
Mahathir aryd 
W ho most frustrated the late French 

president Charles dc Gaulle? The 
French pcoplc. Who most frustratctl Mao 
Zcdonz? The Chinese oco~lc. II is oer- 
haps thUc natural lot of &&-minded: vi- 
sionary nationalists that their peoples do 
not live up to the gmls set for them. Ma- 
laysian Prime Minister Datuk Scri Maha- 
thir Mohamad h;\s neither all the f:\ults 
nor (as yet) all the strengths of cithcr dc 
Gaulle or Mao. But thcrc is a common 
thread: Mahathir wants to make his pco- 
plc i\ force to bc reckoned with; to reach 
that goal, however, rcquircs that the peo- 
plc tbcmsclvcs undergo radical changes in 
outlook and atlitudc. 

The people arc with him in willing the 
end he desires, and mostly believe the cor- 
rcctness of the path tow:\rds it. But ;\I-c 

they really prcparcd to undeitakc the 
journey? To say goodbye to friendly faces 
and accustomed ways to take the hard, un- 
certain ro:\d to fame and furtunc? A dozen 
years after Mahathir shocked Malaysii\ns 
- Malays ‘as much as non-Malays - with 
his blunt political testament The Mqhy 
Dilemma, the nature of the dilcmmn ma) 
h.$vc ch:\nged. but his underlying z\nalysi> 
remains largely valid. 

,Thcn, the dilemma. as summed up b) 
hahathir, was this: “If no impediment at 
all is pla.ced in the way of Chincsc domina. 
(ion of the economy of Malaysia, the 
country would certainly be prosperous. 
The Malav dilemma is whether the\ 
ihould stop trying to hdp thcmsclvcs i; 
order that they should be proud to bc the 
poor citizens of a prosperous country 01 
whether they should try to get at some 0, 
the riches that thiscountry boasts of, cvcr 
if it blurs the economic picturcof MaIaysi: 
a littlc.” 

He also described the dilemma as be 
twccn the Malays’ “dcsiic to assert thci 
rights and arrogate !o themselves wha 

thev consider to bc ihcirs. Jnd the OVCI 
-whelming dcsirc to bc polite. courtcou 
,anJ thoughtful of the rights and demand 
of others.” 
.. Partly as :I result of tl\c b!e*:: Economil 

qolicy (NEP) pi l:\rsc-sca!e, covcrrlmcnt 
led action to raise dramaticafv the statu 

, of Mnlays (thc..NEP was bcink drafted a 
,‘about the time Mahathir was writing hi 
book), the dilemma now looks diffcrcnt 11 

-rmany-Malays. Qogrcss since 1970 in in 
:crcasing Malay wealth: absolutely and r-cl 
. n‘!ively, ma,ssivcly raising education; 
tstandards and creating very rapid Mala 

tirbanisation has&xccedcd what even rad 
:‘&I voices such as Mahathir’s would the 
).havc thought co:!lci bc achieved in such 
;,shor,t time. The&lalays have unequivoca 
,ly’started to resolve the 1970 dilemma h 

‘ai;rogating to themselves a large slice c 
f-the cake:’ 1’ - 
%tfBut the ‘dilemma now may he how fi 
.t~hy arc prc 

8 
arcd to ditch accumulate 

; XFtoric,al’an attitudinal baggage in ordc 
:3o ensure that,the modcrnisation of socic 

+I+: become‘s self-sustainine for. altern: 

hc-pace of’changc). The end of the 20- 
{car NW is now only eight ycnrs wvay. If 
:urrcnt progress is~,m;iintaincd. most ol 
:hc numcric;\l goals - cmploymcnt. own- 
zrship, cducntional levels - will bc. 
roughly spcaking. &ievcd bv 1990. Bui 
how coual will the’ races rcallGbc bv then , 
in thci; role in the modern. industrial ur- 
ban economy and society?. Mcanwhilc. 
Malaysia may find,itsclf facing much lcs: 
lavourablc economic circumstances thnr 
it has known for the past dccadc. 

Mahathir is keenly aw:\rc tl\at the pact 
of change for Malays must bc sustained 
Shape up! Bc disciplinccl! Work hard! Fol. 
low~~cw Icads! Crcarc a NW hlalay Man 
Some of the rhctoric,bns been heard bc. 
fort. of course, even from former premicl 
Tun Hussein Onn. BOt Mahathir has a rc. 
markablc record for tcllingpcoplc-mos 

articularly Malays - what they do no 
‘ant to hear. 

