless.
“When Malays are betrayed, there
is a backlash and the Chinese
must bear the consequences of a
Malay backlash.”
It is mischievous of him to pit the
Malays against the Chinese by
giving a racial twist to the results
of GE13. To begin with, there was
no betrayal of the Malays — only
the rejection of Umno. The irrefutable truth is that Umno does not

represent every Malay in this
country. And what is equally true
is that not every Malay supports
Umno either.

Bumiputeras are our relatives, everyone else are just our neighbours
because they came to menupang
(stay) here before.”

And yet, Mohd Noor harps on this
outrageous, unsubstantiated
myth of Chinese betrayal of the
Malays: “The Chinese betrayal
towards the Malay’s hand of
friendship — that is true. Because
they plotted to seize political
power even though they already
have economic power.”

In other words, according to him
— and except for those he has
mentioned as cousins and relatives — the rest of us are only
“neighbours”, not rightful citizens. This is definitely a cock-eyed
view!

It is irrational to talk about the
impossible plot. How could a minority plot to seize political power
in Malaysia? Is it possible? How
could he even come to this silly
notion and talk of this crap as if it
is a democratic political possibility?
He is trying to whip up emotions
by calling for the abolition of the
term “Chinese” and “Indians”
which would be replaced by
“Malays” and “Non-Malays” or
“Bumiputeras” and “nonBumiputeras.”
It is almost like dividing Malaysians into two compartments —
“them” and “us”. This is atrocious. He has come across very
bluntly and frankly as a Malay
chauvinist who unrealistically
takes a position that if you don’t
slavishly support Umno then you
are the enemy.
And he goes even further by stating: “The Orang Asli are our cousins, the Sabah and Sarawak

He dismisses history and ignores
the constitutional provisions that
have made the rest of us legitimate
citizens of this nation. He has no
appreciation for their contribution to the wealth of the country
and its development.
For a former judge not to take into
account all the relevant facts is
rather unbecoming. Malaysians
would rightly question his intellectual depth and his ability to
discern fact from fiction.
He is talking nonsense when he
states: “We gave them recognition
and protection and eventually
citizenship until they became
rich.” This is absurd.
When the Chinese and Indians
were brought to Malaya to develop
this country, to lay the railway
track, build the roads, tap rubber,
to staff the civil service and maintain the resultant bureaucracy,
they were under the auspices of
the British.
We could not have attained independence without all three com-

munities coming together and
agreeing to the adoption of the federal constitution. The provisions
enunciated in the federal constitution are terms that were mutually agreed upon. Citizenship and
special provisions that were conferred and implemented subsequently were the result of this accommodation and agreement.
It is a matter of grave regret to
Malaysians that Mohd Noor is
absolutely incapable of comprehending the truth surrounding
our nationhood. When people of
his calibre are so ignorant or fail
to accept certain inalienable facts
of the land, we fear for justice in
our judiciary. Is it any wonder that
judgments that make no sense are
handed down by certain judges!
All this apart, we need to ask why
the national leadership, in particular the prime minister, has not
taken him to task for his seditious
comments? The police have failed
to act and the Attorney-General
has failed to charge him. This is
another classical example of selective prosecution.
It is because of this anomaly that
Malaysians want Ubah. Under
Barisan Nasional there is no
hope, fairness and justice. q

P. Ramakrishnan is an
Aliran executive committee member and a former
President.

How could a minority plot to seize political power in
Malaysia? Is it possible?
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Electoral
The view

fraud:
from Sungai

Siput

What trust we have in the Election Commission!
Jeyakumar Devaraj reports his observations of the GE13
campaign process from Sungai Siput.
here were many complaints of electoral irregularity if not fraud
during the course of the
PRU 13 campaign and during
polling day. As this seems to be a
hotly debated issue, I would like
to share my experience as the candidate in Sg Siput.

T

1. There were many people who
came claiming that their names
were not on the SPR list of voters,
though they had voted in previous elections. We have recorded
their names down and intend to
take this up with the SPR.
2. There were also others whose
names were registered in the voting list of other constituencies
though they had voted in Sungai
Siput before and had not applied
for a change in constituency. This
too we intend to follow up.
3. It was painfully obvious that
the BN campaign was far exceeding the RM200,000 expenditure
limit for a parliamentary seat.
Their flags, banners and posters
themselves came to much more
than that. House-owners who allowed the BN to tie banners on the
front or side of their houses were
paid RM300!

4. There were numerous
programmes during the campaign
period when the BN gave out
hampers, gift vouchers, conducted lucky draws with rice
cookers and toasters as presents.
5. There were several programmes
where government agencies
launched projects e.g. the groundbreaking for a new Tamil primary
school and the handing out of
Tekun loans amounting to
RM2.5m to about 100 applicants.
The BN candidates were the
guests of honour in this sort of
event while the opposition candidates were not invited.
6. Buses
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On polling day, our supporters
found four tour buses parked in
Sungai Siput. When my team
and I arrived, there were no passengers in sight – but the drivers said that they had brought
Malaysians
working
in
Singapore back to Perak to vote.
We made a police report and the
police detained the four buses
and took statements from the
drivers. We were given a list of
35 names by one of the bus drivers – young Malays and Chinese
mainly. No foreigners! When we
contacted the handphone numbers recorded in this list, the
people named confirmed that
they had come on that bus from
Johor to Perak on 3 May.

