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Q:,-Did: the selection of (&&an 
i ,SN~i~nat) candidales in the last elec- 

,.I_ 
lion in an?r wau reflect the”dismisral” 
of ,people.~suspect&d of corruption? 1 

I A: That judgement has to be made 
by others. r-myself do. nqt have any- 1 
thlng .to say. i 

Q: D@uk, while’& the sa&e sub- ! 
ject, some people say if you are realty 1 
serwu4 about crealing a clean, effi- 
cienl c:and tru.stworthp government, 

1 

yqu%it2le-to &8tt ,aallmg: fm. &y443c- \ 
tiow;‘.tn their ‘view. some of the nre- 

QUESTION: Daluk. I would like lo QO 
b&k lo your commenl on .cormpii&. 
Even if some beople prefer you to slow 
down on lhal front, more people are 
being called in (/Or enquiries) or have 
been arresed for corruption. But only 
occasionalty we have big ftih caughi 
in the net. Are there .so few of such 
people? Do you think you are going in 
Lhe rlght direction in trying to con&o1 
corruption within a manageable 
level? 

ANSWER: There ard quite a 
number of big fish, I have got to admit 
that. But I would like to explain cor- 
ruption a little bit. There are two types 
of corruption; one is legal corruption 
and the other one is moral corruption. 
You can devise a law which ~111 pun- 
ish the corrupt but laws on corruption, 
like laws on anything else, have got 
loopholes. People who are smart use 
these loopholes to commit corruption 
and yet get away with it. So we know 
so and. so is corrupt but we cannot 
catch him because he has avoided 
what 1s illegal and done what is per- 
fectly legal, Therefore, we cannot take 
him to court. But what he has done is 
still morally corrupt. For example, we 
have a ruling saying that an Exco 
member may not sit in the Exco when 
a dlacyssion on his own appllcatton 1s 
taken up. So if he sits, of course this is 
a case’of corruption. But, on the other 
hanU, he may work very well with his 
other friends. When it 1s his turn, he 
goes out; the other friends push it 
through. The next time the friends go 
out, and he pusbss it:throtigh. So legal- 
ly, there is no corruptfon. We cannot 
hold people like this and bring them to 
court. I know hundreds of acres of land 
have been alienated in this way, but I 
can’t catch them. I know they are 
morally corrupt but I can’t expose 
them. I’thlnk you can expose them l!ke_ 

unde; different name@, names of rela- 
tives and friends. All the’ee things are 
being ddne. I know, but I can’t catch 
theni. 

Q: Da&k; you have acted in sever41 
cases, Ihe lalesl being the Petating - I 
Jaya &nd transfer. Pe&le would now 
expect more. If you can do this in one 
01: two cases, they will ask why can’t 
you do in more. So the expectation is 
now higher than even 

1 A:. If you expose them, they will say 
you arc unfriendly. 

where Ieannot prove, I have to’ allow 
the;benefit of the doubt, I canndt pun- 
ish$a person unless I am convinced 
that the evidence 1s very clear, evel\ if 
..it la a.cwe of moral corruption. I have 
to be convinced. the cases that I have 
‘let ‘go are’ cases where I suspect but 
!$tive ,430.means of proving moral cor- 
itiption. If there is legal cor*ption, we 
/f c+,n ,go ‘to court. 
1 &: Daiuk, on the question of moral ’ 
I cotiplion, you menlion a specific 
t case of @n Executive Councftlor hetp- 
I,.ing his frienda and then getting his 
j:back scratched ‘by his friends. In 
$vny counhes, this is actually ib 

‘A: kell. to my way of thlnkiw, it 
‘legaL37an we nol amend Ihe law to 

shouldn’t have happened. Because Da- 
make it such. Cannot .we introduce 

tuk Musa gave specific instruction 
,,;some system whereby nol only ,& we 

that no land alienation s’hould be done 
,,gunish what C legally corrupt now but ~ 
? 

Q: Doctor, are you convinced that 
lhe Taman Anuzn caSe b one of moral 
corruplion? 

also the morally corrupt by making 
during the pre-election period. It may ? what k morally, oorrupl also .leg;ally - 
have been done in good faith but the F:oorrupl. 

sen.t.&giYlutors & nbt fit i’f Fh &hut 
you:reatty desire. 

Aj That may or may not be true. But 

have a&e~tive,sujjport. ,. * * i 

A: I think I.have up to the moment, !, 
anyway: But of course I cannot be ‘. 
sure. It depends on the people in this 
country: if they still support me, I’ll be 
there. I woulp still be able to do this 
thing but if people start saying that he 
Is treading on too many toes, I will be 
out. It doesn’t mean that I am going to , 
stop but I will be out, that is all; I am : 
sure that there’are a lot of pepple who ’ 
would like to pin something on me. ,I 

‘@ To’my knowledge it is a practice ,! 

.A: May w so. but I can’t say’for 

syi Wilt you direct Thai land &n&i 
not be given out in this manner? 

A: When there is a reason to m&e 
such a directive, we will. We cihpuld 
not adopt a stand that just because 
somebody is an Umno supporter we 
should discriminate against hlm. This ._. . 

’ . 



There was no’ corruption, legally 
spcaklng. But I think the’publlc feels 
thbrc wss morally a corrupt practice. 

Q: During the debate on the recent 
amendment of the antCcorruptton law 
you said that in cases where tegal 

I action was not vossible. the aovem- 
‘% meat had other &ions like di&mi.ssal. 

To what extent ha9 this been done? 
1 A: We dismissed a number of peo- 
! plc. But since corrupt practices have 

been going on for a long time, the 
number of people involved is large. So 
if we are to dismiss those.involved, a 
larger, number will be affected. This 
makes things very difficult for us. _ 

A. _ \ 

w111 bc the reverse of positive dis- 
j crimination. It iip unfair that one 

should be deprived of land just bc- 
: cause he is an Umno supporter. If a 
i piece of land is an ordinary piece of 
1 land - not a park land - there is no 
I reason, why he should not be con- 
1 sidered, when applications of others 

are considered. In fact we should give 
! him some priority. 

’ 
Q: Does the Tamarr Amun case’re- 1 

fleet the extent to which a state gov- 
; ernment is prepared to sidestep a 
: federal government’s order? 
I’ A: The orders from the cential ICOV- 
/ ernment were sometimes sideste$ed 

and sometimes abided by. This shows 
1 that federal leaders do not have 
/ ‘absolute powers in all areas; There are 
’ orders’which state level leaders feel 
’ that they’d0 not have to abide by. The 

federal leaders do not have the author- 
lty to punish. In Umno and Barisan 

i Naslonal, we only have the power to 
: persuade. 

‘Q: Tunku Abdul Rahman had #&ce 
expressed his regret about not making 
land a federal matter. Are you plan- 
ning to bring land under federal 
iurisdiction? :, 

A: There is no such plan because the 
role of states 1s already limited. Power 

“over land is abut the only one tested 
in them. If we take away land, it’ 
means that ‘we no longer heed state 
governments and states are. reduced 

.. ;t_o being dep@rtqgnta. We nill. not do 
-,this althqugh them have:$,ben un- 

doslrable +idents”relatitjg to land. 
Even if ‘land is taken over by the 

: federal government, there Is no-guar- 
antee that corruption related to it wlll 
,not happen. , 

.- 


	Loopholes in the law have allowed many to get away (Business Times 16/07/1982)  

