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Aussi e hypocrisy

HYPOCRI TES ought not to judge others. The Aussie nove to detain suspects
wi t hout charge clearly shows double standards. Australia, a loud critic of
Mal aysia's Internal Security Act, has succunbed to reality's dictates - as
has the United States and Britain before it - and adopted a sinilar
nmeasure, no |ess draconian. The Howard Governnent's wllingness to wheel
and deal with the Opposition just so the Bill is passed is indicative of
its commtnment to the neasure, invective against Milaysia' s |SA

not wi t hst andi ng.

O course, sonme will argue that Australia has limted it to just seven
days as opposed to Malaysia's 60 days. Neverthel ess, the inclusion of the
principle of detention without trial into the statute books is an
adni ssion of the legitimcy of such a law in the face of threats against
the country's security and sovereignty. The difference in perception is
therefore, one of mere degree.

Why then are the European nations, as defined by the Prime Mnister
i nsistent that they hold the noral high ground when, in the fina
analysis, they are as nuch a captive of their circunstances as we are?
Wul d such an admi ssion place us too close to them for their |iking?
Because, with that adnmission will conme a point where statesnen such as
Datuk Seri Dr Mhathir Mhanmad nust be given their due as equals. Wen
that point is reached the |oss of unquestioned European supremacy becones
i nevitable. Hence the double standards that pervade the policies of the
Angl o- Arerican axis, as pointed out by Australia' s fornmer UN envoy Richard
Butler. As in this instance, the nove held as correct by the Howard
adnm nistration is obviously not equated with the ISA, when in essence the
two are identical, despite all protestations to the contrary. The pot
calling the kettle black also provides the pretext to invade another
country said to be incapable of dealing with its own terrorists.
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