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Arnchair critics who are not prepared to help the party

Shansul Akmar
THE Mal aysi an eveni ng weat her of late is becom ng as predictable as
reactions to political decisions.

First, the sky becones downcast and runblings can be heard on the
horizon followed by lightning and thunder. Before | ong conmes the shower,
subsi dising after a couple of hours. The cal mthen, can be truly blissful.

Simlarly, when Umo president Datuk Seri Dr Mhathir Mhamad deci ded
that candidates for the coming party election refrain from canpai gni ng and
vowed to expose those caught doing so to all and sundry.

On Wednesday, one day after he announced the decision, runblings,
descri bing the nove as bei ng undenocratic, could be heard in the distance.

It became | ouder as the days progressed and before | ong, flashes of
di ssent could be heard all over the place. Then canme the showers of
enmotional outbursts usually flooding the Internet.

Wil e the weather, predictable or otherwise, is of divinity and nature
maki ng it beyond human conprehension, the reaction to political decisions
are not.

I f anything, such a reaction need not be predictable as humanity has a
choi ce, especially for those who are nenbers of Umo.

However, the reaction is sonetinmes equally beyond conprehensi on.

For exanple, those who criticise the decision not to allow candi dates
for vice-presidencies, Wanita chief and deputy Umo Youth chief posts, to
canpai gn should first reflect howthe ruling came into force.

Bef ore anyone decides to junmp on the bandwagon to criticise the
deci sion, they should understand that it was the candi dates who had
proposed the idea

O course cynics will dispute this fact, saying that the candidates did
not voluntarily surrender their signatures for the pledge but the fact
remai ns -the signatures of the candi dates are on the pledge. That
establ i shed, the next question that arises is who are the peopl e naking
criticisns of the decision, calling it undenocratic and not within the
nornms of a healthy and vibrant political party.

If they are Umo nenbers who are not candi dates, it can be read as their
concern that the party may suffer nore setbacks from such deci sions.

That being the case, it is obvious that they have a choice - either to
use existing party channels to voice their displeasure over such matters
or give up on the party.

Lanented an Umo nenber of how a nmenber of Pas had nade snide remarks to
hi mover the decision which was descri bed as undenorati c:

"He said to nme that Pas is around to acconmpdat e di sgruntled Umo
nenbers. "

The Umo man has a right to feel upset but he should also realise that
nost of the criticisms about Umo bei ng undenocratic are not fromw thin
but from out si de.

Says anot her Umo nenber:

"Why should we worry about what the other parties think of us? Wat is
important is that our |eaders are serious about not allow ng corrupt
practices in our party, reducing politicking and concentrating on building
the country and party.

"I'f we want to listen to those fromthe other parties, tell themto | ook
at thenselves and their |eaders first.

"Their | eaders not only ensure they remain at the top for donkey's years



but had not done anything for the nation other than bei ng good at
criticising us."

He further argued about the advice that there be no-contest for the Umo
presi dency and deputy presidency by the Umo suprenme council which led to
numerous criticisms over its denocratic val ues.

"W have seen how anot her political party, through its own centra
commttee, decided to allowits secretary-general to take over the
chai rmanship just like that.

"This is not criticised but when we do it, through a process of
consul tation and consensus, outsiders nmake it a point to raise the issue
of denocracy.

"If it cane fromour nenbers, it is one thing but it usually comes from
t hose who are non-party nmenbers and that, | cannot accept."”

While the criticisns fromother political party nenbers are only
expected in the battle of political one-upmanship, Umo nenbers al so have
to deal with the mddl e-class Mal ays who seemvery concer ned about
denocracy in Umo but are not yet prepared to "dirty" their hands to
i mprove the situation.

These are arncthair critics who live in the confort of their materi al
acqui sitions and world views and that's about it.

But what is funny is that they are the same ones who go around urgi ng
the Mal ay popul ace to discard Umo and describe it as a sinking ship which
is of no use to the comunity.

It is quite baffling that suddenly they becone interested in the goings-
on in Umo after they openly said that they do not find it appealing nor
suitable for their m ddl e-cl ass exi stence.

It is equally m nd-boggling that sone choose to criticise the decision
not to all ow canpai gni ng anong those vying for top Umo posts when
everyone had deci ded on how dirty and corrupt sone candi dates could be in
pursui ng a post.

If these views were to be accepted, then the decision should be hailed
instead of criticised - it is a drastic nmeasure to deal with a drastic
si tuati on.

Yet, at the sane tine, while Umo | eaders and nenbers feel that
out si ders should not be too nmuch at liberty to criticise the party
demeanour, they cannot discard the realities that Umo has stopped bei ng
exclusively theirs.

It is a fact that Umo, being the | eading party in the Barisan Nasional,
becones the leading force in the Government. Its president and deputy
president, by convention, becone the Prine Mnister and his deputy which,
in effect, makes it a property of all Ml aysi ans.

O course, there is a need sonetines, to separate party politics and
government policies, but rightly or otherw se, Umo has comnbined both to
al nost becone a singular entity.

In that sense, these runblings and flashes of criticisns over politica
deci sions nmade by the Umo | eadership will continue, regardl ess of what
t hey may be.

( END)



	Armchair critics who are not prepared to help the party (NST 29/04/2000)

