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US shoul d be rational and not be too sensitive

Dr S. Vijayaratnam
I T woul d appear that the United States and Mal aysi a are goi ng through some
choppy waters of |ate.

First, there is the issue of 34 Congressnen | ed by Robert Wexler who
have tabled a draft resol ution demandi ng an apol ogy or the resignation of
Dat uk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mhanmad over his alleged remarks that the current
currency and financial problens in Ml aysia and Southeast Asia are the
result of a Jew sh conspiracy.

The second is in relation to the intention of the US admi nistration to
i nvesti gate Petronas because of its dealings with Iran, which is regarded
by themto be an undesirable regine that is purported to be synpathetic to
certain terrorist organisations.

In the first instance, it is not indicated as to whet her the Congressnen
are nenbers of the House of Representatives or Senators.

Congress in the US consists of the House of Representatives with 435
menbers and the Senate which has 100 nenbers, bringing it to a total of
535.

The opinion of 34 nenbers, therefore, would be a small mnority, and
certainly not reflective of the opinion of the Governnent of the United
St at es.

Furthernore, a draft resolution such as this would have to pass through
many stages before it attains sonme neaning.

First, it would have to be vetted by the Foreign Relations Comittee,
and if ratified, would have to pass through both the | ower and upper
Houses.

It woul d then be subjected to presidential scrutiny, and in any case is
non- bi ndi ng.

It is a long process, and judging fromthe support it has received so
far, seens to be doomed to be a non-starter.

The system of checks and bal ances enshrined in the Anerican Constitution
is so thorough that resolutions as foolhardy as this will be thrown out.

It would be alittle premature to react so vehemently.

Anyone can say anything in the US. Sone things will be said to gain
political mleage and in this case, perhaps to cater to the Jew sh | obby.
Not all Anerican Congressnmen are reknown for their tact or dipl onmacy.

Dr Mahathir was not anti-Senmitic in his remarks; it is just a
coi nci dence that the person he took exception to, CGeorge Soros, happens to
be an ethnic Jew

The possibility of fanciful ideas materialising in the US system of
governnment are renote

The nore responsible majority that represent the US adm nistration will
surely look at this in a mature and objective fashion.

This is probably nothing nore than a stormin a teacup. "The dogs bark,
but the caravan noves on."

The second nmatter has nore serious inplications.

American allergy to conpani es (and Governnents) doing business with its
arch-eneny, lran, stenms fromthe ugly incidents that foll owed the
overthrow of the late Shah in 1979, and the aftermath where US Enbassy
staff in Teheran were held hostage for nore than a year.

Since then, relations between the two have been far fromcordial, and
negative sentinents agai nst each ot her have been runni ng high.

The US has |inked many terrorist-related incidents to Iranian



sponsorshi p, and Iran has al ways mai ntai ned that Anerica, the "great
Satan", is out to get themin one way or anot her.

The fact of the matter is that the issue involves the US and Iran. It
has nothing to do with other countries, nmuch less, foreign firns.

To penalise a third party in this ongoing conflict would seem
unnecessarily vindictive and i mature.

By investing in Iran, Petronas is certainly not aiding and abetting the
Iranians to anni hilate the US nor its citizens.

The borderl ess world and uni npaired trade, so vociferously prescribed by
the US, will not be so if they insist on such pre-conditions and
restrictions.

Petronas, Total (of France) and many ot her conpani es have nothing to do
with their problens. They are not even interested.

Therefore, the US adm nistration is urged to take a rational | ook at
this, and not be too sensitive. After all, Iran has not sul ked over anyone
dealing with the US

However, it nmay be acceptable for Petronas to informthe US
i nvestigators over its Iranian investrments, and show themthat it has no
sinister nmotives and has nothing to hide.

The nore prohibitive Petronas seens, the nore likely for all Kkinds of
unf ounded concl usions to ari se.

Its trade procedures nust be transparent to denpbnstrate that it has
nothing to do with terrorismor anything so vile. It would probably nake
the US i nvestigators | ook foolish

The greatest power on earth knows there is little that | esser nations
can do to counter its manoeuvres. But it nust realise that there is even
nmore greatness in nmagnaninity and tol erance.
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