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Let facts speak for thensel ves

OBJECTIVITY shoul d be forenost in the mnd of any right-thinking person
with a sense of justice and fair play. Yet, his understandi ng and
interpretation of matters confronting hi mcan be col oured by
msinformation. And it is the perception of things that are pertinent as
the worl d enbarks on the i nformati on technol ogy route. As the world gets
smal | er, problens in global trade and finance are bound to occur. This is
where injustices and violation of fair play can occur, and where
international | awand practices have to be given attention to ensure smal
countries have their rightful place in the sun and not be sidelined, or
wor se, swal |l owed by the big boys.

This is al so where the systematic violation of human rights is possible,
just as it has happened with currency traders who pl ayed havoc with the
currencies of nations with their actions, leaving nillions of people
i mpoveri shed and wi pi ng out years of hard work. Clearly, this is sonething
sel f-procl ai mred human ri ghts activists can chew on as they continue to
percei ve countries in the throes of devel opnent as third-class nations,
funbling along with | egal processes and with a proclivity to injustice and
bad i ntent.

The "more and nore peculiar" perception of things and i deas about hunman
rights on the part of sone people was the gi st of one question Prine
M ni ster Datuk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mohamad posed to i nternational | awers
attendi ng the 12t h Cormmonweal t h Law Conference in Kual a Lunpur. If A plus
B were to always equal C, then |ife would be so nuch sinpler. Qoviously,
nothing is static, just as the | egal systemthat Ml aysia "inported" from
the United Kingdomhad to be adapted to suit our needs.

Jurisprudentially, human rights should be seen in the context of a
society's historical, social and cul tural background. What is tolerablein
one soci ety may not be acceptable in another. The fabric of society is
such that its cultures, values and noral fibre hold sway. Even t he freedom
of expression can be subjective. If this robs the country of its peace and
prosperity, then such freedomcannot be condoned. Having said that, it
does not nmean we are undenocratic. |f denbcracy is utilitarianismat its
best, then Mal aysia has, and still is, fulfillingits obligation in
traversi ng that road i n chanpi oni ng poverty eradi cation, trying to ensure
t he peopl e have a roof over their heads; in short, seeing to their
fundanment al s needs. To quote Henry de Montherlant: "The laws of life are
founded on necessity, its charnms on the non-essentials."

Bef ore people living in gl ass houses decide to throw stones, they have
to remenber that no systemis without flaws. Malaysia is a nation built on
a el ange of diversity and division, acountry that believes in upholding
the rule of law. If we have been abl e to achi eve prosperity and create
wealth for the nation, seeto it that the rakyat have a decent standard of
living and, nore inportantly, ensure there is peace and stability, we
cannot have deviated that far.

Qur achi evenents did not cone easy. They are the result of alot of hard
work in a country where the people have learned to live in peace. There is
no need to wave placards to put our views across or to nollify dissenters
opposed to our views. And who are the dissenters to set standards for us
based on their yardstick? Perhaps, sone of themought to |l ook in their own
backyard, where rights of individuals are sometinmes infringed.
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