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Is the pen mightier than the sword?

Abdul | ah Ahnmad
IS THE pen really m ghtier than the sword?

Some people mght insist that nowit can only be as mghty as the spoken
wor d.

When it comes to raising |aughs, | believe, spoken words win easily but
then who wites the script? Nowadays, everything is scripted wht her about
a success or failure.

Wiile on a recent trip to India, | had time for reflection and
(reluctantly) came to the conclusion that the ol d adage was probably
correct. However, big noney has increasingly becone a devastating and
potent weapon with the ability to buy even sonme witers.

| have observed that whomthe (allegedly) powerful nedia criticises nay
show sone consi derabl e powers of resistance, those whomthe nedia sets out
to elevate are not always rai sed. The exanples are nunerous. In the 1960s,
Ti me magazi ne predi cted Tengku Razal ei gh Hanzah and Musa Hitamnot only
woul d becone prine mnister of Malaysia but also world | eaders. Then in
the 1990s, the West | obbied and pronoted Anwar I brahimas it did all over
the world those it had handpicked to be its friends and politica
surrogat es.

That notwi thstanding, there are people who believe the pen (nmedia) is
m ghtier than the sword. The question is whether in our case it includes
the Western pen

| seek no quarrel with the Western nedia - | have a long history of fair
dealing with it before and after the formati on of Ml aysia, during the
| ndonesi an confrontation, the run-up to the separation of Singapore and
following the May 13 1969 race riots and when Tun Razak becane prine
mnister. Indeed, | have tried to do ny bit to bring about good rel ations
bet ween t he Western nedi a and Putraj aya.

However, the m stake of sone nedia is that it thinks itself the only
wor t hy medi um of commruni cati on and we nust carry out a policy which it
approves to win its favour and the approval of its powerful owners.

It forgets that what forns the enotional and political agenda of the
majority of Malaysians is the Malaysi an nedi a, especially those using the
medi unms of Bahasa Mal aysi a and Mandarin, not the Western nedia nor the
English | anguage nedia. It's a fact.

Mal aysia and Prime M nister Datuk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mhanmad have been
favourite targets of a sonetimes exceedingly unfair Western nedia for
reasons best known to thensel ves. W know why.

The Western nmedia, with some exceptions to be fair, has a long history
of disbelief and | ack of confidence that Mal aysia can thrive on its own
accord. Even the Straits Times when it was owned and edited by the British
was not enthusiastic about Merdeka until late in the day when it realised
it was inevitable anyway. It adjusted, though slowy, but two years after
Merdeka, largely to escape the PAP governnent's denmand it toe the |ine,
the Straits Tines noved its headquarters to Kual a Lunpur. The ownership
changed in the early 1970s foll owing an Umo Youth resolution that the
British nust relinqui sh ownership to Ml aysi ans.

In British Malaya, the anti-establishment nmedia was run and edited by
either the Mal ays or Chinese in their respective | anguage. There was the
Si ngapore Standard, which was unlike the Straits Tinmes, but it did not
| ast | ong.

If the Western nedia reflects the views of its owners, reinforces and



not underm ne t he Judeo- Christian val ues and Ameri can- European soci al
attitudes, why can't a simlar duty be perfornmed by the Ml aysian nmedia to
reflect, reinforce and not underm ne Mal aysi an val ues and soci al and
political attitudes without being called names? By the sane token, | can
al so describe the Wstern nedia in derogatory terns.

Mal aysia i s not honobgeneous. It is half Bum putras and the other half
the other Mal aysians. After 43 years of Merdeka, Ml aysians by and | arge,
despite the occasional display of ethnic loyalties which is understandabl e
under some circunstances, | amglad to state that nearly all the second
and third generations in particular are | oyal Ml aysians. They are nore
interested in their future as Mal aysians in Mal aysia, not in |Indonesia,
China, India, Singapore, Australia or the US

Some Western nedia is always | ooking for a story (and not a success
story, of course) or an angle in a story to slant, if not to disparage,
Mal aysia or Dr Mahathir whether it is about the trial of Anwar, its post-
trial period, our response to the International Monetary Fund or the unity
tal k between Umo and Pas because it has a political agenda.

| agree with the editorial of Sunday Star, which says: "Unfair
reporting, whether text or pictorial, based on half truth, or facts and
figures selected and doctored to suit a certain (chosen) thene, can cause
damage and when it is directed at a country or a government, it has
i ntentional ramfications.

"W can quote a string of exanples ranging fromthe haze, street
denonstrations, the Anwar trial, Vision schools and even the rel ocation of
a Chinese school in Damansara - that has been reported in a biased way and
has affected our standing in the global commnity."

Its aimis sinple and clear; to create an unfavourabl e i npact on our
pronotional efforts in tourismand investnments overseas, and in the | ong
run underm ne our political stability. It wants us to go the way of the
Phi | i ppi nes and | ndonesia which it supports as nore denocratic than us. It
wants us to be poor, chaotic, unstable and irreparably weak |ike sonme of
our nei ghbours.

The Prime M nister has every right to be angry - not for the first tine
and | hope for the last time - and a governnment which has sel f-esteem
shoul d not just clarify, refute and rebuke the incorrigible Wstern nmedi a.
Instead, it should give it the infanous Lee Kuan Yew treatnent. It has
wor ked in Singapore and that is no reason why it won't work here or in
Chi na.

The antics of the Western nmedia, the | atest being Asiaweek, are designed
to deliberately denigrate, taunt and tornment Dr Mahathir and his
governnent. It has shown little dignity or graci ousness because it was out
to send tingles of enbarrassnent throughout Asean and frissons of contenpt
anong the Mal aysi an public.

Asi aweek's carte blanche inridiculing the Prime Mnister is to produce
| oathing of Dr Mahathir and to nake recovery fromit seem i npossi bl e.

For years the Western nedia has treated the Third World as an extension
of its owners' neo-inperialist policy. In the case of Mal aysia and Dr
Mahat hir, the decision to cause himgrief and drive himout of office was
taken when it mandated itself to help the Qpposition win the |ast genera
election - to punish himfor sacking its favourite Malay political |eader
Anwar .

The Anerican nedia and its owners were, and are, convi nced that Dr
Mahathir is a great obstacle in their quest to wite a new script of
Mal aysi an politics and inpose their proxies to act in the rewitten play.

| have been a newsman all my life and | know, |ike everyone el se does,
that either one takes Asiaweek in his stride or do something to make it
| ess ungraci ous, patronising, top-lofty and even superfluous in Ml aysi a.



| agree with Lee that the Western nedi a nust not becone a partisan in
| ocal politics. Asiaweek is distributed in Malaysia on our ternms and if it
can't accept them it does not have to sell here.

O herwise, let it do what harmit can. Then stop whining every tine it
distorts Malaysia to its Mal aysi an readers - sone 20,000 of themso it
clainms. Asiaweek is hardly sold in the US nor in Europe. It is largely
read i n Asean nations only.

( END)
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