T/JC M;~/;?~Di/emm~~, hc accurately prc 
ictcd. would CYIUSC “dcspondcncy arnc~n~ 

iomc and scvcrc rcscntmcnt ;\mong mo! 
Jthcrs.” !f non-Mal:\ys found his boo 
xorryingly ‘extreme in its nationalisrr 
nany Malays found it insulting. with il 
Jpcn discussion of some of the allege 
ncgativc characteristics of Malay societ! 
and his attribution of them to hcreditar 
iis well as cnvironmcntal factors. - - ..-. 

‘_.V’ 

WI alays werk a race which \yas lag&n 
behind and must be given [because c 

their rights in their own?and)‘the oppo 
tunity tocatch up with the more rcccnt in 
migrar\t races. Mahathir would now a 
most certainly bc more optimistic tha 
the! about the chances for,achiev$grapi 
change - atkjeast in the; hercd\tary fat 
tois. .(Of alt:$is theorieS,_thq ber;e’d,jty a 
gument was mo$t;!;suip’c’dt.) :” ’ ’ 

‘Those oufb# powcr’must bti &&io, 
al pcssimists:Whilc those in it must at lea 
try to be optimistic. The Malav achicvl 
mint of thi past decade must*also haI 
lifted sonic of Mahathir’s own dcspondel 
cy .about the. time nceded to correct tt 
‘;&ii .--~“-‘<,;.‘:;.‘~< &:t; ;,{.,:z’-’ *.- r , .,&’ r:‘,+ ::?,.:,.L>;q;‘: I. . 
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nbalancc. While cnnscrvativcs bclicvcd 
lat Malayswcrc equal. but diffcrcnt. Ma- 
athir the radical argued that Malays wcrc 
ncclu;\l and mL\st IX force-inarchcd to 
quality. 
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The wcqxm was ‘the political power 
l~at Malays had had since indcpcndencc. 
lut Mahathir could see this- had its 
angers. “Mcrdck:\ brought power and 
/calth to the new Malay Clite . . . Politics 
Ias iound to bc thc.panacca. It provided 
/hc short,cut to cvcrythinc . . _ crcatcd for 
hc Malays a soft cnviroimcnt which rc- 
novcd all chnllcnnc to their surviv;\l and 

Irogrcss. Political”powcr might ultimately 
&c their cornl’lctc,downfrrll.” 

Take up this same thread of argument 
ftcr a dozen years of the NEP and what 
lots it say? That some of the conditions -. _. 
ducation. urbanisation 1 for the. sus- 
ained advance of Malays have been crcat- 
#cl. But insofar as a rcasonablc livelihood 
or many \norc Mal;~ys has been provided 
IS a result of political powci redistributing 
hc rapidly growing national wealth. rath- 
:r than by fundamental change in the 
goals, attitudes and aptitudes of.Malays, it 
nay bc dnngcrous - just an expansion of 
hc dlitc and rcnticr class. of which Maha- 
hir was so scornful. 

Kemal Ataturk may currently not bc 
nuch in vogue in the Muslim world. And 
nodern, d&nocratic. multi-racial Malay- 
ii;\ is hardly the Turkey of 00 years ago. 
3ut Mahathir’s rcjcction of the sentimcn- 
al links with the British und the almost rit- 
4 admirati& of things South Korean 
\nd Japancsc have echoes of Ataturk’s 
:;\mpai&s ag;\inst the veil and Arabic 
;crint. and his substitution of the cloth can 

I 

:symbol of indust&l Britain) for tl?c tu;- 
Jilll. 

Ataturk built on a revival ofTurkish na- 
tional confidcncc. induced bv a defeat of 
Greece, after dccadcs of ottoman rc- 
treats. Mahathir is set to build on a great 
revival of Malay self-confidcncc after 
years of rctrc;\t bcforc British impcri:\lism 
and immigrant cntcrprisc. ’ 

The Malav tide turned in 1947 with the 
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defeat of Bfitain’s Malayan Union pro- 
posals - which would have given im\ni- 
grants equal rights with Malays. Confi- 
dcnce was boosted by indcpcndcncc, then 
by the economic:progress undcr_thcNEP-_. 
But Muhathir clearly bclicvcs that the 
forging of the new &lay Man able to 
stand on his feet intcrnationallv in the 
scientific age has only j&t begun.’ 

