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SEVERAL parties have already |aunched canpaigns to inform their nenbers
and supporters why Pas' idea of an Islanmic state nmust be rejected

The political parties representing the Chinese community have finally
become united on a national issue.

However, the reaction fromthe Malay and Muslim comunities is nuted
This is understandable but regrettable.

The current generation of Ml ays has been led to believe that to
criticise the idea Pas propounds of an Islamic state or to even conment on
subj ects such as the introduction of the hudud system is tantanount to a
criticismof Islamitself.

There is a surprisingly w despread perception that to question the
version of Islam being promoted by Pas is to question the very faith
itself.

This inability or unwillingness to differentiate between matters of
state and personal beliefs has arisen because of incessant demands by
religious groups who aspire for political power.

To these groups, there is no separation between affairs of the state and
religion. Their own peculiar system of belief subsunes everything

This approach is not unique to the Miuslim polity. H ndu-based political
parties in India and Jewi sh political groups in Israel say the sane thing;
that their political systens be subservient to their religious demands

Fortunately, there are nmany who still believe that to preserve the
sanctity and purity of religion, it must not be allowed to be used for
political expedience

The Malay comunity nust overconme its reluctance to get involved in so-
called religious issues affecting this nation. There can never be a
nmeani ngf ul di scourse on nation building unless this happens.

If the issue is sidestepped or a non-conmttal, and, presumably,
politically safe stance is taken, it will lend credence to Pas and those
that hold that it is on the true path.

Lest it be forgotten, our Federal Constitution is a docunent forging
together the aspirations of different conmunities, and the system of
government that flows fromit is designed to enable those communities to
achi eve their aspirations together.

It is also a constitution that incorporates the established principles
of the United Nations Charter and of nobdern nation states - thus not only
bringing Malaysia within the fold of the comunity of nations but also
assuring its citizens of basic rights which cut across religious and
et hni ¢ bounds.

For Pas to use religion as a pretext to oppose the Federal Constitution
and its framework is both unacceptabl e and dangerous.

For the Malay and Muslim conmunity to distance itself from the issue
conpounds this danger and is a disservice to Umo and those who fought and
died to protect this country and its Constitution.

Umo and the Malay community should not feel anbivalent about the issue
of Pas' proposed Islamc state or feel "guilty about taking a position on
it".

It nust be remenbered that it was the Malay community and Umo, together
with the MCA and MC, representing the two other major races in the
country, which fought for independence.

It was they who agreed to accept the Federal Constitution together with



the Malay Rulers and the Malay States. Sabah and Sarawak |ater canme to
enbrace the Constitution.

Wy then do some within Umo and the Malay comunity take a back seat
when chal | enged by Pas on the issue?

Pas' version of an Islamic state nay be disguised as a religious issue
but it in fact threatens the very core of our nation's identity.

It is not enough that only non-Mislins oppose it, every Ml aysian
regardl ess of his religious affiliation or ethnicity nust oppose it, too.
Here's why.

Pas' Islamic state will permanently divide the citizenry. One set of
laws and rules for Muslins and one for others.

The world saw this nodel of a legal systemin Nazi Germany, and, nore
recently, in South Africa before Mndel a.

Both regines purported to base their systens on self-proclained
religious virtues, but the result was bigotry and oppression.

Muslinms must not be deluded into thinking that Pas' Islamic laws will be
just and will do justice to them

God's laws are undoubtedly just, but if interpreted and enforced by
unjust politicians and their appointees, Mislins, too, will suffer.

Pas | eaders have failed to prove that they have great noral fibre or
conpassion or a deep sense of fairness in administering two States in the
Feder ati on.

They have failed to administer these States fairly under nmannade | aws.
How then can we expect of themto be capable and just in inplenmenting
God's | aws?

Muslims in this country should never forget the suffering and injustices
perpetrated by Nuneri in Sudan and Zia U Haq in Pakistan. W should never
forget that they, too, purported to inplenent what they considered to be
Islam c | aws.

Pas declares that it will observe and protect human rights as long as it
does not violate the syariah. Mre accurately, one should read this to
nmean the Pas' version of the syariah

So if you are an Umo nenber, your rights can be violated if Pas clains
that you are not a pure Muslim If you are a citizen wanting to exercise
those basic freedons and rights guaranteed under the present system you
would not allowed to do so if it is Pas' viewthat it violates the
syari ah.