We have not yet been able to identify the passengers from the other
three buses, but intend to try and
do so by contacting the companies. But we do not have any proof
that these buses brought in foreign
voters. In any case, our people in
the pondok panas did not notice
foreign-looking people trying to
attend the voting centres.
7. The “indelible” ink that washed
off!
Many people complained about
this. I called the returning officer
and he said that perhaps the
bottle of ink was not shaken properly! We advised all those complaining to make police reports.
8. Ballot boxes by helicopter.
There are video postings of a
young SPR officer guarding two
yellow ballot “bags” in a field.
That field happens to be in Sungai
Buloh, Sungai Siput. They contained the 237 votes from Orang
Asli voters in Kuala Mu. As was
agreed, polling at Kuala Mu
stopped at 2.00pm, and the votes
were counted there in the presence
of Pas counting agents. The
Borang 14 was given to these
counting agents, and the ballot
papers were then sealed in these
two bags and flown by helicopter
to Sungai Siput.
All these arrangements were
made known to us on the afternoon of nomination day. So this
is not evidence of any hanky
panky here! But a crowd of about
500 Sungai Siput residents had
surrounded the ballot bags, and
it was only after I arrived and assured them that it was okay that
they allowed the SPR to take these
bags to the main counting centre.

9. Wilful delay in announcing the
results
This is one of the complaints. We
got the copies of the Borang 14
from most of our polling centres
by 8.00pm. By 8.30pm we knew
we had won by about 2800 votes.
However it took the SPR another
five hours to announce the result.
Painful, but there wasn’t anything
sinister in this.
It was the process of tabulation –
the SPR required each of the 104
‘Ketua Tempat Mengundi’ to submit his Borang 14 to the Returning Officer, the ADO. This would
be typed in and projected on to a
screen to enable the candidates to
cross-check against their own
Borang 14. After a few minutes,
an assistant to the Returning Officer would announce over the
mike that vote results from such
and such school had been accepted, and it would be added to
the cumulative total. Openness
and transparency can be timeconsuming!!
10. Entrance of eight SPR bags at
11.30pm
Many people in the hall were
alarmed when this happened. I
was already about 5000 votes
ahead when this happened, and
many supporters were anxious
that extra votes were being
brought in to cheat us of our victory! Again, nothing sinister.
The votes from three interior Orang Asli villages were not counted
at site, though the process of voting was observed by our Paca.
These votes were brought out by
four-wheel drives to the District
Office where they were counted
under observation of my and Pas’
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counting agents. The ‘Undi Awal’
were also counted then. Apparently it was all done one by one
which is why it took several hours
to complete. These arrangements
were made known to all parties
contesting on Nomination Day itself.
PRU 13 was not a fair one. The
mainstream media and government agencies supported the BN
shamelessly. Very openly! And the
BN spent far more than the legally
permitted limit for each constituency. There are serious lingering
doubts about the authenticity of
the voters’ lists. However, in Sg
Siput we were not able to find conclusive evidence of significant
cheating during the polling process.
The sheer volume of complaints
we received indicates how little
trust the Malaysian public have
in the SPR! And it is good to see
that the Malaysian public are prepared to monitor the polling process itself to ensure it is not hijacked by any party. There is a
much higher level of citizen activism to preserve the sanctity of the
polling process compared to before. This is good for a democracy.
Must say our thanks to the Bersih
movement! And syabas to the
general public! If we want a better
system we have to put some effort
into creating it! q

Dr Jeyakumar Devaraj, a
long-time Aliran member and contributor, is
the Member of Parliament for Sungai Siput.

ELECTION FOCUS

Election
Fraud
Borang 13 and

Check:
Borang

14

The transparency of the polling and counting process on polling
day does not discount the other types of alleged electoral fraud
by Prema Devaraj
he results of the 13th
General Elections have
been met with allegations of electoral fraud
and offences including extra
boxes being introduced, phantom
voters, displaced voters, indelible
ink washing off, vote buying and
so on.

T

To help clarify some aspects, this
article focuses on the way in
which the polling process and the
recording of votes takes place on
polling day. The key roles of two
forms used on polling day • Borang 13 (Ballot Paper Statement) Subregulation 24(1) and
• Borang 14 (Statement of the Poll
after Counting the Ballot)
Subregulation 25(12) from the
Elections (Conduct of Elections) Regulations 1981are highlighted as both these
forms help to reduce the chances
of electoral fraud by ensuring the
transparency and accountability
of the polling and counting process. We are using the parliamentary constituency of Sungai Siput
as an example.