Mahathir’s antipathy to the British 
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seems to be far more a consequence of his 
general philosol)hy than any part\cular, 
personal prejudice. His campaign has an 
Ataturk-style symbolism-;\bout \t. British 
technology is becoming ciutdatcd; Bri- 
tain’s social system shows signs of decay; 
the British arc assbciatcd’with the past and 
a particular typclof Clitist! compromis$ 
past inpar!icula’r. .’ ( ’ I 

The very closc.~dcntifi&ion of,thc’c?id, 
Clitcs ‘with thines’British ha’; diminish&l 
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bashing - cspccially over the univcrsiry 
fees issue - is good clcctoral politics 
among all races. 

It dots make so;ilc Chincsc vaguely un- 
easy about who might be the next object of 
criticism. And in some quarters it raises 
concern that some of the bcttcr British 
Icgacics. such as ;I sound administrative 
structure and separation of powers. might 
suffer with the bad. But gcncrally it goes 
down well and prcscnts Mahathir as a 
strong Icadcr taking on ail old and iirro- 
ganl power. 

S outh Korea, of course, is ihe very 
model of a modern developing coun- 

try, which is beating the industrial West 
and now even challen ing the Japanese at 
their own game. It is a so rigorously disci- 

..s 

plined, abrasive. single-minded, direct, 
hard-working. etc. It 1s mosl of the things 
that Mahathir is and would like Malaysia 
10 bc. 

But for all his bluntness towards others, 
ali’ his cmnhasis on self-hcln and disci- 
pline, Mah’athir remains rcmjrkably thin- 
skinned in some ways. His antipathy todhc . . 

c, tcchliology-orlcntcd enterprises to 
and the industrial base. rather than 
ling-oiicntcd busiticsscs. In this cast a 
tbination of (Malay-controlled) gov- 
nent money with Malay positive so- 
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attitudes (involving coordination, 
lpromise and hierarchy - three very 
;III~SC characteristics) would be at least 
raluablc as the Chincsc attributes - 

Malay MBA degree-holder vs the 
nest cntreprcncur; the state btircau- 
:y-hig industry nexus of Japan and 
ith Korea vs the Overseas Chincsc- 
c small business-trader-indcpcndcnt 
fcssional class. 
‘his is only a random thought, but it is 
sible that any waning of the Chinese 
rcprencurial drive (as immigrant atti- 
cs weaken while any NEP disadvan- 
LS depress Chincsc morale and as the 
lcturc of the economy continues, as it, 
done since 1970, lo r&c in favour of 

:e state-related enterprises) may lead 
vlalay economic ii< \v~ll as political prc- 
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rich, Industrial world somclimcs sounds 
nmrc like T;Inzania’s I’residcn~ Julius 
Nycrcrc than the Icadcr of a successful, 
and fortunate, dcvcloping nation. Hc 
sometimes gives the impression that hc 
feels the NEP should bc applied globally. 

Such attitudes arc not at all the South 
Korean style. and have caused some to ask 
if hc will cope well if real adversity con- 
fronts the Malaysian economy, or whether 
he will take to blaming national problems 
on the unfairness of the world. 

The problem - the dilemma -also rc- 
mains. The Malaysians may want to hc as 
sudccssful in trade and industry as Lhc 
South Koreans. But do they- the Malays 
in particular - really want to be and live 
like the Koreans with their priorities and 
value systems? Secondly, can they? South 
Korea and Japan are about the most ho- 
mogeneous nations in thc’world - mono- 
coltural, monolingual, well dcfincd by 
geography and history. Malaysia is one of 
the least homogeneous. 
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Ultimately, of course, the goals of the 
NEP are to achieve some modest degree 
of homogcncity. by pushing the Chinese 
to adopt Malay linguistic and cultural 
mores. while the Maiays opt for urbanisa- 
tion, technology and self-discipline. But 
what is dchatablc is ho\v many of those in 
cithcr group who apprqvc of the goals arc 
nlso tlctcrmincd to follow the p:lth. 

