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Keadilan in battle of wills

Shansul Akmar
DR Chandra Muzaffar has accused Parti Keadil an Nasi onal vice-president
Azmin Ali of telling preposterous |ies.

The out burst canme after Azmin said Chandra | eft Keadilan because his
views and comments were not wel conmed by party nenbers.

Both remarks, from Chandra and Azmi n, were scathing and full of venom

The di saffection between former coll eagues fighting on a common platform
for a comon political cause is not something new or surprising.

In fact, Keadilan was the spawn of such a break-up - when Umo president
Datuk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mhanmad sacked his deputy Datuk Seri Anwar |brahim
In retrospect, the fallout between Dr Mahat hir and Anwar was the | oca

political event of the decade.

It led to the great Malay divide with all opposition parties in the
country com ng together to ride on the Anwar issue which, at that tine,
prom sed great political gains.

Today, one of the main passengers on the Anwar ride, the DAP, has
decided to go its own way because of its disconfort with the other
passenger, Pas, over its insistence on setting up an Islanic state. Pas,
the main beneficiary of the ride, has managed to fortify its gains.

Keadi | an, which was in the driver's seat, seens to have lost its sense
of direction and has been reduced to being nerely a driver who does not
own the vehicle.

Al this occurred within a period of Iess than three years fromthe
Novermber 1999 general el ection.

During that election, though Pas was the nost organi sed and powerful in
terns of grassroots support, it was Keadilan that was getting all the
attention.

It had Anwar's wife Datin Seri Dr Wan Azi zah Ismail as president,
Chandra as deputy and wel | -known | awyer Zai nur Zakari a and out spoken
politician who-had-done-her-rounds Marina Yusoff as its vice-presidents.

Today, Dr Wan Azi zah remains in her post but Chandra and Marina havequit
the party altogether

Zainur, too, quit but remains an ordi nary nenber.

Mari na, when she decided to call it quits, nmade numerous accusations
agai nst Chandra, describing himas high-handed and opi ni onat ed.

Now, Chandra, after quitting, said he was disillusioned with Anwar.

In accusing Azm n of preposterous |ying, Chandra said dishonesty of this
sort mirrored the ease with which certain Keadilan | eaders lied, distorted
and deceived the people, and it had convinced himthat his decision to
quit the party was the right one.

He went on to say if his reasons for quitting were made known to
thepublic, it would make a nockery of Keadilan's rhetoric of being the
"har bi nger of new politics".

The crunch was his remarks that Keadilan is a party where the end
justifies the nmeans.

Al this said by Chandra, if true, should be enough to nake anyone who
used to believe that Keadilan was the alternative to the existing
establishnent to review their perception

If all this is not enough, based on what Chandra has said, there is nore
which he is not telling. If he does, based on his assessnments, they wll
make a nockery of Keadilan's rhetoric of being the forerunner for a new
political culture in the country.



There are numerous connotations and perceptions which conme al ong from
what Chandra had said.

Bef ore going any further, there are several prem ses that need to be
establ i shed.

First, how much of what Chandra said can be accepted by the genera
popul ace and Keadi |l an nenbers as true?

VWhen Chandra decided to join Keadilan, many apolitical nenbers of the
citizenry saw himas giving legitimacy to the party and the Anwar cause.

In fact, quite a nunber of students viewed himas the icing to the
reformasi cake.

Chandra does carry that weight. It is because he is a renowned soci al
activist, an intellectual and one with a certain degree of noral standing.
O her Keadil an | eaders were known to have used Chandra to justify the

exi stence of their party.

Their argunments were sinple: "If a person |like Chandra, who is a well-
known intellectual, can believe in our cause, why can't the rest of the
nation?"

Even then, despite attenpts to discredit Chandra, not many people from
Umo or the other Barisan Nasional conmponent parties dared to publicly run
hi m down, purely because of his standing in the eyes of society.

This, no doubt convinced the politically naive and the many Johnni es-
who-canme-1lately into Mal aysian politics.

The next question is, now that Chandra is no |onger in Keadilan and has
started to expose the party's shortcom ngs albeit in small doses, wll
those who believe in Keadil an because of him change their m nd?

Here, there are several types of supporters of political parties or
novenent s.

The first are those suffering fromthe herd nmentality, blindly foll ow ng
the crowd they keep to or live with.

Together with this group are those who, in their ignorance, are truly
convinced that their cause is right and noble.

The next are those who are critical and assess each and every party and
i ssue seriously before naking a stand.

The third are those who will join any party as long as it opposes the
other party that they hate for whatever reasons.

There is a fourth - those who are opportunists and will support any
political party for as long as they see they can gain sonmething out of it.
But such kind are usually in the ruling parties.

But this type can also end up setting up new political parties or
joining the opposition because they discover the pipeline is off limts to
t hem

Quite a nunber of themare definitely in Keadil an

Sonme returned to Umo when they saw an opening while the rest renai ned
i n Keadil an, hoping to gather anple political clout to either replace Umo
or to bargain their return to Umo's fold.

It is those suffering fromherd nentality, ignorant believers and the
critical-mnded ones that will be affected by the devel opnent in Keadil an

The revel ations fromthe |ikes of Chandra may affect the herd | eader and
it is possible the whole herd which believed in him may now decide to
throw their |lot back with Umo or get out of Keadilan altogether.

Those who believe that their intentions are noble and right may find it
difficult to swall ow what Chandra said and nmay turn to the other for
gui dance

The critical-mnded ones are fine as they will make their assessnents
and eval uate whether Chandra is right or nerely another one of those
frustrated politician-wannabes.

The third type will not change their m nd, may even try to discredit



Chandra and will join forces with the opportunists who have yet to see an
opportunity to change their stripes.

Then, the battle of wills shall determ ne whether Chandra or his
detractors in Keadilan will gain the upper hand in shaping the perception
of other nenbers and the public as to where Keadil an stands.

In actual fact, what is going on in Keadilan is an extension of an
earlier battle between Umo and Keadil an as a whol e.

Then, Chandra and present and potential future detractors in Keadilan
were together in the effort to prove that Umo was not to be trusted and
shoul d be denounced by not only the Malays but the rest of the nation

Umo was badly affected by these efforts. Keadilan gained a little bit
of ground while Pas, as earlier pointed out, took the lion's share of the
| ar gesse

Now, the battle is brought to a |lesser front but the outcome will have a
spil l over and undo nuch of the damage Keadilan inflicted on Umo
previously.

This is especially true when Chandra has publicly |abelled sone of the
Keadi | an | eaders as bei ng di shonest.

In the end, as the popular conclusion on politics goes - it is the
peopl e who are going to be the judge of all these devel opnents.

However, under the circunstances, surely, "liar, liar, a political party
on fire", is equally apt.
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