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Grand del usi on ends in divorce

Abdul | ah Ahnmad
PAS only agreed to co-operate with DAP because it did not, so it appears,
initially oppose the formati on of a scrupulously Islamc theocratic State
shoul d Barisan Alternatif win the 1999 general election. To its credit,
Pas never did, and never will, deceive its present and future partners
that the establishment of a scrupulously Islamc theocratic Ml aysi an
nation i s negoti abl e.

This is all predictable enough. This was and is what | have tried to
knock into DAP skulls fromthe begi nning, to no avail.

DAP, in its nonents of grand del usion, nust have thought it could inpose

its will on Pas. | knowit is stronger than DAP and its | eaders told ne:
"W are strong and we shall do what we want. DAP can take it or leave it."

That was the state until |ast Saturday. How coul d DAP have duped itsel f?
It still baffles ne.

It was not altogether unexpected that the Pas- DAP wedl| ock of
conveni ence, rather than the matrinony of true m nds, shoul d have ended in
divorce. As | have always said it would in this col um.

It was a union between committed conservative |slamsts and
i nsupportabl e Chinese and I ndian secul ari sts. DAP shoul d consider this
divorce a blessing in disguise if it is forgiven by the Ml aysi an Chi nese
and I ndians whomit had pawned to Pas in its greed to share power with the
| sl ami ¢ t heol ogi cal | eadershi p.

Pas and DAP have al ways been ideol ogically incompatible, although they
decided to ignore their w de differences when both, along with two m nor
partners - Parti Keadilan Nasional and Parti Rakyat - forned the Barisan
Alternatif, an imtation of the | ong-standi ng Barisan Nasional, just
before the | ast general election in a vain attenpt to west power from
Dat uk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mohanad.

DAP was originally People's Action Party (PAP) when Si ngapore was
briefly in Ml aysia. When Singapore quit the federation, PAP became the
DAP (Denocratic Action Party).

DAP thrived until it enmbraced Pas on exploiting the gut issues of the
Chi nese community fromwhomit derives its main support to get and sustain
its political sine qua non

Qutside and inside the coalition, I know, there have been wi de
differences in the interpretation of the spirit and substance of the
Mal aysi a each nenber wants and cheri shes.

DAP tanely tried to peddle its distorted and stale version of Ml aysian
Mal aysi a; even downplaying it to please Pas as to what kind of nation
Mal aysi a shoul d be under Pas.

Pas wants DAP to give it a carte blanche to deal with the politica
positions of each community, pledging to abide by Islamc rules of fair
pl ay.

Pas was and is shremd. Wihile it tells the Malays in towns and kanmpungs
that their special rights and privil eges have di m ni shed under Umo, it
m sl eads the DAP into believing that the non-Malay rights and position
will be protected, not allowed to be chal |l enged.

It took 22 nonths for DAP stalwarts who have descri bed thensel ves as
experienced politicians to realise they had been nmade suckers by Pas. They
becane equal ly disillusioned over their prospects in the opposition front
and in the new country of Islamc Mlaysia.

DAP realises, perhaps too late, that Pas' wllingness never shifted from



its avowed political statement: it will do whatever it takes for the idea
of an "lIslamic theocratic Ml aysian state". This is a situation the non-
Mal ays will not tolerate; it is sonething with which few non-Mislins can
agr ee.

Keadi | an and Parti Rakyat al so oppose an Islam c theocratic Ml aysi an
state and DAP is expected to persuade themto join it in a new pact to
i solate Pas and to take on BN under a new banner in 2004.

| feel sorry for DAP. It is going to be an uphill task to regain the
confi dence of Chinese voters who deserted it in 1999 when, against the
Chi nese national grain, it teaned up with Pas to topple BN

The question is, can the Chinese trust the party which commtted such a
big political blunder? | suggest the DAP is still longing to return to
Pas' breast at an appropriate tinme. The divorce is not final.

This is the only the first talaqg or talag Raj'e, and it is revocable.
Under Islamc law, reconciliation is perm ssible before the iddah (three
normal nenstruating cycles) is conpleted, the couple need not narry again.

It's only when triple divorce has been pronounced (ba'in kubra) that
there can be no reconciliation. The woman has to marry anot her person, be
divorced, wait out the iddah before she can remarry the previous husband.

In any case, DAP and Pas can al ways continue to see each ot her
"informally" and out of wedlock. And they will do just this.

In 44 years of independence, 1974 produced the best year in politica
terns. The BN scored a |l andslide victory (to be foll owed subsequently) for
a nunber of years. Tun Razak led a nine-party coaltion to this resoundi ng
victory. The electorate gave a nmassive endorsenment to BN for its multi-
raci al policies. Pas was reduced by Tun Razak to be a | eadi ng nenber of
the BN

Even then Pas was wily. But a craftier |eader was in charge. Tengku
Razal ei gh Hanzah, not an uncunning politician with |Iong years of
experience, was tortuously outnmanoeuvred by Pas during the Pas-Semangat 46
coalition.

Pas is like a Communi st party. It will never be able to co-exist with
any party for |ong because of the strong pol arisation of ideologies. It
must always | ead. The year 1974 was an exception. It was biding its tine.

Pas, according to Tunku Abdul Rahman, "is a party which based its
politics on narrow racial and religious beliefs ...". Wen Pas was fornmed
in 1951 by Haji Ahmad Fuad Hassan, a fornmer senior |eader of Umo, Tunku
offered Pas six seats in the Alliance Party's central executive conmittee
if it would join the Alliance to fight for independence. Fuad decli ned,
and Pas won a seat in the pre-independence general election in 1955.

Make no mistake. Pas is a conservative religious party, it shall always
exi st unl ess banned. It has seen near disaster (1978) but has clinbed back
i nto acceptance by conservative Malays and is believed to be expanding in
sonme areas.

In the 1999 general election, only Pas perforned i npressively. But the
result was a disaster for DAP while Umo suffered reverses which can be
recovered if it has the political will to do what nust be done. BN will
win in 2004, cone what nmay.

Whet her one likes it or not, BN remains the only viable quid pro quo for
the people of this nation - its record of acconmodati on, conprom se, co-
operation and sharing of power is inpressive.

( END)
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