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We are swiftly reaching a stage where the
practice of racism is a virtue and the criticism
of racism is a crime. ([@]_I= Time Bombs in Ma-
laysia p. 22)
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The New Economic Policy and the Second
and Third Malaysia Plans proclaimed as their
overriding objective the achievement of na-
tional unity and gave a solemn promise that in
their implementation, “no one in Malaysian
society need experience or feel any sense of
loss or deprivation of his rights, privileges,
income, job or opportunity.”

Eight years after its implementation, it is
evident that the NEP, though proclaimed as a
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instrument to solve old inequalities and injus-
tices, has not only left many of these in-
equalities and injustices intact, but has also
created new injustices and inequalities in our
multi-racial society which will retard the proc-
ess of national building. (Lim Kit Siang, Time
Bombs in Malaysia, Democratic Action Party,
1978, p. 9)
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The framework of politics in Malaysia has
been based on race ever since the first nation-
wide elections were conducted under British
rule in 1955. Independence two years later and
five subsequent general elections spanning a
period of more than two decades have not

changed the basic structure. Race remains the
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constant and dominating factor. Most of the
political parties are organized along ethnic
lines. They mobilize communal support for es-
sentially communal oriented programmes.
The rest, though multiracial in structure, are
in practice, communally oriented and depend-
ent largely on the support of a single commu-
nity. (Ismail Kassim, Race, Politics and Modera-
tion, Times Books International, 1979, p. 1)
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At the University of Malaya, many academ-
ics are troubled about a proposal to put univer-
sity professors under the same stiff political
restrictions that apply to civil servants. “A
whole new concept of insubordination is being
considered,” says Sociology Department Chair-
man Kahar Bador. “How can a university pros-
per when the freedom to disagree is denied?”
——Dailies have turned into government
broadsides, says Henry Chang, an editor of the
Business Times. “Most papers don’t go beyond
straight announcement. We don’t interpret.
The Sedition Act is always there.” (Time, Sep.
18, 1978, p. 28)
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For the immediate future, Malaysia has such
a man in Prime Minister Datuk Hussein Onn.
He has demonstrated a sense of impartiality,
fairplay and a firm commitment to the law in
many months since he assumed office in Janu-
ary 1976. His firmness and staying power
against political pressures, from whichever
side irrespective, augur well for the nation. So
far he seems to enjoy good health despite a
heart attack a few years before becoming
Prime Minister. But, what of the future? Will
his successor have all his admirable traits?
This is a question that will always be asked;
and more than anything else perhaps, it under-
lines the fragility of the political system.
(Kassim, op. cit., p. 117)
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The election also gave Dr Mahathir and his
deputy, Datuk Musa Hitam, an opportunity to
carry out a kind of “mini-revolution” within
their own party, the United Malays National
Organization (UMNO) which is the dominant
party in the BN coalition. Adopting the slogan
“Clean, Efficient, and Trustworthy”, they dis-
carded many party veterans in favour of “new
faces” in UMNO’s line-up candidates for the
election. Several ministers and deputy minis-
ters were replaced, five new state Mentri Besar
were appointed, more than half of the
members of state executive councils were
replaced and almost half of the sitting
members of parliament and the state
assemblies lost party nomination. The election
thus provided a convenient occasion for the
new party leadership to overall the party’s
representation at all levels. (Harold Crouch, op.
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cit, p. 2)
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Most of the new appointees were clearly the
Prime Minister’s men rather than the choice of
the local UMNO organization and, in contrast
to the “old style” politicians who had
dominated local level party machines, most of
the “new style” leaders were university educat-