Aliran Monthly : Vol.33(3) Page 28

Sungai
Siput
Parliamentary
Constituency
P062
For this last election, the Sungai
Siput parliamentary constituency
had 51,596 registered voters and
consisted of two state seats –
Lintang (N21) and Jalong (N22).
Each state constituency is divided
into voting districts. Lintang has
26 voting districts and Jalong has
12 voting districts. (Table: 1st column)
Each voting district has a corresponding locality i.e., a school in
which people from that voting district go to vote.
Each locality has one or more voting streams i.e. classrooms in the
school in which voting takes
place depending on the number
of voters registered to vote in that
locality. In total, Lintang had 49
voting streams and Jalong had 52
voting streams as shown in the
Table (4th column).
Clearly this type of information
(together with the electoral roll for
the constituency) is crucial for every candidate (and indeed for
public knowledge) but at the moment it is only available at a price
(approximately RM200) either as
a hard copy (a set of books for each
state constituency) or in a CD prior
to nomination day.
The candidate can then compare
this information with that of the
previous election to see whether
new voting districts have been
added or if there has been a sudden increase or decrease in the
number of voters registered in any
one voting district. And of course

with this information the candidate and his/her team can
organise the recruitment and
placement of polling and counting agents.

Polling and counting
agents
(Pacaba)
Polling and counting agents play
an absolutely crucial role in protecting the candidate’s interest
and ensuring that the process of
polling and subsequent counting
is transparent.
But as can be seen from the Table,
the implications for (volunteer)
human resources are considerable. Sungai Siput had 101 voting
streams. If the ideal situation is to
have two shifts of polling agents
(morning and afternoon) and a
separate shift for counting agents,
then over 300 people are needed!
In the Sungai Siput scenario, the
decision was to have two shifts
with the second shift of polling
agents doubling up as counting
agents.
And it isn’t just ‘on the day’. Polling and counting agents need to
be told about the procedures, their
responsibilities, what to look out
for, how to object if something is
not right, and the purpose and
how forms should be filled.
So briefing sessions prior to polling day were held and people had
to give up an evening to come and
sit through this. A few volunteers
had previously undergone
Pacaba training by Tindak Malaysia.
Recruiting sufficient numbers of
polling/counting agents is always an interesting endeavor.
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There were many willing volunteers who wanted to be or agreed
to be part of the democratic process for change (including those
from outside Sungai Siput i.e.,
from Cameron Highlands,
Seremban, Kuala Lumpur,
Taiping, Ipoh and Penang).
There were one or two who
wanted to know if they would get
paid and were told this wasn’t
that type of candidate; a few were
worried about ‘trouble in the
evening’ and needed reassurance
and of course there were a few
who could only do a two-hour
shift and they were duly accommodated. Needless to say everyone, to their credit, persevered despite the lack of payment and the
duration of their duties.

Polling

Day

The first shift of polling agents
arrived at the Sungai Siput service
centre by 6.30am. They collected
their files and identification tags,
had some breakfast and went off
to their voting streams.
Before polling began at 8.00am,
the Ketua Tempat Mengundi (KTM)
or Presiding Officer in each voting stream recorded the number
of the ballot papers in that particular voting stream in Part A of
Borang 13 (for example, 00010050; 0051-0100, etc.) This way,
the total number of ballot papers
in a voting stream is known at the
start of polling.
At the end of the day there cannot
be more than this number in the
ballot box. In addition, there cannot be ballot papers in the ballot
box with different serial numbers
than the ones recorded in the

N21 Lintang
Code

District

Locality

Voting
streams

No of
voters

062/21/01
062/21/02
062/21/03
062/21/04
062/21/05
062/21/06
062/21/07
062/21/08
062/21/09
062/21/10
062/21/11
062/21/12
062/21/13
062/21/14
062/21/15
062/21/16
062/21/17
062/21/18
062/21/19
062/21/20
062/21/21
062/21/22
062/21/23
062/21/24
062/21/25
062/21/26

Pos Legap
Pos Piah
Chenein
Rancangan Belia Khas Perlop
Chior Lasah
Lintang
LKTP Lasah
Ladang Elphil
Kampong Mor
Trosor
Kampung Jawang
Sungai Pelus
Kampung Temin
Changkat Salak
Kampong Karai
Karai Luar
Pekan Karai
Kampong Enggor
Salak Timor
Kmpg Batam Kulim
Kmpg Kandang Hulu
Salak North
Kamuning Barat
Kamuning Timor
Pos Perwor
Pos Kuala Mu

SK Pos Legap
SK Pos Piah Sungai Siput
SK Chenein Sungai Siput
SJKC Lasah
SK Lasah
SK Lintang
SM RLKT Lasah, Sungai Siput
SJKT Ladang Elphil
SK Kmpg Maamor
SK Seroli Sungai Siput
SK Jawang
SK Kampg Trosor
SK Kmpg Temin
SJKT Ldg Changkat Salak
SK Karai Enggor
SJKC Sey Wah Enggor
SJKC Sey Wah Enggor
SJKT Enggor
SJKC Salak Baru, Salak U
SK Kota Lama Kanan
SK Kota Lama Kanan
SJKC Salak Baru, Salak U
SJKC Shing Chung, S Siput
SJKC Shing Chung, S Siput
SK Pos Perwor
SK Pos Kuala Mu

