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PEOPLE' S Progressive Party Youth chief T. Miurugi ah has proposed that the
Governnent all ow non-Mislimnen to have nore than one wife.

H's justification will be debated and, chances are, the proposal wll
irk fem nists and novenents fighting for wonen's rights.

When the i ssue evolves to that end, sone Malay Mislins, nen and wonen,
will come out in defence of polygany, as it is sonething which is allowed
by the religion.

In their support for the right to pol ygany, sonme may overl ook
intentionally or otherwi se, the fact that the religion inposes strict
conditions for those wanting to indulge in the practice.

Ignored will be the fact that Miuslins who want to practise pol ygany nust
be fair to all their wives and treat themequally in providing for their
needs.

Ignored too will be the history behind the Quranic revel ati ons and
hadith (prophetic traditions) which allowed for the practice, anong others
that they canme about during the period when many Mislimnen had di ed from
war .

It was a time when wi dows and children were | eft behind under harsh
condi tions, making themunable to fend for thensel ves apart fromthe
threat of near-barbaric jahilliyah (age of ignorance) nen.

In the end, what Mirugiah had rai sed, would, instead of proving the
wi sdomof Islamin all ow ng pol ygany, nake the practice a nockery when the
critics start a full-scale battle against the proposal.

To be blaned will be Malay Mislinms who choose to defend pol ygany wit hout
providing the historical perspective and the present practices whereby
many Mal ay Muslimwonen had becone victins when their nmenfol k abused the
so-call ed right.

Wth that, instead of the attitude and behavi our of the practitioners
being criticised, it is again, Islamthat gets a battering.

The bottomine, when it comes to pol ygamy, the nost basic principle is
whet her the Malay Muslins can afford or are able to do it and not turn the
practice into a nockery or worse still, cause pain to their Kkin.

Then again, to sone, polygany is a trivial issue

However, the principles behind it are as relevant as any other concepts
in Islamwhich are being fought by the opposing Malay Muslimpolitical
forces.

It is by the same principles that the issue of setting up of the Islamc
state i s being fought between Umo and Pas.

The Islam c state concept is not sonething new and in fact, over the
years, ever since Pas shed what little is left of its Malay nationali st
skin in the early 1980s, had turned it into the noat for the opposing
Mal ay Muslimpolitical forces to reach out to the other

As the nation enbraces the Gregorian new year, the debate over the
I slami ¢ state concept is anything but waning.

In fact, the last couple of nonths had seen the issue cropping up
regul arly.

What hol ds over the Islamc state concept in 20017
It started with Pas being put on the defensive with the DAP, its partner
inthe Alternative Front becomi ng its staunchest critic.

After the Sept 11 attack on the United States, it was alnpost fait
acconmpli, the DAP left the opposition front citing its positionin it was



untenabl e for as long as Pas continued to struggle to turn Malaysia into
an Islamc state.

At the same tine, Prime Mnister Datuk Seri Dr Mhathir Mhamad decl ared
that Mal aysia was already an Islanic state and a noderate one which is
workabl e in a multi-racial coexistence |ike Ml aysi a.

Leaders of conponent partners in the Barisan Nasional expressed their
support for Umo's Islanmc state which was decl ared under the present
framewor k of governance and constitutional provisions.

The DAP then decided to nmake itself the champion of secular rule,
proposing to set up a new opposition front, mnus Pas, and that clearly
opposes any efforts to turn Malaysia into a theocratic rule.

Wth that, the DAP chastised Pas, Umo and the non-Mal ay conmponent
parties in BN - Pas for wanting to set up an Islamc state and Umo and
its partners in BN over the declaration of Mal aysia as an |Islamic state.

The DAP seens sure that a secular nation is best for all Ml aysians and
is worried that any efforts to set up a theocratic state will tear the
fibre bonding the different races in the country.

What is baffling is that it did not seemto give these matters nuch
thought when it threwin its ot with Pas when they fought the 1999
general election side by side.

No doubt, the DAP can clai mthat Umo's weakness has hel ped nake Pas
strong.

But the DAP cannot absolve itself as it was directly helping Pas to
becone strong, unless it nowclains that it was not sincere when it joined
Pas in the opposition front.