ed and acquainted with high-level administra-
tion. They were dependent more on the central
leadership than local patronage machines and
could thus be expected to carry out the admin-
istrative reforms required by the leadership
even when they were resisted by local politi-
cians. Unlike most “old style” politicians for
whom an appointment to head the state gov-
ernment was the pinnacle of their political
careers, the position of Menteri Besar was for
the young leaders merely a stepping stone to
higher levels. (Harold Crouch, op. cit., p. 66)
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Mahathir, who had suported Berjaya in the
April 1985 Sabah election, was unhappy with
the PBS victory and subsequently supported
USNO. When the crisis escalated in March 1986
(five people died), Musa, who was acting Prime
Minister in Mahathir's absence, took firm
action in quelling the violence and warning
USNO leaders not to disrupt the peace. Musa’s
handling of the Sabah crisis earned him the
respect of many but also the distrust of
Mahathir. It damaged the image of the
Mahathir administration as “clean, efficient
and trustworthy”. Mahathir was seen to be
clearly taking sides, first in rejecting the PBS
application for admission to the BN in 1985,

then in pressing Pairin for a PBS-USNO coali-
tion, and finally in grudgingly having to admit
the PBS into the BN on the eve of the 1986
general election. The admission of the PBS led
to the withhdrawal of Berjaya from the BN.
(Sankaran Ramanathan and Mohd. Hamdan
Adan, Malaysia’s 1986 General Election, Insti-
tute of Southeast Asian Studies, 1988, p. 30)
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Apart from the problem of oversupply and
declining demands faced by primary com-
modities, the economy was also affected by
declining demand in the electronics industry
and manufacturing industries such as cement,
where production in 1986 was only at 50% per
capacity due to the declining property market.
The closure of several electronic factories in
Penang in 1985—86 led to an increase in unem-
ployment, the rate of which was officially de-
clared to be 8 per cent but was unofficially
estimated to be 10 per cent in 1986. (Sankaran
Ramanathan et al., op. cit., p. 35)
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* The HICOM agenda of activities included
the establishment and development of a
steel factory in Terengganu, cement
factoris in Ipoh and Selangor, pulp and
paper factories in Sarawak and Sabah, and
the development of the petrochemical in-
dustry through the establishment of gas
factories in Labuan and the Bintulu area
and gas projects in Sarawak. However, the
most ambitious and capital intensive pro-
ject was Proton Saga, the national car,
which was launched in 1983. (The first few
cars rolled off the assembly line in mid—
1985 through the cooperation between
HICOM and the Mitsubishi Corporation of
Japan). (Sankaran Ramanathan et al. op.
cit., pp. 39—40)
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There are too many issues that the govern-
ment has not been able to resolve. This is not
completely their fault, but partly due to the
recession. .. During an economic boom no one
would have bothered, but they are all coming
together now with the poor shape of the econ-
omy.
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In general, the large constituencies are rural
and Malay. As a resuet, although Malays form
only 54 percent of the peninsular population,
they make up a majority of voters in 79 (69
percent) of the peninsular parliamentary con-

stituencies and an even larger proportion of
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the 312 state constituencies. It is only in
Penang that Malay —majority constituencies
are a minority. (Harold Crouch, op. cit., p. 37)
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Camp B (Razaleigh-Musa) O3 FTH 5,

Although the delegates voted in Mahathir
and Ghafar, both had slim victories. Mahathir
defeated Razaleigh by 43 votes, obtaining 761
to Razaleigh's 718, a result which gave him
51.45 per cent of the votes. Ghafar defeated
Musa by 40 votes, polling 739 against Musa's
699. There were 41 spoiled votes for the post of
deputy president. Hence, Ghafar’s victory was
even slimmer. Winners in the vice-presidential
contest, were two Mahathir allies-Terengganu
Mentri Besar, Wan Mokhtar and Education
Minister, Anwar Ibrahim-and one member of
the Musa-Razaleigh camp, Abdullah Badawi.
(Sankaran Ramanathan et al. op. cit., p. 71)
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It is no secret that after the 1986 general
election Umno, which won an awesome 83 out
of 148 National Front seats in the 177—
member parliament—only six short of an ab-
solute majority saw the chance to rule without
the encumbrance of coalition partners. (p. 15)
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* Thus, the latest post—election develop-
ments indicate that although UMNO is di-
vided into two factions, the Mahathir—
Ghafar camp is clearly in control and has
consolidated its strength by reshuffling the
Cabinet to minimize opposition from
within. (Sankaran Ramanathan et al., op.
cit., p. 79)
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The major commodities (rubber, tin, palm
oil, timber) fetched higher prices on interna-
tional market; manufactured exports, by the
end of 1987, recorded a 26% growth over the
previous year; the balance of trade surplus
increased by 2.6% in the first eight months of
1988 compared to the same period in 1987; and
with inflation fairly well under control, the
government was able to prepay some of its
loans and also announce a salary increase that
would benefit 372,000 public sector employees.
Some analysts predicted a 7.4% growth for
Malaysia in 1988, an increase from the 4.7%
growth recorded in 1987, and the negative 1%
in 1985. (K. S. Nathan, “Malaysia in 1988”, Asian
Survey, Vol. 29, No. 2. Feb. 1989, p. 136)
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Malaysia’s main export items are no longer
commodities, which still bring in substantial
revenue, but manufactured products. Exports
of manufactured goods grew 28.9% in 1988
and accounted for 49% of export earnings, up