2
1
1
3
2
3
3
2
2
1
1
2
3
1
1
2
1
1
3
2
1
3
2
4
1
1

857
562
379
1644
963
1187
1714
766
984
580
694
963
1303
537
566
764
474
635
1396
979
643
1479
885
1873
315
257

Total voting streams

49

23,433*

Voting
Streams

No of
voters

N22 Jalong
Code

District

Locality

062/22/01
062/22/02
062/22/03
062/22/04

Jalong Barat
Jalong Timor
Jalan Lintang
Lintang Rd Barat

6
4
4

3806
1805
1905

062/22/05
062/22/06
062/22/07
062/22/08
062/22/09
062/22/10
062/22/11
062/22/12

Simpang Tiga
Sungai Pelang
Rimba Panjang Utara
Mahkamah
Main Road
Sungai Buloh Selatan
Kampung Bahagia
Kampung Muhibbah

SJKC Simpang Jalong
SK Jalong
SK Kmpg Muhibbah S S
SJKT Mahatma Gandhi Kalasalai,
Sungai Siput (U)
SMJK Shin Chung
SJKT Ldng Dovenby
SJKC Rimba Panjang
SJKC Sungai Buluh , SS (U)
SK Sungai Siput (U)
SJKC Sungai Buluh, S Siput (U)
SMK Methodist Sungai Siput(U)
SMK Tok Muda Abdul Aziz

3
7
2
4
2
2
5
7
6

1541
4184
893
1860
996
1023
2477
4104
3348

Total voting streams

52

28,163*

*Early Voters : Lintang= 34; Jalong=221; Postal voters: Approx 850
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morning. The polling agents are
present early in the morning to
witness this.
Figure 1 is an example of Borang
13 from the EC Guidebook for
Counting Agents May 2012.
At lunch time, the second shift of
polling agents (who would later
double up as counting agents in
the Sungai Siput scenario) were
sent off from the bilik gerak with
their tags and again with reminders to make sure Borang 13 is completed properly, please count properly and don’t go for teh tarik, bring
back Borang 14 first!
When voting stops at 5.00pm (except in the four Orang Asli voting
districts where it stops earlier), the
ballot boxes are sealed. The KTM
completes Borang 13 by recording
the serial numbers of the ballot papers issued to the voters (Part B),
spoilt ballot papers ( i.e. those returned to KTM, marked spoilt and
not put in ballot box) (Part C) and
unused ballot papers (Part D).
The total number of ballot slips to
be accounted for in the ballot box
at the end of the voting day (i.e.
Part A – Part C – Part D) is recorded
in Part E of Borang 13. This document is signed by the KTM and
also by the polling agents present
as stated in Regulation 24(1)(c)
Elections Regulation 1981.
This means that the polling agent
of each candidate has a chance to
check the details recorded at each
stream and sign off on those (Figure 1).

Counting

the

votes

Once Borang 13 is completed, the

KTM will open the ballot boxes
(two in each voting stream; one for
parliamentary seat and one for
state seat) in the presence of the
counting agents and the ballot
papers will be counted.
First, the total number of ballot
papers is counted. This number
should tally with the number
stated in Borang 13 Part E. If the
number is less than what is stated
in Borang 13 (e.g., the voter did not
use his/her ballot paper), counting continues.
If there are more, a couple of things
should take place. Firstly the recording in Borang 13 is checked
for any error. Next, the ballot papers are inspected for the official
perforation mark/stamp of that
voting stream. Ballot papers
which do not have the official
mark are removed (Regulation 25,
Third Schedule, Elections Regulation 1981).
If after this the numbers are still
higher than that stated in Part E
Borang 13, counting agents were
told to insist that the serial numbers of the ballot slips be checked
against what was recorded in
Borang 13 Part B. Ballot papers
with serial numbers which don’t
match should be rejected.
Once this has been settled, the
counting commences with ballot
papers now being separated according to the candidates/parties
voted for.
Counting agents need to pay attention to ensure accurate counting (i.e. that votes are accurately
determined for the candidate, that
10 ballot papers are counted as 10
and not more or less and doubtful
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ballot papers are sorted out properly). Assuming that there are
enough agents and that they do
their job, this process is open and
clear.
NB: A recount can only take place
in the voting stream. If the difference of votes for the highest and
second highest candidate differs
by 4 per cent or less of the total
valid votes cast, a counting agent
can ask for a recount once; however, the KTM can order a recount
at his discretion (Regulations
25(13) and (14) Elections Regulation 1981).