Pas has beconme quite a powerful political force that it is prepared to
i gnore DAP's views about the Islamic state even at the expense of the
latter pulling out.

At the sane tine, with Pas getting nore powerful and confident, it
pushes for the setting of an Islanmic state nore brazenly.

Wth that, Umo becane trapped. Wiile its noderate brand of Islamis
supposed to be the best for a nulti-racial nation |like Malaysia, its
traditi onal power base, nmade up by Malay Muslins, has deteriorated.

Al though it can depend on the non-Malays to fill up whatever vacuum /| eft
by the Malay Muslimvoters, Umo will | ose sone of its bargai ning power in
the BN coalition.

Real i sing that, sone of the non-Mil ay nmovenents, be it political or non-
governnental organi sations took the opportunity to press for their cause
generally pertaining to the rights and opportunities for their comunity.

Cornered, Umo realised that it had to win back the support of the
Mal ays to be able to lead the BN and not have to succunb further to the
non- Mal ay demands which again, in the long run, would further erode its
power base.

That in mnd, Umo decided to declare that Mal aysia is al ready an
Islamc state and threw the gauntl et back at Pas, challenging it to
publicly present its concept of an Islanmic state.

The chal l enge did catch Pas off guard - only for the nation to discover
that all this while when it was pronpoting itself as the chanpion of an
Islamic state, it did not have a clear or detailed outline of what it is.

But this is a tenporary setback. Pas has cone back fighting, setting up
a panel to prepare a blueprint and is expected to use it as a political
tool soon after the new year

The whol e debate on the Islanic state will again be thrown w de open.

Even though Pas is keeping it very nuch under the lid, the concept can
be expected to be sonmething like the way it is running Kel antan.

It can al so be expected that the proposed blueprint will go into details
on the treatnent of non-Muslins, be it in terns of their economc



participation, status as citizens and rights to religion, culture, custom
and educati on.

But based on what Pas has been tal king about in the past, constitutiona
anmendnments will have to be carried out to effect the Islamc state concept
it pronotes.

Most of them can be expected to be very nmuch like what is seen in
Kel antan and if the non-Miuslins are confortable with what the Pas
Governnent in the State i s doing and pronoting, then everything should be
fine.

However, if they are into a secular state and oppose the things that had
been done by Pas in Kelantan and Terengganu, regardl ess whether they
affect Muslinms or non-Mislins, the Islanm c state concept can be expected
to be unpal at abl e.

What is the Umo Islamic state all about?

It is basically what the people see in the country today in terns of
|ifestyle, econony, education systemand treatnent of each other's faith,
culture and custom

That being the case, the declaration of Malaysia as an Islamc state by
Umo neans that the present system including the | egal system remnains
and no constitutional anmendnents need to be nade, unlike Pas'.

In short, Umo's Islamc state is consistent with the demands of the DAP
and ot her non-Misl i morgani sati ons whi ch oppose any attenpt to change the
Constitution to accommodate the fulfilment of a theocratic nation.

There are sone aspects that needs to be asked between Umo's and Pas
| sl amic state concepts.

Umo's Islamic state concept is already in notion and in practice. The
only problemis that Pas does not recognise it as one and in fact
describes it as secul ar.

The DAP t oo opposes Umo's declaration of an Islamc state.

The twist to it is that Pas has accused Umo's Islamic nation concept as
a secul ar one but the DAP wants Umo to nake a commitment to a secul ar
nati on.

If Pas' views were to be taken as true, then Malaysia is a secul ar
nation. That shoul d pl ease t he DAP

If the DAP's views were to be accepted, then Pas should be glad as
Mal aysia has already turned into an Islamic state.

Qbvi ously neither can be happy of how the nation should be shaped until
and unl ess they are the ones deciding on it.

But |ike polygany, the basic principle to Pas' plans to set up an
Islamic state is whether it can afford or is able to do it and not turn it
into a nockery, or worse still, inflict pain on the rest of the nation

It is sonething Pas' and to a certain extent, the DAP, have to figure
out .

But they nay not have the locus standi to talk on these matters.

After all, their marriage, pol yganous or otherw se, failed mserably.
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