from 33% in 1985. Unlike many export—de-

pendent economies of Asia, which lean dis-
proportionately on the US, Malaysia’s export
markets are well diversified. No single country
takes more than 20% of its exports, while the
largest share, 19%, actually goes to Singapore.
The US and Japan take about 17% each, (p. 96)
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Additionally, Malaysia has gained interna-
tional recognition as leader of G77, alternating
member of the U. N. Security Council, leader of
the 25th UNESCO General Conference with
Education Minister Anwar Ibrahim as presi-
dent, and as member of the U. N. peacekeeping
operations in the Persian Gulf and Namibia. (K.
S. Nathan, “Malaysia in 1989”, Asian Survey,
Vol. xxx, No.2, February 1990, p. 219)
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Unlike the Front, two opposition key
members, the fundamentalist Parti Islam
(PAS) and the non—Malay dominated Demo-
cratic Action Party (DAP) could not co-oper-
ate with each other because of confilicting
ideologies.
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So their appeals for a change and chance to
govern went unheeded. As NST succinctly
puts it: “Why change something that is work-
ing and succeeding so well?” (Ismail Kassim,
News Analysis, The Straits Times, October 23,
1990)
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He (Mahathir) contends, as does his neighbor
Singapore President Lee Kuan Yew, that
strong, centralized authority is the only way
to preserve racial harmony in multiracial
societies such as Malaysia’s. (Newsweek, May
2, 1988, p. 11)
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Today, the “rural” people in Malaysia are,



March 1994

according to one Malaysian economist, “rural
in abode but with an urban income.” The rural
dweller in Malaysia is likely to live in a small
town near a road with television, electricity
and have a small holding of rubber trees,
whose output is priced in London or Kuala
Lumpur. (Far Eastern Economic Review, Sep-
tember 7, 1989, p. 96)
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List of Political Parties in Malaysia and their Popular Acronyms

Barisan
Berjaya
Berjasa
DAP
KITA
MCA
MIC
PAJAR
PAS
Pekemas
PNRS
PPB
PSRM
Pusaka
SAPO
SCA
SCUP
SDP
Sedar
SNAP
SUPP
UMAT
UMNO
UPP
USNO
WP

o= ¥
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Barisan Nasional (National Front)
Sabah United People’s Party

Barisan Jumaah Islamiah Malaysia Bersatu

Democratic Action Party

Kaum Insaf Tanah Ayer
Malaysian Chinese Association
Malaysian Indian Congress
Parti Rakyat Jati Sarawak
Partai Islam

Social Justice Party

Parti Negara Rakyat Sarawak
People’s Progressive Party
Partai Socialis Rakyat Malaya
Parti Perhimpunan Social Bersatu
Sarawak People’s Organization
Sabah Chinese Association
Sabah Chinese United Party
Social Democratic Party

Sabah Democratic Rakyat Parti
Sarawak National Party
Sarawak United People’s Party
Parti Umat Sarawak

