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More Mal ays rising to the chall enge of defending what is theirs
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WHEN a | ocal Malay daily carried the photograph of a foreigner wearing a
pener hati bahagi an (divisional observer) tag, nunerous theories, including
foreign conspiracy and espi onage, were bandi ed about.

Not surprising, as such a tag was supposed to be reserved for divisiona
menbers who had failed to be el ected as del egates to the general assenbly.
But as it turned out, there was nothing sinister about the "white nan".

The Umo secretariat explained that the foreigner, who was fromthe
di pl omatic corps, had requested to be allowed to observe the goi ngs-on at
the assenbly. Since there were no special tags prepared, he was given one
reserved for divisional nmenbers.

A non-story for journalists covering the assenbly, but the fact that the
white nman with the tag nade it into the popular daily reflected severa
t hi ngs.

Firstly, it showed to a certain degree how suspi ci ous the Mal ays are of
the "white man".

Secondly, it proved that they are not about to sinply open their doors
to foreigners or allowthemto do whatever they like at the Putra Wrld
Trade Centre, one of the few |l andmarks that the Mal ays can proudly feel is
theirs.

It could also be that the Mal ays, at |east those at the PWC, felt that
t hey had had enough of the white man showi ng off his superiority even at
ot her peopl e's "backyard".

Whet her such a reaction canme following Umo president Datuk Seri Dr
Mahat hi r Mohanmad' s speech on Thursday, which reninded the del egates of
neo- col oni ali smor otherw se, is anybody's guess.

The bottomine is that there are Mal ays who care and are alert to the
need to prevent their own home from being violated by foreign el enents.

After all, that's the | east they can do, especially when they can
participate in the bigger struggle involving nation-building.

No doubt, it can be argued that such attitude borders on paranoi a but
the nation's history has shown that part of the downfall of the Ml ay
|l egacy is due to thembeing "too trusting” of the "white nan"

Wasn't it that this "too trusting"” nature had contributed to the
infiltration of the Malay States by the British colonialists?

That is the past.

The Mal ays seem | ess nai ve these days, especially if contenporary
hi story of nodern-day Mal aysia is to be made a reference point.

It was the distrust of the white man which stopped the nation's
| eadership fromblindly accepting the International Mnetary Fund
prescription when Mal aysia was hit by the economc crisis of 1997.

Yet, not all Malays share the sentinents of Dr Mahathir and the rest of
t he Umo | eadership

In fact, those fromthe other side of the political divide seemto be
nore suspi ci ous of fellow Mal ays than the forei gners, as proven tine and
agai n.

The recent political conflict involving forner Deputy Prine M nister
Dat uk Seri Anwar |brahi mhad seen Mal ays supporting his cause and turning
to the westerners.

Pas president Datuk Fadzil Noor even took tine to neet Australian
Forei gn M ni ster Al exander Downer and the fornmer admitted that in the
meeting he di scussed Mal aysia's internal political problenms with the



latter.

O course, it cannot be concluded that Fadzil was seeking foreign
support but the question of why it was necessary to discuss the nation's
domestic problens with a |l eader of an unfriendly nation will eventually
appear.

It was interesting that Dr Mahathir, in his w nding-up speech, pointed
out how nmenbers of the foreign nedia had repeatedly portrayed the
Mal aysi an Gover nment under his | eadership as being unfair to the Chinese
over issues of education and | anguage.

Hs reply was equal ly interesting when he pointed out that these nedia,
be it fromthe United States, Australia, Canada and several others, were
definitely not in the position to judge Mal aysia's policies.

After all, he said, Ml aysia was probably the only non-Chi nese doni nat ed
country where the Governnent all owed and funded Chi nese school s.

For a fact, sonme of these western critics, which have a substanti al
nunber of Chi nese popul ace of their own, have never allowed the formation
of Chinese school s or encourage Chi nese educati on.

On that score too, Singapore, which is a Chinese-domnated island state,
had, in the 1970s abolished all Ml ay schools, and replaced themw th the
i ntegrated school system

What Dr Mahathir said should serve as a reninder to the Mal ays who had
sonmeti nes bent backwards to please others or to be apologetic for the
struggle to inprove the Malay |ot.

It is indeed a difficult task to strike an equilibriumin race-relations
in such a diverse nation as Ml aysi a.

At the sane tine, citizens who are easily taken in by liberal
denocractic val ues pronoted by the foreigners seemoverly suspicious of
their fellow countrymen when it cones to nation building efforts.

The Sekol ah Wawasan (Vi si on Schools) is one fine exanple used by Dr
Mahat hi r.

Such is the suspicion anpbng the Chinese towards the idea that it is
doubtful it will ever be realised.

The Vi si on School s concept actually unearthed the selfishness of sone
Chi nese who seened bent on not wanting to nove towards national
i ntegration through educati on.

Al'l this boils down to distrust and the fear that one race is out to
short change the ot her.

If such distrust is pursued when dealing with the foreigners, then there
is still some consol ati on.

But it seens that while sonme Mal ays at the PWC showed di strust of the
white man, others, both Ml ays and Chi nese, do not.

For these Mal ays and Chi nese, the white man's views are still the best,
to be pursued, parroted and trusted.

The only thing they need to do to conplete the process is to bow down
and say: "Ya, tuan or vely good, master."
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