Borang

14

After the counting has been done
the KTM fills up Borang 14 in the
presence of the counting agents.
This is the official vote count from
that particular voting stream.
The first part of the Borang 14, Part
A, states the number of ballot papers in the ballot box (this is the
same as Part E of Borang 13).
Part B is a record of the number of
votes cast for each contesting candidate.
Part C records the number of rejected/spoilt ballot papers.
Part D is the number of ballot slips
issued to voters but not put into
the ballot box.
This form is signed by the KTM
and the counting agents present.
A copy of this form is given to the
counting agent as stipulated in
Regulation 25(12)(b) and (b) (ii)
Elections Regulation 1981. The
counting agent must ask for this
in case this does not happen. It is

Figure 1
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Figure 2
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the duty of the KTM to prepare
sufficient number of Borang 14 for
each of the counting agents.
The counting agent upon leaving the voting stream passes
his/her copy of Borang 14 specific to that voting stream to the
candidate. This means that the
candidate will be receiving
Borang 14 from his counting
agents from all the voting
streams and is able to calculate
the total number of votes he has
received.
Figure 2 is an example of Borang
14 from the SPR Guidebook for
Counting Agents May 2012

Main

Tally Centre
(MTC)

After this, the ballot boxes from
the voting streams are taken to
the MTC with the accompanying Borang 14 by EC officials. At
the MTC, the official totalling up
of all the Borang 14s from all the
various voting streams for both
the parliamentary and state
seats takes place. There is no
more counting of votes here. For
the Sungai Siput Parliamentary
and State seat, there were 103
Borang 14s (including those for
postal votes and early votes) for
each seat. The tallying of votes
at the MTC matched the
candidate’s calculations based
on the copies of the Borang 14
which his counting agents had
passed to him.

Points

to

consider

If all the polling day processes
have been properly carried out,
monitored and recorded, the
chances of a sudden introduc-

tion of a mysterious ballot box
with votes to swing the final
count at the MTC is very difficult to do.
The information on existing voting localities, the number of
boxes from the voting districts/
streams, the corresponding
Borang
13/14
and
the
candidate’s counting agent’s
signature on Borang 14 make
this type of fraud difficult to pull
off. It would be spotted immediately by the candidate monitoring the situation and an objection made.
In Sungai Siput, the parliamentary candidate was able to ascertain that there was no fiddling of
the results with regards to the tallying or announcing of the results
of Borang 14.
Furthermore, to avoid confusion
or disappointment or accusations
of foul play, results should not be
released until all the Borang 14s
have been totalled up. A candidate
may or may not have uniform support from voters in the various
voting districts.
So as the different Borang 14s are
brought from the various voting
localities/streams to the MTC and
totalling up is taking place, there
can be fluctuations in who has
more votes at a particular point in
time of the tallying of votes and
misreporting can take place.

Transparency
of
the electoral process
on the day but……
In going through the process of
polling and counting, it is hoped
there is a better understanding
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how, on polling day, there are safeguards to prevent fraud during
the polling and counting process.
But it does depend on the active
monitoring of the polling and
counting agents.
Furthermore, the transparency
of the polling and counting process on polling day does not discount the other types of alleged
electoral fraud including irregular electoral rolls, voters being
removed or displaced from the
rolls, phantom voters, double
voting, the uneven delineation
of constituencies, vote buying,
and indelible ink being washed
off. These must be urgently addressed by the EC.
There is obviously widespread
public disquiet at the role and conduct of the EC and there is a big
task ahead of it if it is to regain its
credibility.
The general election is when the
people determine through their
votes who will govern them. In
respecting the choices of the
people, it is imperative that there
is transparency in and accountability at all levels and in every
stage of the electoral process so
that the outcomes, whatever they
may be, can be trusted and respected by the people.
Let’s all work constructively towards that. We probably have five
years to make it happen for next
time around! q

Dr Prema Devaraj is an
executive
committee
member of Aliran.

was not the case.
While it may be true that the Court
was bound by Section 9A of the
Election Act, shouldn’t the Court
invoking its overview functions
have also looked into the legality
of this section?
Is it constitutional? Is it constitutional to perpetuate a wrong in
spite of fraud, probably even of a
criminal nature, that were clearly
established by Mr Santiago?

A record of Aliran's stand on current affairs.