United Malays National Organization

United People’s Party

United Sabah National Orgnaization

Workers’ Party

#HH#12 MALAYSIA: POPULATION ESTIMATES BY ETHNIC GROUP, 1985 - 1990

Ethnic group 1985 1990
000 % 000 % 000 %

Peninsular Malaysia 11,473.0 100.0 12,968.8 100.0 14,605.2 100.0
(Percent) (82.7) (82.2) (81.7)
Malay and other Bumiputera 6,324.4 55.1 7,325.6 56.5 8,493.0 58.1
Chinese 3,894.3 33.9 4,248 .4 32.8 4,579.2 31.4
Indian 1,178.9 10.3 1,311.9 10.1 1,441.1 9.9
Others 75.4 0.7 82.9 0.6 91.9 0.6
Sabah 1,055.1 100.0 1,279.5| 100.0 1,517.4 100.0
(Percent) (7.6) 8.1) (8.5)
Bumiputera' 874.6 82.9 1,077.0 84.2 1,294.0 85.3
Chinese 171.1 16.2 191.0 14.9 209.7 13.8
Indian 5.9 0.6 7.2 0.6 8.6 0.6
Others 3.5 0.3 4.3 0.3 5.1 0.3
Sarawak 1,351.1 100.0 1,542.8 | 100.0 1,754.6 | 100.0
(Percent) 9.7 9.8 (9.8)
Bumiputera® 939.8 69.6 1,080.8 70.1 1,242.2 70.9
Chinese 394.7 29.2 442.9 28.7 490.4 27.9
Indian 3.4 0.2 4.0 0.2 4.6 0.2
Others 13.2 1.02 15.1 1.0 17.4 1.0
Malaysia 13,879.2 15,791.1 17,877.2
(Percent) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

Notes:

1,
2,

Includes all the indigenous ethnic groups in Sabah, Malays, Sinonatives and Natives of Sarawak.
Includes Malays, Mclanaus, Ibans, Bidayuh and other indigenous.
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Composition of the Cabinet (May 1987)

Prime Minister

Minister of Home Affairs

Minister of Justice

Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir Mohamed (UMNO)

(Kedah, 1925. University of Malaya in Singapore: Medicine)

Deputy Prime Minister
Encik Abdul Ghafar Baba (UMNO)
(NS, 1925. Sultan Idris Training College: Teaching)

Minister of Finance
Datuk Pduka Abdul Daim bin Zainuddin (UMNO)
(Alor Star, 1941. Lincoln’s Inn, London. UCB: Law, Teaching)

Minister of Foreign Affairs
Datuk Hassan bin Omar (UMNO)
(Kuala Selangor, 1940. University of Hull, UK: Civil Service)

Minister of Defence
Tengku Ahmad Rithauddeen (UMNO)
(Kelantan, 1932. Nottingham University. Lincoln’s Inn, London: Judicial Service)

Minister of Education
Encik Anwar Ibrahim (UMNO)
(P. Pinang, 1947. University of Malaya. Malay Studies: Politics)

Minister of Health
Datuk Chan Siang Sun (MCA)
(Pahang, 1933. Massey College, New Zealand. Agriculture: Teaching and Politics)

Minister in the Prime Minister's Department
Encik Kasitah Gaddam (PBS)
(Kota Kinabalu, 1952. University of Malaya. Economics: Civil Service)

Minister of Labour
Datuk Lee Kim Sai (MCA)
(Selangor, 1937. Chinese Schools: Teaching)

Minister of Energy, Telecoms, and Post
Datuk Leo Moggie (PBDS)
(Miri, 1941. University of Otaga, NZ. History. Pennsylvania State University. MBA: Civil Service)

Minister of Primary Industries
Datuk Dr Lim Keng Yaik (Gerakan)
(Perak, 1939. Queen’ University, Belfast, N. Ireland: Medicine)

Minister of Transport
Datuk Dr Ling Liong Sik (MCA)
(Perak, 1943. University of Singapore: Medicine)

Minister of Information
Datuk Mohamed Rahmat (UMNO)
(Johor, 1938. University of Indonesia: Schoolmaster)

Minister of Youth and Sports
Datuk Mohamed Najib (UMNO)
(Pekan, 1953. Nottingham University. Economics: Politics)

