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Ladi es and GCentl enen,

| would like to thank the Council of Foreign Rel ations

for inviting me to address this august body. It is with
some trepidation that | put forward some of ny thoughts on
the i nmportance of world | eadership in the post-Cold War era.

2. Despite the end of the Cold War and per haps because of

it we are witnessing today the outbreak of serious conflicts
in various parts of the world. Age-old ethnic and
national i stic antagoni sm subdued by authoritarian rule, are
resurfacing. Critical international econom cs and soci al
devel opnent issues remain intractable, and devel opi ng
countries continue to be marginalised. The world clearly
still needs strong | eadership of the kind that |ooks beyond
nati onal boundari es.

3. Yet when the G7 net recently in Tokyo they were | ed by
"incredible' |eaders, i.e. |leaders who had no credible
support at hone.

4. Denocracy is supposed to mean rule by the majority.
These government | eaders had support-ratings well below a
denocratic majority. And yet they represent the nost

power ful denocratic nations of the world.

5. The worl d needs not just world | eaders by virtue of

being | eaders of great countries but decisive |eaders in
worl d affairs. These | eaders nust be concerned not just

with their own position but willing and able also to do what
is right.

6. In the rubble of the collapsed '"evil enpire' sone of

the nost cruel wars are being fought. A whole ethnic group
is being extermnated in full view of everyone, aided by a
m sgui ded arns enbargo. Hundreds of thousands have been
killed and nore than two mllions forced to flee their burnt
towns and vill ages.



7. 1 n Bosni a- Her zegovi na, in Nagorno Karabakh, in Abkhazia
and many ot her places, all these horrors are taking place.

8. A leaderless world nerely stands by to watch without
ext endi ng a hel pi ng hand.

9. Inthe field of trade, |eaders nerely submt to
donmestic pressures. Policies are nade purely for narrow
short-termpolitical interest. That such policies are
damaging in the long-run are ignored.

10. Wth the defeat of Comuni smand, for the snal

nati ons, the option to defect, international relations no
| onger consists of counter offers in order to win support.
Choi ces are out. Pressures and threats are in.

11. And why are strong nations and world powers so

seem ngly unable to handl e even sinple problens? Wiy are
they led by such weak | eaders? At the hour of their
greatest triunph why are the Western denocraci es so
unwi | i ng and incapable of handling even small mlitary
upstarts like Serbia or Arnenia? Wiy are they not reaping
t he ' peace dividends' follow ng upon the end of the Cold
War? Way are they leaving the world so | eaderl ess?

12. The answer may lie in the corruption of denocracy. Al
these nations are weak in practically all fields because
they practise a distorted form of denocracy; a denocracy
that stresses formrather than substance. Denocracy has
become an article of faith wherein its worship is far nore
i nportant than the practical results obtained fromit.

13. It is dangerous to nake a religion out of an ideol ogy.
For 70 years the Russians practised Comuni smas a religion
As such everything that was done in the nane of Conmuni sm
was accepted unquestioningly. We betide any non-believers
in their mdst.

14. As a result a country rich in resources popul ated by a
highly cultured and advanced peopl e was reduced to extrene
poverty and backwar dness.

15. It was obvious to outsiders that far fromdistributing
weal th equal ly anong the people, Communi smwas actual ly

di stributing poverty. The prom sed 'workers paradise' was
not materialising. Instead the Conmmuni st countries were
becom ng hellish dictatorshi ps which oppressed the workers
in particular.

16. Still no one dared to question the ideology and the
systemthat went with it. No one dared to be a heretic.
Everyone had to be a faithful believer. Even when what was
bel i eved was obviously incorrect, wong and false -- a
bel i ever had to believe, especially a believer in the m dst
of other believers.

To question is not only heretical; to questionis to invite



pai nful retribution, inprisonment and even deat h.

17. And so Conmuni sm went on inflicting sufferings and
damagi ng the econonmy of Russia for 70 years. It took a
cunning man to work his way up to the sumit of the system
to break it.

18. It is clearly dangerous to nmake a religion of an

i deol ogy. Now we are doing that to denocracy. Challenge
denocracy and you will be branded a heretic. Challenge even
the esoteric interpretati ons of denocracy and the fanatics
will be after you, branding you as an unbeliever, a
renegade.

19. As nuch as the Communi sts were intolerant, the
denocrats, particularly the Iiberal denocrats, are
intolerant. You risk excomrunication if you question the

wi sdom of even the | ess fundanental of denocratic practices.
You will be branded and hounded by the denocratic press and
the fanatical denocrats.
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20. | ama denocrat and Malaysia is a denocratic Country.
Americans will nost probably smle at this assertion. But
we in Malaysia will continue to insist that we are
denocratic. Qur viewis that denocracy is not a religion
that it is nerely a political system that it is not
perfect. It is not a cure-all for social, political and
economni ¢ nal adi es. | ndeed, denocratic fanaticismis nore
likely tocreate social, political and econom c probl ens
rather than cure them The present mal ady assailing the
western nations, the weakness in their |eadership in
particular, is due to denocratic extrem sm

21. \Wen denocracy was first defined, it neant nmerely a
system of governnent by the people. But since then many new
qual i ficati ons have been added, without which a popul ar
Government woul d not be regarded as denocratic. However,
even if we take the basic sinple majority, we will find that
nost denocratic Governnments fail the test.

