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Abdul I ah' s wi nds of change

Kal i mul I ah Hassan

TEAMAORK had a lot to do with the Barisan Nasional's bigwininthe
general election but inthe euphoria there are whiners who insist that
t hey deserve better rewards, wites KALI MJLLAH HASSAN

ON Sunday, two weeks after his Barisan Nasional resoundingly won
Mal aysi a' s general election, Prime M nister Datuk Seri Abdul | ah Ahmad
Badawi net his full squad of Menbers of Parlianment and state assenbl ynen
and credited themfor working as a teamfor victory

He downpl ayed anal ysis attributing the BN victory to the "Pak Lah
factor". They appl auded hi mbecause, w thout a doubt, they worked hard for
the BN s winnot only inits traditional strongholds, but alsointhe
supposedl y unassail able "green belt" States of Terengganu, Kel antan and
Kedah. They al so reversed Pas' advances in Perlis, Perak, Sel angor and
Pahang.

In the euphoria of such a big win, Abdullah's nessage of "teamwork" may
have el uded those present. It certainly did not get nuch play in the
nmedi a.

Most peopl e have short menori es and none, maybe, nore so than
politicians. There are al ready sone who, before the el ection, were
preparing for their political denise, but nowseemto think that they were
sol ely responsi ble for their own bigger margins.

And there are sone, fromthe BN, who now feel that they should be
rewar ded wi th seni or gover nnent positions and were di sappoi nted that they
wer e not.

There are others, fromthe Opposition, who accept victory as the
people's will and attribute defeat to a denial of the people' s will. So
Kel ant an, whi ch Pas won, was t he peopl e' s denocrati c choice. Terengganu
which it lost, was "stolen" by unfair tactics. It is a no-win situation

In the case of the BN, when a person is in a position to dish out the
"largesse" - in this case positions of power - like the Prime Mnister is,
it is asimlar catch-22 situation

More than hal f the BN MPs were given positions in the adnministration
the majority of them especially at deputy minister and parlianmentary
secretary | evel, young and bei ng grooned for nore seni or positions within
the next two to five years. Yet not all are happy.

There are the whiners who felt that they had not been recogni sed; that
they had been sidelined; that they deserved better.

They di sput ed t he appoi ntnent of certain mnisters; they clainedthat
they are better than some who had been gi ven positions. Today, after
havi ng won, they have so easily forgotten howthey won.

Fine, there was the BN concept of powersharing, the pronise of peace and
prosperity. But did not the Opposition prom se utopiainits manifesto?
Reduced t axes, cheaper cars, utilities and all?

Fine, the BN has a proven track record. That is why it has won every
el ection since i ndependence. But not as spectacularly as this one. Wat
causes "the wi nds of change" that result in the voter swing in favour of
one party over another?

The "wi nds of change" saw Pas wi nning i n Kel antan and Terengganu i n 1999
and advanci ng i n Kedah, Perak, Sel angor and Pahang. But why did the w nd
reverse direction in 2004?

Wel | regarded retired Penang MCA chief Tan Sri Dr Sak Cheng Lam who
posed this question, has no clear answers. But he concurs w th DAP



chairman LimKit Siang that it was the Abdull ah Ahnad Badawi tsunam . Pas'
Kel antan State Assenbly Speaker Datuk Wan Rahi msays the sane, only
phrasing it as the "Pak Lah factor".

In 1969, after the Alliance, the BN s predecessor, experienced its worst
el ectoral performance culmnating in the May 13 racial riots, Tun Abdu
Razak Hussein ushered in the wi nds of change by having a nati ona
reconciliation Government which saw the BN roar i nto power.

In 1982, Tun Dr Mahat hir Mohanmad captured the i magi nati on of Mal aysi ans
with his blunt, forward style and the BN won i npressively.

In 2004, after the devastating 1999 split in the Mal ay ground, Abdull ah
whet her he acknowl edges it or not, was the catal yst for the winds to bl ow
inthe BN s favour, friend or foe say.

Abdul lah is right in saying that it was the BN s comm tnent, teamspirit
and cooperation that gave the coalition victory. But the consensus is that
had he not been able to provide the | eadershi p, and had he not captured
t he peopl e's i magi nation and earned their trust, the teamwoul d not have
wor ked as wel |l and victory woul d not have been as massi ve.

It was his teamof commtted and i dealistic aides, young and ol d, and
Umo and BN col | eagues who supported and devi sed his i deas and his
nonal i ce cl ean canpai gn t herme, whi ch worked with one idealistic objective
- a better future for Ml aysi a.

It was Abdul | ah's coalition coll eagues, who, believing in him fought
tooth and nail to west back inch-by-inch Qpposition territory.

Even then, in the early pre-election days and during the run-up, there
were the mal contents, the recalcitrant and the egoistic, power-driven
i ndi vi dual s who sullied the canpai gn. But they were few and nanageabl e.

Today again, there are the discontented and frustrated fewthat are
poi nting fingers at the sanme Abdul | ah teamthat managed t he el ecti on so
wel | . These disgruntled BNpoliticians and their throng of shepherded
supporters are agitating through the vi ntage poi son-pen letters, the Short
Messagi ng Service (SM5) and the traditional coffee house scandal -
nongeri ng.