Minister in the Prime Minister’s Department
Datuk Dr Mohamed Yusof (UMNO)
(Terengganu, 1941. ——: Religious School Teacher)

Minister of Welfare Services
Encik Mustaffa Mohamed (UMNO)
(Johor, 1941. TTC, Muar: Teacher)
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Minister of Public Enterprise
Puan Napsiah Omar (UMNO)
(NS, 1943. National University of Australia, Botany. Cornell University, Food Science: Teaching)

Minister of Housing and Local Government
Encik Ng Cheng Kiat (MCA)
(Kelang, 1941. University of Hong Kong. Lincoln’s Inn, London: Lawyer)

Minister of Trade and Industry
Datin Paduka Rafidah Aziz (UMNO)
(Perak, 1943. University of Malaya, Economics: Politics)

Minister of Tourism and Culture
Datuk Hj. Sabbaruddin Chik (UMNO)
(Pahang, 1941. University of Malaya. University of Hague: Civil Service)

Minister of Works
Datuk S. Samy Vellu (MIC)
(Johor, 1936. Royal Institute of British Architects: Politics)

Minister of Agriculture
Datuk Seri Sanusi Junid (UMNO)
(Kedah, 1945. Malay College: Banking-Business)

Minister of Land and Regional Deyelopment
Datuk Dr Sulaiman Hj. Daud (PPBS)
(Kuching, 1933. University of Otago, NZ. University of Toronto: Dentistry)

Minister of Science, Technology, and Environment
Datuk Amar Stehen Yong (SUPP)
(Sarawak, 1921. Nottingham University. Lincoln’s Inn, London: Teaching and Business)

Malaysia Yearbook 1989, Kuala Lumpur: Berita, 1989, pp. 139-143 X » {Eik
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# 1 Election Results of National Parliament (1982)

. Seats Seats won % of votes
Parties
contested 1982 1978 1982 1978
Barisan Nasional: 154 132 131 60.5 57.5
UMNO 73 70 69
MCA 28 24 17
Gerakan 7 5 4
MIC 4 4
Berjasa 2 0 -
Non-party - - 1
PBB 8 8 8
SUPP 7 5 6
SNAP 9 6 9
Barjaya 11 10 9
USNC 5 0 5
DAP 63 9 16 19.5 19.2
PAS 82 5 5 14.5 15.5
SAPO 0 1 0.01 0.3
“Berjaya Independents” 5 5 1 1.0 0.2
Others 58 3 0 4.5 7.4

154 154

The BN won 12 seats unopposed in 1982 and 9 unopposed in 1978.
Harold Crouch, op. cit., p. 58.
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#& 2 Results of the Federal Election (1986)

Number of Seats Won
Candidates No. %

Party

Barisan National

UMNO 84 83  98.8
MCA 32 17 53.1
MIC 6 6 100
Gerakan 9 5 55.6
Hamim 2 1 50
PBB 8 8 100
PBDS 5 5 100
SNAP 5 4 80
SUPP 7 4 57.1
USNO 6 5 83.3
PBS 14 10 71.4
Subtotal 148 83.6
Opposition Parties
PAS 99 1 1.0
DAP 64 24 37.5
SDP 19 — 0
Berjaya 8 — 0
PSRM 4 — 0
Nasma 4 — 0
MOMOGAN 2 — 0
PLUS 2 — 0
Independents 4 7.8
Subtotal 29 16.4
Total 177 100

Sankaran Ramanathan, op. cit., p. 51.
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% 3 Distribution of Parliamentary Seats by States and by Parties
(Malaysian General Election, 1990. 10. 21)

BN S46 PAS DAP PBS Ind.  Total

Perlis 2 2
Kedah 14 14
Kelantan 7 6 13
Terengganu 6 1 1 8
Penang 5 6 11
Perak 19 4 23
Pehang 10 10
Selangor 11 3 14
Negri Sembilan 7 7
KL 3 4 7
Malacca 4 1 5
Johor 18 18
Sarawak 21 2 4 27
Labuan 1 1
Sabah 6 14 20
Total 127 8 7 20 14 4 180

The Straits Times, 1990. 10. 23 X v {E%