Court turns a
blind eye to justice
Malaysians were rudely shocked
to learn that the High Court in
Shah Alam put itself in a straitjacket and refused to see the glaring injustice that was clearly highlighted by Klang MP Charles
Santiago in a suit that was decided on 14 March 2013.
Mr Santiago wanted the Court to
review the principal and supplementary electoral rolls for his parliamentary constituency.

was no provision in the Act for it
to do so. While it may be true that
there is no such provision, what
is far more important is whether
there is specifically any provision
in the Act prohibiting the EC from
responding?
Why was this logical point entirely overlooked by the Court? If
the Court was the bastion of justice as provided by the inherent
powers of providing a remedy for
a malady, it would have been the
natural consequence to fall back
on this logic. But surprisingly, this

It was very disappointing that
Judge Vernon Ong said that the
Court was bound by Section 9A of
the Elections Act 1958 and cannot review a gazetted electoral roll,
literally throwing to the wind the
conventional wisdom that “where
there is a malady the Court will
provide a remedy” – even if it has
to use its inherent powers.
The Judge further noted that the
Court could not compel the Election Commission (EC) to respond
to the queries of the MP as there
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Section 9A was controversially
introduced to the Elections Act
1958, after the High Court in Kota
Kinabalu declared the Likas byelection of 2001 null and void. The
Kota Kinabalu High Court nullified the Likas by-election because
there were discrepancies in the
electoral roll.
Section 9A states: “After an electoral roll has been certified or recertified, as the case may be, and
notice of the certification or re-certification has been published in
the Gazette as prescribed by regulations made under this Act, the
electoral roll shall be deemed to
be final and binding and shall not
be questioned or appealed against

in, or reviewed, quashed or set
aside by, any court.”
This is what lawyers call a “privative” or “ouster” clause. The effect is to prevent any Court from
having a review of the matter at
hand. In this particular case, it has
to do with the electoral rolls.
Courts in many common law jurisdictions have always viewed
such privative or ouster clauses
in a very dim light as such clauses
effectively prevent the judiciary
from discharging its independent
role under the doctrine of the Separation of Powers as arbiters of
rights and duties vis-à-vis citizens
and the State.
In our view, this “deeming” section was introduced so that the
Barisan Nasional can win elections through phantom voters and
by cheating. By placing this fraud
beyond the purview of the Courts,
the BN government has
legitimised winning of elections
through fraudulent means.
The injustice is so obvious and
glaring. How could a Court not
address this issue even in passing?
Mr Santiago has provided solid
proof that the names of those who
had not registered as voters were
found in the electoral roll. How
could this happen?
He had pointed out the case of one
Premila Menon, who resides in
Dublin, Ireland. She had not registered as a voter; yet her name
appears on the electoral roll. He
had further produced a Statutory
Declaration from a Pandamaran
resident stating that he is the only
voter registered at his address but

another 60 voters of other races are
mysteriously listed under this
same address.
These two cases clearly establish
the irrefutable fact that the electoral roll is padded with dubious
voters.
The electoral roll is not clean and
yet these dubious voters can vote
in the coming 13th General Election. In the case of Premila Menon,
someone else can assume her
identity and vote in the election.
This was how the BN candidate
in the Likas by-election got elected.
Even though the Court said it was
helpless because of the seemingly
prohibitive Section 9A, surely it
could have pointed out the injustice perpetuated by this section. It
could have taken judicial notice
that there are phantom voters on
the roll. The Court cannot ignore
this gross injustice and turn a
blind eye to this grievous wrong
as the legitimacy or otherwise of
the popular mandate is intrinsically bound to the sanctity or otherwise of the roll per se.
To dismiss Mr Santiago’s justified
application as frivolous and vexatious is to add salt to the injury. It
is a travesty of justice.
Is this a forerunner of things to
come post-election?
Even if the existence of unaccountable dubious voters on the electoral roll (that may contribute to a
BN victory in certain seats) is subsequently established beyond reasonable doubt, the Pakatan
Rakyat cannot challenge this. It
cannot win because cheating has
been legitimised. The BN will win
the case and the PR will lose its
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challenge in any court of law in
Malaysia.
P Ramakrishnan
Aliran executive committee member
27 March 2013

D o n ’ t u s e o fficial
vehicles
for
campaign
purposes
Aliran congratulates the Selangor
state government for instructing
its executive councillors to return
government vehicles now that the
Selangor State Assembly has been
dissolved.
As they now serve a caretaker government pending the general election, the former Selangor state
government councillors were also
instructed to avoid actions such
as making key policy decisions,
awarding major development
projects or signing significant
contracts.
Similarly, the federal government
and all other state governments –
especially those under the
Pakatan Rakyat who should
know better – should take the cue
and stop using all official vehicles
for campaign-related activities.
These vehicles should be strictly
for official use.
Malaysians should monitor the
use of official cars and other stateowned machinery during the
campaign period. We invite you
to photograph such abuse of public assets and email them to us at
aliran.malaysia@yahoo.com indicating the date, time, place and
preferably the persons involved.
We will upload these on the
Aliran website at aliran.com so
that such politicians can be
shamed.

