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that 
was today tYold 

monopoly in the 
newspaper industry 
was a bigger threat to 
the‘ freedom of the 
Press than the licens- 
ing of newS@pers. 

Mahathir 
MoDhffmed (All -Kota SF2 
Selatan) Said ’ if there 
was one newspaper in 
the cotktry, then 
matter how dedicated “to” 
tree speech the Govern- 
ment was, the oplnlons 
expresser! and the policy 
followed could very well 
he control!ed by .one per- 
#son or a small group of 
persons. 

Spraking during the debate 
on the estimates of the Min- 
istry of Home Affairs, he said 
in efIcct this would mean 
that freedom of the Press wa.s 
denied to their citizens and 
ncxspapermen who might 
dtsasree wit,h this were. few. 

“In fact. there would be not 
ouly no freedom of the Press, 
but there could actua1I.v oe 
thought control by newspaper 
owners aho are not elected 
bv the people 

Firm steps 

“indeed. they are usually a 
group of selfish capitallsls out 
,Ior a quick dollar,” be added. 

Dr. Mahathir 
isituation 

said tills 
actually prevailed 

lxith the English-language 
.‘Press in Malaysia a&l drew 
‘attention to the Straits Times 
Group which “nom controls 
practically all publications in 
English.” 

He called on the Govern- 
ment to break the monopoly 
of the Straits Times Group 
and Lhe big foreign hr115 
bolstering its growth. 

There was a need not onlv 
to have a free PreSS 111 the 
counrry but also to break a 
monopoly that was detri- 
mental ,tos the development 
of, an acceptable ohara$ter for 
this natlon. 

“The Government must’ ‘re- 
assure the1 people that the laws 

; cf.rmmng .publicntion y of 
newspa.pers are meant to ‘per- 
petuate- a free Press rather 
Chan to suppress it. 

“The Government must re- 
assure and indeed encourage 
those who are. in a position Lo 
help a free Press to try and 
sustain the effort of the-few 
to translate a belief into a 
fact.” he said. ,’ 

“Unless the Government 
takes nrm steps to clear this 
mlsunderstandine’ freedom ‘of 
the Press will become mean- 
ingless and the Government 
will be .blamed for ft. tnstead 
of the .culnrits.” 

‘It. was nossihlP for t,he Gnv- 

ernment to use the. li’cdnsing 
law to curb a free Press but 
tbed p;:v=rr ’ 60,e~r-is$yed~eg 

the Government. 

It had never been used as 
x could be used to limit fax 
criticism of the Government 
or the party. in power. 

“If there has ..been few 
crittcisms in the ,??ress of the 
Gdvernment. it is nel’haos by- 
cause there are few, ‘things 
that. the Government does 
that are grossly wrong.‘,;, Dr 
Mahathlr continued.,.1,2; 

“It may also be because 
editors are labourlng under 
the misconception that. I they 
must praise the Governmant 
at all times ahd for all things. 

“Whenever the Government 
invokes the power to control 
publications. it has always 
been due to public interest. 

‘WrEnas calculated to in- 
ctte communal 

; undermine 
feelings or 

the peace. and 
securitv of the nation are 
what usually makes the Gov- 
ernment resort to the with- 
drxwai of licence. 

“The number of times that 

. Directives 

English-readfng public, ft de- 
nied others the right to express 
nninions that were contrary to 
-r---~~ 

its policy. 
Time and again, some brave 

’ SOUIS mid tried to break th,i.s 
mormpoly. but time and agam 
theu assaults had failed. 

Among the many reasms 
they had failed was because 

the Straits’ Times Group U%s 
.so rich and powerful and 
could sustain losses that re- 
sulted in the less well-financed 

( rivals being cl,_oked.to_deatl’,__~. 

\ 

this has happened is very few 

‘Licensing is but one factor 
that may limit the freedom of F 

threat to this freedom 
paper monopoly.” 

greater 
is news- 

! * 
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