The Cabinet |ine-up that Abdull ah announced is the source of their
vitriol. The di sappoi nt ment anong the nore neutral intelligentsia,
anal ysts and nedi a who expect ed sweepi ng changes, has provi ded t he
frustrated politicians and supporters the feed to agitate the ground.

For those who expected revol uti onary changes, the responses are fairly
simlar.

"Not nuch change.”

"Not good enough.”

"Sane old, sone old."

Go further. Ask what would satisfy their expectation of sweeping
changes. And inevitably, the answer boils down to the renoval of three or
four Cabinet personalities perceived to be tainted.

Therefore, if these three or four personalities were excluded, would it
have been a good Cabi net? The consensus is "yes".

Three or four out of a 33-menber Cabinet and yet it is not good enough
for the critics. But they cannot be bl amed because t heir expectations were
different.

It could not have been an easy choice for Abdul | ah. He came up with the
l'ine-up after considering the reality of conponent party politics, racial
bal ance, gender, distribution of power between the peni nsul a and Sabah and
Sar awak.

Abdul | ah' s persona and his character are the nmai n reasons why voters
strongly backed the BNin the election. And this is probably the very
reason why he included a few of those personalities in his Cabinet.

It is not Abdullah's style to condem a person unless it can be proven



that the person is guilty of wongdoing or there are reasonabl e grounds to
doubt that person's integrity. Perception or accusation, to him is not a
good enough reason.

Sone may say politics is a game of perception and politicians do not
fall in the category of innocent until proven guilty.

But for Abdullah, his friends say, a person will not be judged just
based on accusations nmade agai nst him In the nurky world of politics,
all egations and finger-pointing are a norm If Abdullah were to take
action based on unproven charges, he woul d not have many people to choose
from even if he were to source themfromopposition politicians.

Abdul I ah shoul d know. During the Umo battles of 1987, 1990 and 1993, he
was accused of many things. Wien he first becane Deputy Prinme Mnister, a
picture was posted on the Internet, trying to show that he condoned
drinking liquor, an attenpt to bl em sh his Islam c image.

Even in the recent el ection, besides the allegations of abuse of power
and cruel ty chucked at himby t he opposition Keadil an party, Pas accused
hi mof not being a filial son, being unlslamc and "pretending" to be
religi ous because he | ed prayers.

Lest people forget, in the nonths pre-ceding his succession to Prinme
M nister, many critics of the Cabinet |line-up also said Abdul I ah coul d not
hol d t he BN and Umo toget her because he was seen as weak, or too nice and
too soft. Those who sai d he was not good enough to be Prinme Mnister then
wer e anong t hose who, four nonths |later, said he was Ml aysi a' s best
chance for the future.

No-wi n situation again.

In focusing on the fewdisliked personalities in the Cabinet, people
overl ook the fact that nore than half the deputy mnisters and
parliamentary secretaries are new, have good i mage, and are bei ng gr ooned
for the | eadership of the future.

The stall ed regeneration process is taking place with an earnest ness and
vi gour not seen since Dr Mahat hir brought in many young and fresh faces in
1982.

Don't people |ike Datuk Dr Maxi mus Ongkili, Datuk Khal ed Nordi n, Datuk
Husni Hanadzl ah, Negri Senbil an's Dat uk Mohanmed Hassan, Datuk Dr Mashitah
I brahim Datuk Seri Ong Ka Ti ng, Datuk H shamruddi n Hussei n, Datuk Shafie
Apdal , Datuk Dr Awang Adek Hussi n, Ahmad Shabbery Chi k or Terengganu's
Datuk Idris Jusoh reflect a new hope for Ml aysi a?

Don't the experienced and tested ones |i ke Datuk Dr Shafie Mohd Sal | eh,
Dat uk Must apha Mohaned, Datuk Dr Fong Chan On, Datuk Seri Dr Li mKheng
Yai k and many of the others count at all?

Since being sworn in as Prime Mnister on March 23, Abdul | ah has
repeatedly stated his conditions and criteria which he expects his
col | eagues to abide by - honesty, integrity, hard work, service to
constituents and being free fromcorrupt practices.

The BN MPs and assenbl ymen are his choice, by and large. Their slate, as
far as Abdull ah i s concerned, is not desecrated but if they violate his
code of ethics, he will cone down hard on them He has proni sed Mal aysi ans
that he will not protect themand | eave themto the devices of the | aw
shoul d they stray.

They have been warned and for the Prime Mnister, it is not only his
reputation but also that of his admnistration that is at stake. Short
menories or not, people have given himtheir trust and five years down t he
road, when the BN goes acanvassing for votes, people will renenber these
prom ses.

Much as those di sappointed are critical, no one can be nore aware of the
consequences of violatingthe people's trust than Abdul | ah hinsel f. He has
taken an oath and if his 26 years of spotless public service in politics



i s a benchmark, he has al ways kept his word. If he does not, he knows that
the people will renenber in 2009.

As for the frustrated politicians who are angry they did not get the
positions they desired, they should renenber that teammork had led to
their victory. Mich as their sense of self-inportance tells themthat they
won because they are the best, they should take a | esson fromAbdul | ah's
message to the MPs and assenbl ynen that "Pak Lah al one coul d not win the
el ection".

If they can learnalittle humlity, then they will also realise that
conmeback kids are not ararity in Malaysian politics. If they arereally
that good, their day will cone.
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