Now that federal and state governments have been dissolved, we
are equally concerned that remaining annual budget allocations and constituency development allocations for MPs, state assembly members and unelected
BN coordinators will be used for
vote-buying and other reckless
spending in the run-up to polling
day. This had been the case in
Selangor in the run-up to the 2008
general election, which left very
little development funds for the
new administration.
Dr Francis Loh
President, Aliran
6 April 2013

Stop
dilly-dallying:
reopen
Altantuya’s
case; probe Najib’s
involvement

der of Altantuya? Doesn’t the recent disclosure by PI Bala’s lawyer, Americk Sidhu, constitute new
evidence? Isn’t that reason
enough to re-open the investigation?
Americk’s disclosure negates the
second Statutory Declaration
(SD), which sought to white-wash
Najib. To mitigate his alleged involvement in the murder of
Altantuya, Datuk Seri Najib
Abdul Razak, then Deputy Prime
Minister, had instructed a senior
lawyer, Cecil Abraham, to prepare
a subsequent false SD to nullify
the contents of the first SD, which
implicated Najib in this ghastly
murder of an innocent woman.

The Attorney-General is singing
the same song and harping on the
same point: There must be new
evidence that the prosecution considers justifiable to re-open investigations into the murder of the
Mongolian national.

Strangely, the second SD was prepared in the name of Bala but without his knowledge, without seeking his consent and without obtaining his instruction for this
fraudulent SD to be prepared. It
was surreptitiously and deliberately made to give the false impression that Bala had on his own accord prepared this second SD to
recant and retract his first SD.

What new evidence is he expecting to persuade him to re-open
investigations into the grisly mur-

Bala was then induced and forced
to sign this second SD to exculpate Najib from this foul deed.

Abdul Razak Baginda

Altantuya
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Now that it has been established
that Bala was not the writer of the
second SD, there is no legal
ground to accept it as a legitimate
document. It is a criminal document that attempted to extricate
Najib’s culpability. It now enjoys
no legitimacy at all as a Court
document.
Under the circumstances, the only
document that is available and on
record is the first SD. This is the
new evidence that should warrant
the re-opening of the Altantuya
murder case because damning
and damaging allegations are
contained in this SD.
And yet, the AG insists, “The case
has gone through a trial, where
everything was adduced.”
Yes, Mr AG, what was adduced
also included a false criminal SD
that was meant to save Najib. This
false document was accorded legitimacy in order to discredit the
contents of the genuine document
– the first SD.
Bala had disclosed troubling details concerning Najib that cannot
be glossed over. They deserve to
be seriously and thoroughly investigated.
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak

Bala had revealed:
He (Abdul Razak Baginda) had
been introduced to Aminah by
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak at a
diamond exhibition in Singapore.
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak informed Abdul Razak Baginda that
he had a sexual relationship with
Aminah and that she was susceptible to anal intercourse.
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak,
Abdul Razak Baginda and
Aminah had all been together at a
dinner in Paris.
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak
wanted Abdul Razak Baginda to
look after Aminah as he did not
want her to harass him since he
was now the Deputy Prime Minister.
He further added:
“They (the police) then proceeded
to record my statement from
8.30am to 6.00pm everyday for
seven consecutive days. I told
them all I knew including everything Abdul Razak Baginda and
Aminah had told me about their
relationships with Datuk Seri
Najib Tun Razak but when I came
to sign my statement, these details
had been left out.
“I have given evidence in the
trial of Azilah, Sirul and Abdul
Razak Baginda at the Shah
Alam High Court. The prosecutor did not ask me any questions
in respect of Aminah’s relationship with Datuk Seri Najib Tun
Razak or of the phone call I received from DSP Musa Safri,
whom (sic) I believe was the ADC
for Datuk Seri Najib Razak
and/or his wife.”

How can you then claim, “The
case has gone through a trial,
where everything was adduced.”
Bala continued:
“On the day Abdul Razak
Baginda was arrested, I was with
him at his lawyer’s office at
6.30am. Abdul Razak Baginda
informed us that he had sent
Datuk Seri Najib Tun Razak an
SMS the evening before as he refused to believe he was to be arrested, but had not received a response.
“Shortly thereafter, at about
7.30am, Abdul Razak Baginda
received an SMS from Datuk Seri
Najib Tun Razak and showed this
message to both myself and his
lawyer. This message read as follows: “I am seeing IGP at 11.00am.
today … matter will be solved …
be cool”.
Was this the reason why Baginda
was discharged without his defence being called?
You can no longer claim that the
trial was conducted in an impartial manner. There were certain
questionable aspects in the trial
that bewildered the legal fraternity
and raised eye-brows.
The presiding Judge ruled that
motive was irrelevant in the case.
Without motive why would anyone want to murder a person they
hardly knew?
Bala contends that “having been
a member of the Royal Malaysian Police Force for 17 years I
am absolutely certain no police
officer would shoot someone in
the head and blow up their body
without receiving specific in-
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structions from their superiors
first”.
We have to concur with Bala’s
contention that he was gravely
disappointed with “the standard
of investigations conducted by the
authorities into the circumstances
surrounding the murder of
Altantuya Shaaribuu”.
We share Bala’s concern of “the
strong possibility that there are
individuals other than the three
accused who must have played a
role in the murder of Altantuya
Shaaribuu”.
Subsequently two were convicted
and are awaiting their death sentence to be carried out pending
their appeal. These two have
claimed that they were offered
RM50,000 and RM100,000 respectively to carry out this dastardly murder.
We need to know who offered this
money and why Altantuya had to
be put away for good. We need to
know the identity of the person(s)
lurking in the shadows who was/
were responsible for causing the
trigger to be pulled to blow to
smithereens
Altantuya
Shaariibuu on 19 October 2006.
It is a moral obligation on the part
of the AG to re-open this case and
investigate Najib’s involvement.
Domestic investigation won’t suffice – only a Royal Commission of
Inquiry will be able to establish
the facts and expose the truth that
has remained hidden for more
than six years.
P Ramakrishnan
Executive committee member,
Aliran
8 April 2013