22. A denocratic governnment should really have nore than 50
percent of the people supporting it. In the West, where
voter turn-out seldomreach 50 percent, it is possible that
a government, supported by 26 percent of the voters, to be,
"denocratically elected . Such governnments are usually weak
as desertion by one or two nenbers would bring them down.

23. In a nultiparty system there may be no party able to
get a majority. A post-election coalition results in a weak
government in which the bigger party lives in fear of the
smal l er coalition partner. Effectively it is the smal
coalition party which rules. And that is far from
denocrati c.

24. If the proportionate systemis used the chances of any
party getting half the votes cast are very renote. Again



weak coalitions have to be formed or a mnority Government
set up, hardly denocratic and certainly weak.

25. Excepting where an election gives a very big mgjority
to the party form ng the governnent, the denocratic system
is nmore likely to return weak governnents. Wak governnents
will throw up weak | eaders, concerned nore with placating
the electorate than with doing the right things.
Governnments which will do only popul ar things, cannot
govern.

26. The majority of the people are not always right. The
majority of Serbs voted for the genoci dal governnent of

Sl obodan M1l osevic. And the majority can very often be
oppressive of the mnority. And so soneone decided that a
denocracy must accord rights to the mnority or the
individual. This is a contradiction in ternms especially

when the exercise of minority or individual rights adversely
curtails or negate the rights of the majority.

27. Today the facists are back. They are a mnority. Left
to themselves their jingoismis likely to gain them

i ncreasi ng support. Renmenber how the Nazis came to power?
Does a denocracy uphold the denocratic principle or does it
deny denocratic rights to a dangerous mnority?

28. In any society the rich nmust be fewer than the poor
people. O course sone rich people are crooks. But in a
mar ket econony the rich are likely to be the entrepreneurs,
t he people who create wealth and jobs. Wthout them a

mar ket econony cannot prosper.

29. But their nunbers are fewer than the workers. A
denocrati c governnent needs votes. Pandering to the
entrepreneurs, even though they may be in the right, is not
going to be helpful to politicians. It is nore politically
expedi ent to support the nore numerous workers. And so
wages and costs go up, and productivity and conpetitiveness
go down. This is certainly not good for a country conpeting
inthe world market. It can eventually underm ne the
economy. But it is denocratic.
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30. There are many nore things wong with the practice of
denocracy. The arrogance of power of the nedia before whom
the nost powerful politician cringes. The power of the
trade uni ons, the power of the pressure groups, the

| obbyi sts, the Non-CGovernnental O ganisations (NG, the

| ocal party boss. Then there is the need to be transparent,
the fear of the intentional |eak. Even |l aws may be broken
in the name of denocracy.

31. Wen a leader is elected in a western denocracy his
mai n concern is to stay in power. He has little time for
anything else. If under the | aw he cannot stand again, then
he is regarded as a | ame-duck President, who literally is

I ame.



32. Is it any wonder that there are no credible | eaders
fromthe western denocracies?

33. The world is faced with many problenms. W have
political problens, econom c problens, social problens and
probl enms of international relations. W have a brutal war
goi ng on, massive starvation, the plague of AIDS and ot her
di seases, poverty, terrorism refugees and mgrants,

drugs, dessertification, floods, disasters and nore, many
nor e.

34. To deal with all these we need strong governnents and
strong | eaders working together. The U N. cannot function
unl ess strong |l eaders are able to lend their countries
support.
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35. Everyone agrees that the world is undergoing rapid
changes.

36. To nerely accept changes and to adjust to themis

al rost primtive. W should be willing and brave enough
to exam ne the changes and to intelligently engi neer them
Only when we do this can we say that we are facing the
chal | enge of change.

37. The nmere switch from Comuni sm and the comuand econony
to Denocracy and the free market is not enough. The

probl ens have remai ned. Unl ess we have an open m nd and

are prepared to question all the things we have accepted, we
may not be able to tackle the problens at the end of the
Col d War.

38. Denocracy and the free market is not a God-given

system It certainly is not areligion. It is only one of
the devices to neet the problens of human society. W shoul d
not therefore be afraid to question all that we do in the
nane of denocracy.

39. Majority rule, minority rights, freedomfrom

oppr ession, freedom from hunger, freedom of association
freedom of the press and the right to free speech,
transparency, the rule of law and a host of other ideas
and thoughts linked directly or obliguely with denocracy --
all these need to be exam ned.

40. Renenber the Inquisition, the religious persecutions

whi ch drove the European settlers to this country. Just as
the settlers believed that their interpretation of
Christianity was right, the Inquisitors and the persecutors
believed that in persecuting they were obeying the tenets of
Christianity. Who was right? It cannot be both.

41. Is it not possible that there are today denocratic
i nqui sitors and persecutors? Is it not possible that the
accepted interpretation of denocracy is as wong as those



about Christianity in the days of Christian extremsmin
Europe? Do we wait for centuries of sufferings before we
revi se our ideas about the true neaning of denocracy? Thi nk
of the countries called Denocratic Republic and Peopl es
Republic. The western denocrats certainly do not accept the
denocratic credentials of these countries. Is it not

possi ble that the credentials of the Western denocracies are
al so questi onabl e? How denocratic were they when they owned
huge enpires?

42. The time has cone for rethinking the unthinkable. That
is the challenge that faces us today. Unless there are

| eaders fromthe powerful nations willing to face this
chal l enge, the world will be led by "incredible' |Ieaders.
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