Thcrc is also an intcrcsting sidelight to 
Ihc: South Korc~in-Japnliesc model. It is 
sometimes said in Malaysia that, in refer- 
ring to South Korea. Maha0~ir is really 
saying “Singapore” and ‘:the Chincsc.“To 
some cxtknt, that is probably true. He ad- 
mires Singapore’s discipline and cthnic- 

,Chincsc drive. But he has also hccn criti- 
cal of the attitudes of the Chincsc busi- 
ncssmcn. 

Sputh Korean and Japanese industri: 
$rowth has been based more heavily o 
sticial cohesion than on the small-busines 
‘cnircprcncbrship at which the Chines 
have exccllcd. Mahathir seems to thin 
that what Malaysians now ?ced arc large1 
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ilip Bowring, Deputy Editor of the 
VIEW, gives an outsider’s view of 
,laysian Prime Minister Mahathir 
lhamad and Malaysia’s dilemmas. 

incncc. That is a dilemma for the Chi- 
;c in ~hc future. For the Mnlays, more 
ni,cdiatcly, the question is how to re- 
)nd to the Mahathir prescription. 
Vlahathir’s zeal and the moves to root 
I inefficcncy and corruption have un- 
uhtcdly caught the imagination of Ma- 
rs. Even one of the Icadmg intcllcctual 
tics, Sycd Hussein Alatas, admits: “I 
I a bit cnthusiatic.” Hc adds: “I hclieve 
is really intent on doing something,” 

out the corruption which Alatas sees as 
: root of many racial as well as broader 
:ial problems. 
Even those who resent the intrusion> 
o privacy that a real anti-corruption 
ive must involve find it hard to quarrel 
th the intent. And even most ot those 
10 find it hard to work up anti-Britist 
:lings and have no wish to be like Soutl 
Jreans accept, intellectually. that this i! 

hc direction in which Malaysi;; ought to 
IC hcadcd. 

But there also seem; ti strong element 
)I: “Oh God, make me tough, technologi- 
XI, disciplined, etc. . . but not yet.” 

The same people who admire the aim 
:an almost simultaneously be found to 
qucslion values which place emphasis on 
economic and technical achievements to 
:he detriment of cultural and human 
tialucs - the very courtesy and considera- 
Lion for the rights of others that Mahathir 
jaw as a weakness. There are doubts too 
- among the liberal elite - about mate- 
rialism. “Are we not making an idol of 
GNP? Are there not better measurements 
of progress?” Yes, possibly: But they may 
be more traditionally Malay than contem- 
porary South Korean. 

Thus Mahathir faces a problem not only 
of establishing the ascendancy of a willing 
spirit over man’s naturally weak flesh, but 
the intcllectual,commitmcnt to his goals 
may not be complete. 

Hjs directness,. aloofness, an? single- 
mindedness are said by many to be not 
typically Malay - they certainly do not fit 
his own slcrcolypc of the Malays. For 
some, iI is a welcome style which will get 
things done. For others, even among the 
sympathisers, it carries dangers of prom- 
oting reaction, so that either the power of 
his writ will gradually wane or there will be 
a reaction by the body politic against it - 
as the Thai establishment reacted against 
the dedicated, clean, single-minded but 
narrow and inflexible Tanin Kraivixien: 

A related problem, some Mahathir en- 
thusiasts suggest, is that the prime minis- 
ter has few highly competent advisers who 
can be placed in key positions in the bu- 
rcaucracy to keep the momentum of 
change going. Although he works well 
with his deputy, Datuk Musa Hitam, the 
deputy is more of a grass-roots politician 
of liberal and gregarious instincts and 
more given to flexibility and compromise 
than his loner-idealist superior. 

Conquering inertia in the bureaucracy 
is more than a two-month campaign. And< 
rooting out graft from the political system 
could be beyond anyone’s ower. The 
United Malays National Brgatiisation 
(Umno) is a decentralised, grass-r6o:s qr- 
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ganisalion in a dccenlraliscil polilical cn- 
vironment. Its very dcmocr:\tic constilu- 
tion makes it hard to control. M:\h;\thir 
may want to follow in some of Singapore 
Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew’s foot- 
steps. But the Pea le’s Action Party and 
Umno are very d\f erent organisms. .P 

A third danger to the Mahathir scheme 
of things is the obvious one of outright 
reaction based on religious cstrcmism, 
which could threaten not only commun:\! 
harmony but the attitudes necdcd for a 
modern industrial economy. 