AN IMPLOSION IN THE OFFING! Continued from page 40
by nearly 3 per cent yet they have
34 seats fewer. What a joke and
yet the Malaysian electoral system
is said to be so just.

An

Unthinking
mindset

So long as Najib focuses on the
Tsunami and looks at this through
ethnic eyes he will never have the
capacity to understand what has
happened. It is not the effect,
namely the tsunami, that is significant. More importantly he
needs to address the underlying
causes for this urban rejection.
Ethnicity will not give him the
answers and his party is thus incapable of addressing the causes.
Just to shout chauvinism and being ungrateful shows an unthinking mindset!
To call DAP chauvinistic is to belie the fact that Umno is the chauvinistic party. DAP is a plural
party with membership and representation from all sectors of the
Malaysian community. Umno can
never boast in this regard. DAP
has Malays, Chinese and Indian
representation in Parliament. So
let us drop all this name-calling
which only makes Umno look stupid.
Urban Malaysia is frustrated with
the levels of corruption be it in the
Immigration, Customs, Police or
in the local councils. No real independent effort is being made to
confront this reality. The MACC
is merely a rubber stamp. How
can you continue to condone Taib
Mahmud in Sarawak and call
yours a progressive party? Yes, he
is your fixed deposit; hence you

Ceramah in Kuching

are willing to give him cover and
shut your eyes to all his exploitation.
We are also frustrated with the
cronyism and nepotism in the
award of tenders. The exploitation
by Plus and its toll regime that
benefits the ruling party, the
favoured contracts to the IPPs regarding power at the expense of
Tenaga
Nasional
are
unforgiveable… We are today an
informed nation and the days of
treating the Malaysian public in
an autocratic manner are days of
the past.

BN on its last legs
Perkasa has the temerity to say
things and get away without even
being charged for sedition, and the
selective prosecution that we see
undercuts our faith in the BN government and party. How does
1Malaysia gel with Perkasa?! In
addition several leaders within
the BN have baggage about their
own credibility, and the PM has
himself to get his act right.
Without a clear and clean national aspiration that resonates
with all Malaysians, BN is on its
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last legs. So let us be vigilant and
continue with our campaign to get
rid of ethnic politics in our beloved country. We may have lost
the battle but let us keep in mind
that the war for the minds of Malaysians continues.
The BN does not have ideas for a
progressive Malaysia. They remained chained to ethnic politics
that is not holding together. They
will be unable to appeal to Malaysians at large because such
politics cannot today provide justice, fairness and equity for all
Malaysians.
Change always emanates from the
periphery and its march to the
centre takes time. Those who are
able to discern the direction and
expectations of Malaysians will
be able to give momentum and
leadership and be part of the new
Malaysia that is taking shape. To
merely react is to live in the past
and be neither progressive or
hopeful about the future. q

K Haridas is an Aliran
member
based
in
Petaling Jaya.
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Without a clear and clean national aspiration that resonates
with all Malaysians, BN is on its last legs, says K Haridas.
hat was to be liberation
day was not to be. I was
hoping that on 6 May
2013 Malaysians would
wake up and feel liberated from
ethnic politics. Nevertheless, the
goal remains.

W

It is only a matter of time before
the Barisan Nasional (BN) implodes. That day is not far off. We
have witnessed the demise of
Gerakan, the PPP and other associates. The Malaysian Chinese
Association will never recover
while the Malaysian Indian Congress is hanging by a thread with
a leader whose signature signpost

is silence.

and weeks to come.

“Chinese tsunami,” says the
1Malaysia PM playing his racial
card and insulting the many Malaysians who are proud to have
given him an urban hiding. He
has only his Umno Baru, and
what is its culture? Already we
have heard from reports made at
the Royal Commission in Sabah
about how they have manipulated and maintained their fixed
deposits in the two East Malaysian states. Over the last two elections, we have been cheated and
the manipulations at this elections will be revealed in the days

Malaysians have awakened, and
with facts, figures and witnesses,
they will challenge all the skulduggery that was in force to steal
away this elections. Already the
gerrymandering had placed the
opposition on an uneven playing
field. With the likes of Putrajaya
and Kapar and the gross inequality of voter population this shows
the scam of Malaysia’s free and
fair elections.
Just consider that the Opposition
had the popular vote ahead of BN

Continued on page 39
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