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Keadi | an shoul d reconsider its agenda in the interest of survival

Rosi han Zai n

AN anusi ng one-liner frequently heard in the weeks |leading up to the | ast
general election, went like this: Umo Untuk Serua; Keadilan Untuk Seorang
Sahaj a.

But anusenent aside, the question of what Parti Keadilan Nasional really
stands for, how far it has come and where it is heading begs an answer as
the party celebrates its first year of existence

The past one year has seen the party becom ng known nore for street
protests and denonstrations than anything el se. The inpression given is
that this is the party's way to keep its profile high

Admi nistration in the party under secretary-general Annuar Tahir is also
said to have been i nadequat el y handl ed.

Keadi | an | eaders have boasted in the past of the way the party was
i nundat ed by nenbershi p applications but sources say there are at nost
only about 30,000 card-carryi ng nmenbers.

And to date, the actual structure of the nunber of divisions nationw de
remai ns unclear. This state of affairs is understandably attributed to the
secretary-general

Anot her issue is the pending nmerger with Parti Rakyat Ml aysia. The
mer ger has general support although there is oppposition fromone or two
party figures in Keadilan who have cited reasons such as PRM s soci ali st
hi story and a potential |oss of Ml ay support for Keadilan if the nerger
t akes pl ace.

Then there is the fear and resentnent felt by nmenbers of the two parties
towards each other. According to a PRM supporter, the difference in
wor ki ng culture between the two parties was clearly seen during the |ast
general el ection.

"Some of the Keadilan people carried thenselves |ike the Umo bosses
they once were which is not how we do things in PRM" she said.

The Keadil an | eadership also has to deal with the assortnent of canps in
the party: ex-Ummo, ex-Senmangat 46, Abi mboys, NGO of fcial s-turned-
politicians and the ragtag band of people who are in it because of their
dislike for one person; Prime Mnister Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir Mhamad.

There is also the question of who is really | eadi ng Keadil an. Sone think
the real |eader is Datuk Seri Anwar |brahi mbut a | eader cannot conduct
party affairs from behi nd bars.

And while president Datin Seri Wan Azizah Wan Ismail is very popular in
the party, it is said she has not been able to provide the strong cohesive
| eadership required of a fledgling party |ike Keadil an.

The realities and chall enges of running a political party are probably
sinking in now - holding the diverse groups of supporters together,
runni ng the party headquarters, paying the bills, organising activities
and setting policies.

Dr Chandra Muzaffar, on the other hand, seens nore hands-on as a | eader
but it is no secret that he has grown increasingly unpopular within the
party for his approach and styl e of naking deci sions.

There have al so been reports of clashes between himand ot her party
figures al though Youth | eader Mohd Ezam Mohd Nor insisted that differences
exist in every party and that the "situation i n Keadil an was nanageabl e".

Anot her party | eader, Tian Chua, once counted on to garner Chinese
support, seenms to have been | ess than successful in this task. But he has
strong links with the NGOs and his presence at denonstrations has drawn a



lot of attention to him

There is also the bigger issue of multi-racialismthat the party clains
to stand for. The party has yet to prove its nulti-racial appeal to the
public and in nbpst eyes, it seens to be a Mal ay-dom nated party.

This begs parallels with the nulti-racial Parti Negara, founded in 1954
by Datuk Onn Jaafar.

VWhile Parti Negara failed to secure any seats in the 1955 el ecti ons,
Keadilan in the | ast general election got a handful of seats.

But even Onn's | egendary stature could not prevent the dem se of Parti
Negara. History remains the best guide in tines of uncertainty and
Keadi | an ought to realise that a political party needs nore than just
enoti onal support to survive.

Thus, on its first anniversary, Keadilan shoul d perhaps reconsider its
agenda of denonstrations and reflect on history, lest the party itself
premat urely becones history.
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