Many believe that the Malay communi- 
ty has weathered the strains of very rapid 
urbanisation remarkably smoothly so far. 
Although in recent years there has been a 
surge of dakwah (Muslim missionary) 
movements, as wet! as more extremist cx- 
pressions of religious sentiment, the 
vogue for highly-visible religiosity may 
have already peaked. To a large extent 
such movements were the natural rc- 
sponse of people from rural communities 
who n’ceded the identitv. and the security. 
of the group when they came to t!le to& 
and to a way of life which was not j\\st dif- 
ferent but strongly alien. 

Alatas sees a danger that out-of-power 
politicians may attern+ 
to USC the emotional 
appeal of religious be- 
liefs to come to power. 
appealing to rebction- 
arv. intolerant and , 1 

exclusivist instincts. 
However. he sees no 
conflict between reli- 
gion itself and urbani- 
sation which might en- 
gender a religion-based 
reaction. There is no 
need, says Alatas, to 
fear that religion will 
decay under tlye impact 
of industriatisation, as 
it did in Europe where 
church and state have 
tong been separate 
entities; thus there was 
no need for a clash in 
Malaysia. And in Europe, says Alatas, the 
beginning 
ceded the 

,,of the decay of religion pre- 
mdustrialisat\on. 

score, Malays should continue to prove 
pragmatic and adaptable to the demands 
Df social and economic change while re- 
fraining from forcing Islam\c pr&cpts 
3own the thro:\ts of non-Muslims. 

Bl\t there are ccr$ainly those whose rcli- 
gious principles :\nd intciprctations ‘arc 
more powerful than their specifically Ma- 
lay ones and who regard the riiodcrnised 
Malay, bc it the buslncss cxccutivc with 
his Merccdcs and his taste for whisky, or 
the girl factory-worker with her’ lipstick 
and a modicum of persona! and economic 
independence, 
VZlltWS. 

as, a threat .I0 religious 

The zealots consider thcsc “evils” to be 
incvitablc in a society which is both urba- 
nised nnd !>ermits all kinds of outrageous 
freedoms to the non-believers for whom 
gambling. pork. alcohol (and.cven prosti- 
tution) arc acceotablc. Insofar as religion 

I u 
is nn old attitl\dc. any LlppCill for nc\b 
ttQ\\king may hc considered by conscrv:\- 
tivcs iIS endangering the old indiscrimi- 
natelv. 

In -time. ai the ccon0m.y develops ant 
the r:\ce-economy gap narrows, class wil 
doubtless play a larger role - again pci, 
haps to the detriment of religion - as i 

* 

Students at the University of Malaya: MBAs of the future. 

Others point out that religious radicals 
have not opposed urbanisation per se, and 
dakw;\h movements !\a\~ a high propor- 
tion df technicallv-trained people. Stilt 

- others arc IIO~ so*sure illat religion and 
modernisation could not scriousty conflict 
if religious radicals ally themselves with 
conservative political forces anxious to 
shore up their access to privilege and 
patronage and perhaps too,bne day, with 
elements of a more poiiticised and powcr- 

-&I military. , 
etigionpcrseis’inissuewhichtheruling R coalition must take into account. Even 

if the majority is no m’ore - and’pcrh:\ps 
‘tess-~re!igiously.inctined than before, the 
‘number of activists has grown, and with it 
the need for government to occasionally 
yield to the demands of intolerance. 

To be Malay is.by definition (contrary 
to the situation in Indonesia) to be Mus- 
lim. But the two, are not entirely synony- 
mous. Malay culture contains. many pre- 

‘Islamic customs hot in accord with the 
sirict& Islainic interpretati.ons;. On this . ._, 
22 

allying point. lnd\\strial workers of what- 
:ver race wilt necessarily begin to see a 

:ommonality of interests which surpasses 
:thnic and ;c!igio\\s background. ‘Some 
:tnim this is atre;\dv haDucninz. for cxam- 
)te in lhc elcctron~cs f&orie57of Penang. 
3ut class will be stow to gel. In urban 
\rcas. the races tend to separate naturally 
nto their own communities, cvcn among 
he middle-class whcrc education’al lcvcls 
-night bc thought to form a basis for in& 
grated communities. _ 

Among some Malays thcrc is rcscnt- 
lnent against maldistribution of the fruits 
of the NEP. Many rural Malays have bare- 
ly benefited at at! - at least in terms of 
crish income. But to manv that is a situs- 
tion perhaps more rcadiiy cxploitcd by 
Right than Left. Anyway, the Malay Left. 
for all its antipathy to capitalism and feu- 
dalism and its,attacks on rich cliques, is 
still seen by most non-Malays as more Ma- 
la’y than Left. ,! 