The promise by Pas to protect human rights is akin to Henry Ford's
prom se to the Anerican public on his fanbus Mddel -T - you can ask for any
col our you want so long as it is black

Pas accepts denocracy as the nethodol ogy through which it would realise
its political goals; but that is as far as it goes.

Denocracy is seen by Pas as a way to establish and naintain a religious
theocratic |eadership with no respect for the denocratic processes
freedom and rights of equality enshrined in our Federal Constitution

The Pas docunent proclains that the suprene |eader under Pas' Islanic
state would be a godfearing and virtuous Muslim But who would decide?

In practice, only Pas nenbers would qualify and no one el se. Non-Mislinms
would certainly not qualify to lead. Even Umo nenbers would be deprived
of a chance. Wwere then is the equality anong Mal aysi ans?

Under the Pas version of an Islanmic state, the Federation, as we know

it, will be destroyed. Power will shift fromthe elected representatives
to a supposedly w se religious |eader
Parliament will just be a shura, a consultative council, and the suprene

wi se leader will be the ultimte decision-mker - determ ning what is good
for the country. Ayatollah Khoneini once had that privilege and power.
The constitutional protections now enjoyed by the various ethnic groups



wi Il becone epheneral - the protection they will then have will be subject
to the whins and fancies of this suprenme w se | eader and his attendant
t heocracy.

Mal aysia will no |onger be the Malaysia we recogni se

Al'l Ml aysians, including the Malay comunity, nust not hesitate to
oppose this attenpt to usurp the power of the people.

Denocracy nust not be allowed to be used as a tool to kill denobcracy.
Freedons that our founding fathers won for us at |ndependence must be
protected at all costs.

The prosperity that the country enjoys stens nainly fromthe w sdom of
our founding fathers in developing a society that kept the various races
t oget her in harnony.

The foundation of such a society was the Federal Constitution that laid

down a denocratic system of governnment and enshrined fundanental |iberties
such as equality before the law and the freedomto practise one's
religion.

Pas will succeed as long as it is able to put fear in the mnds of the

Mal ay conmunity that to oppose its rule and policies is sinful

The Mal ay community mnust renenber that there are hundreds of mllions of
Muslinms all over the world holding to their faith in earnest and
dedi cation yet living in a secular state.

In pursuing its political aspirations, the Malay comunity must realise
that a secular state is not inconsistent with the practice of Islam

MIllions of Muslinms in America, Europe, India, Egypt, Turkey and China
are able to live peacefully and able to practise their faiths freely
because the constitutions of those countries protect religious freedom
just as the Federal Constitution does in Ml aysia.

Wul d any of them be considered less of a Muslimor less faithful in the
eyes of God because there is no nullah as their |eader?

Are any of them |less of a Miuslim because they don't have |aws that
segregate them from non- Musli nms?

Wl the 100 million Muslins in India feel better protected if Indiais
ruled by a H ndu suprene religious |eader who woul d have the power to
deci de what protection to accord them what taxes can be levied on then®

Surely not. In fact, India can harnmoniously have a Mislim president and
a Hindu prime ninister because India does not subscribe to Pas' idea of a
religious state.

Muslins all over the world get protection from secular constitutions
even when they are minorities. Shouldn't the Muslinms in Mlaysia, too
defend this Constitution to protect Malaysian mnorities?

The rights and freedons enshrined in the Federal Constitution were also
put in place to provide a constitutional framework to give expression to
the aspirations of the majority Malay comunity.

These constitutional safeguards have put the Malay comunity and
Mal aysia on the world nmap. W are known and respected

The comunity's progress is the envy of nany of our neighbours as well
as other post-colonial nations. In 45 short years, we have beconme a known
and respected voice in the Mislimand non-Mislim worlds.

To enbrace Pas' idea of an Islamc state would not only set us back 45
years but also forfeit the opportunity given to the Malay comunity by our
founding fathers to nake our presence known in the world.

Musl ins nust not succunb to the enotions of the power hungry. Pas nust
not succeed in its attenpt to politically blackmail us by using and
guestioning our faith.

Faith can only be neasured by the Al mghty and not sonme politician hell
bent in the pursuit of political power.

We must never allow our religious beliefs and conmtnent to be



guestioned just because we don't subscribe to Pas' fancy political ideas.
As former Prime Mnister Tun Dr Mhat hir Mhamad has al ways rem nded us,

we are Muslins living in a Miuslim country under the Federal Constitution.
That shoul d be enough.
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