Ind,ccd, it is,p&hapi thb b’asic strength 
df the Malays that :\cross the political 
spectrum all believe that the Malays must 
be the “definitive people” (to use Maha- 
thir’s phrase),.of Malaysia. And most 
would probably.takc the hard (to non-M& 

ays) line that: “If c\t\zGi%ip is contcrrcd 
on r;\ccs other than Mal;\ys; it is bcc:\use 
tile Malays consent to this. Th;\t consent is 
conditional.” 

Malay instincts fo;J’comDromise and 
bargaining should mean thaisevcrc prob- 
tcms relating to religious issues, among 
the Malays or vis-g-vis the non-Matays are 
avoid&. In the past, the strict interpre- 
tations of Islam ha& tcn’dcd to bc 
most evident in coastai towns where Ma- 
lays have been open IO influxesof Mtistims 
from India and Arabia. Mahathir himsctf, 
like many Malay leaders. comes from such 
a mixed background. 

S uch intermarriages, according td Ma- 
hathir himself. “enriched Malav stock” 

and as a result of this ‘outside influence 
town-Malays “found no difficulty in 
ch:\nging with the times.” Disciplined, in- 
tellectual Islam was a force for progress. 
!,n thcsc terms. hobvevcr. the prohlcm pcr- 
tiaps now is thnt the up-to-dute cxtc;nal 
influences are not readilv available frorri 
Muslim socictics. In tekms of moderA 
skills, urban attitudes and education, Ma- 
lays arc now at least as advanced as any 
large Muslim ruling community. 

Look East! is now the crv. but thcrc ;\re 
not many Muslims in E%t Asia. The 
dilemma is ‘two-fold. The Malays must 
lose some of their traditional charactcris- 
tics of tolerance and compromise, and ah. 
sorb and be more ruthless and busincss- 
minded. As Malays, they may be able to 
do this without risking loss of identity. But 
can thcv do it as Muslims as welt? 

Hcre’the Malay dilemma meets the Chi- 
nese dilemma. The Chinese can lose much 
of their Chincscncss, Icai-II Malay and 
English, forget their own languages, cul- 
tural traditions, lion dances, etc., even di- 
lute some of their clan and familv-based 
husincss cntcrprisc. In other wo~?s they 
ci\n throw out all their traditional :\nd 
chauvinist b;\ggagc but stilt remain little 
nearer to joining the Matays as cqu:\! 
partners. 

Looking at the situation of the Chinese 
in the days of the Malacca @tanate. Ma- 
hathir wrote:. “Even when the Chinese 
ndopted the Innguagc. dress and !)i\rt of 
the-customs of the Matavs thcv wcrc not 
acccptahlc bccausc of rdligiou~s diffcrcn- 
ces. Intermarriage between Ma!ays ::nd 
Chincsc \\‘i\s cxtrcmcly r:\rc.” 

It still is. That confronts. the Chinese 
with the dilemma of lvhcthcr to fight to rc- 
tain as much as possibtc of their-Chinese 
traditions OIT the assumptions thi\t thcrc 
will nlways bc separate races and that Ma- 
laysia’s nim m\\st bc the hnrmony of diffcr- 
ent elements, within the context of Malay 
as the prcdominanf culture, rather- than 
intqgration. Or whether to lose part of 
the\r idcntiiy in the hope of cvcntun! intc- 
gratibn. 

For the Malaya thcrc rcm;\ins the new 
dilemma: whcthcr they should make !?orc 
compromises with religion and trad\t\on, 
both for the sake of national unity and 
thus speed their ovjn absdrption of the at- 
titudcs: ideas and skills of an’drbaniscd. 
sc!f:rcl\ant, socially- and technically-_ad- 
vanccd state. And whether, aS they gain 
economic equality, they will hc prepared 
to set non-Malays acc!uire m&e of a share 
of the. political power that -alone assures 
that they arc the definitive pcriplc. " 'Gl 
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